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Niklas Luhmann

Weber & Durkheim, % 1 Parsons D[RS %
XODTEHRICZIHE, IHIIhH2BEZT #HE
VAT LR OHREELUCHRE RBEEH) 2E-T
W5—AT& % Niklas Luhmann OE5RAIEEL % RIZ
BE§52LicLiz0ERVET,

Luhmann & Parsons #° % @ lifework % K5EM D &
FTEBLTWVW-oEEZEZTWVWET (Niklas Luhmann,
The Differentiation of Society, Columbia University
Press, 1982, p.47), % #1iZ, Parsons 5 action D347
PHHFELILEVSHIELT, COFMTZDOLDE
action BOME I, BEELHVEMEZRELTVLET,
L L, #NICLTSH, »Nid Parsons BESFEER
E—EOLAMICETHE EFl s, $74D5 struc
ture vs. process, material factors vs. ideal factors, indi-
viduals vs. collectivities, action vs. system & & D ZJT
BV EHEELEYIE LI EZ2ELLFHMELT, %%
WOEHIDUVRUDPHERIBTHILETERVDOLL
HLTHBDET (0p. cit, pp.58—59). LT, ZDJH,
D% U Parsons DBEEZZIHNTENE X HITRE
IHEILEVIFTHETENZBEITVBEDTY,
Luhmann ® #£ & ¥ A 7 A

(self-reference) % the problem of (complexity) D

# 75 The problem of

FHEABALTCINABERUELDELTVSRIIDONT
BT MNIL2RBPH D £ ¢ A, Parsons O

(interpenetration) % (media of exchange) DS (€
NHEHITY XA T LD (ML) DETHEI—FEINE
B THREUELODLDTE A ) WHEEMSbI
T3 &HTT,

Luhmann EEEDOBHOMELZ>OHEE, 340

D#& Yy AT 20—-KREHROBME, 2)5HAHR

(modem society) OHEFROBEICM>TWVEHEEAL
TOWETH (op. cit, xii), ZORE, BEREAICHEREI L
t2 1 &3E® (ex. capitalist vs. socialist society) % Hf
NT, LOIHK - MR SSLOEEYE (ex. so-
cial differentiation) ZBFH L TVET, €250 T, b

KF DS ANGEME (2

)_
GO S

55A, T UREMIBRIIC #E) FEOHERA
EhherabE s EBBETESLDTY,

Luhmann O#2%#8B0EEIE, TH5LT, EH®H
TIAh< H variety KEBAR L DTH D ETH, ZDOHEH
FIBILDOFRBZIE Y AT AE T Y AT 4 (2&E{E),
T5bb, bhibnhd ¥ — s TWZIL Elementalism
vs. Holism ZRIMC BT 2B ICH S BN E
4, ZhiL, Parsons DIES S 5 F TdH % Luhmann
DFE, FNFNBEMNME (autopoiesis) R Y AT
LEANEY AT LD (MERE) (interpenetration) D
MEE LCRBET ALV IETHH0EEA, 2L
T, FOE#IE, Barhy THEZpgEs H465 (F
bt &Eptgess, 19834) ~FR L e MEA SR,
W]971ME)(5ﬁﬁb1mé;9L,«a¢@A
ﬁ)%(@A>@<I¢>&bf§ﬁb1méjiom
LTRENG G A — v XARITRT 5E WD BBTH
VELED, B4, CIBEROBAEHN - BHE
FEH LA TAOXF —ITRT PP ERAONS KD I
B5>07Td,

mhiE, AMEYATFLEACDER, $2b0b5 (FAD
BUVRAR S EE) (EHPERSL - LHETIKE-
TEMTHHD) ELTHEZ, BROEEZIBRIIS
JARFEVBFEEZEHRL T, ZTh% autopoiesis sys-
tem O—H (L&Y AT LBENREHITHVETY) &
HELET, »< LT, ThREBERELTHEDERER
BRTAIEIXBEDITHVET, TNTIE, HB2OD
B AMRT AL, BAOBELHKT 521
ED LS RBRTHEDYAS ZEIEHDTL £5h,
Luhmann (&2 QORI T 5 (HOBWVRE) »201H
ICHIERI TSR L R B ot RICH 2 2 LT E D

E—ICDFHMiiE S x s s ([, 102H), Kbfsd
NHOHEBLRDOZDDOFHRICHLESVTHERIA T
fEHHLTHBVEST, b5, FITIHOEAPEK
bhTWhoTcRkEL, /7+a¥—&cLThHonrU
HRESNTOAEAEESROATHY, QFIRD
SRENBIEN, TubbHAHEERNEELLTWVWAHEE
EHEEZOLODHHERLTND, EVHIDTHVET,
L% U, Luhmann (& Durkheim O#2&0{t OB %2 EH >
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TWBEIITHAET, 1977TFEITHDHT P4 VEICHR

&N % Z &IT78 % Durkheim D De la division du travail
social IWEF R 12X DA T, Luhmann (7 2 V47 A
MPENETORKTERICHBD HABF KBbS
WM (zero-sum) DIEZKEL T, (positive-sum)
EVIEBXHAEA UL ERECIMELTVES,

One of the most impressive aspects of Dur-
kheim’s theory is the possibility it offers for ex-
ploding conventional assumptions about scarcity,
or “zero sums,” and for depicting positive-sum re-
lations. Its dominant interest, probably the fun-
damental motivation for the theory itself, is the
desire to conceive the relation between the indi-
vidual and society in a way that leaves open the
possibility of a simultaneous enhancement of both
realities. The individuation of the person does not
necessarily occur at the cost of social solidarity
or vice versa ; rather, both incremental processes
encourage one another and both are possible only
on the basis of a specific social structure (i. e., the
division of labor) that in turn is rendered possible
through them. Later on, Parsons will speak of
“combinatorial gains” and will inquire into the
evolutionary accomplishments that make such
gains possible. (op. cit., pp.12—13)

i, ZOUNRREPHEYZTLEAEY X T LD
HIEFOBIZ LB ANSNT, phDnS (RER(L)
OB (b55A, ZORE  HERMHORMALG KX 1
EEELTEIDITHVETH—) SEBENEC
EIXRBDTY,

T OEKKNSEEARSE I RBERRTTY, Bhrl
W, INOWEDYAT L (HEYRTFLEAEY 2
T A) &, HEIHICETTT & 2 WEE (Einheit) T
HoT, (ZOHEBUIELICE>TRI LTS &
WA5EVHDTY,

WM, Luhmann KBS H25HLTBYET LS
IZ, RV AT LROVM - B ERRMLR2OOH %S
DHRELUTZOHSFENEB R EDTBVETO
T, PAPEIC AAEHSR) ORIEIZODHALHIBEL
ERLTOS END DI N OSFHEEE % % < BE Ui
ETVBLENIBUDARZIE L ICndhbMNE
he UNES, BEOHEESHEZ (H1ML) &4 5
Luhmann OHA» 502 1E, BR (FLT, 208K
TIEWV S & 7> Durkheim ORERBICEL > T B LR
DNEZDTEN), 25 UTHILUIEE B % (%
B THLOIBRENCLOEIDPEEIIS T DD
THVES, (A32a=F—-Ya VBEIEHTZHAD

WazohBLLEIZDOHIIKNVKEESHL5DT
To) MAT, PhORLKZERNBELOTER S
IZKRD1ZDIEZH U BEHICEBDTH-T, ZDAIC
BLTRREENOBHEREBEOLLIVWERSYDT
£

Walter Wallace

K& 1Z, Walter Wallace DERMBELE E VW H T T
BLZERULIEWERWE T, 3T, phns, HE
(Walter Wallace, Principles of Scientific Sociology,
Aldine, 1983) O TIT/2 > L EFBEHRO (KEH)
i, b55A, Wallace W60ENRD 5 b BT, FRL
BT TEHERBRORRE CH - 17E VN >THEAL
WrEBVET, ZhIEET(ERE (pluralism) & L
THBIN TV IHMESFER (O8) 2BET S &
AR (principles) Z2BSMIZLEDELEBDTH
DETH, EEEZBATHLITE, #HE2% (Hhig,
I NI scientific EVWHERFAZBEELR) &0
discipline (DHH) 2WETHETHVELT, &
NEZOEEZOPE (M) & (i) OREI L -
THERF¥ZOLDOEHEL LS LENT 20 (EHR)
KBIAFBELEBE—KTH5H50DTH D L I3MT
THHVFTHA, ZUT, COLIBEEEBLT, &
B (ZORBICBLTUTIRETHAE T &k
A MEBVETY), ROFHELTH Y T T Idealism
‘'vs. Materialism & Elementalism vs. Holism @ # &
(synthesis) 2BRATVB LB LT EHTRELZDT
HVET,

Wallace I3, EbhHTHEBETEEZVOETHVE T,
(scientific) &WHTEARAEREICHULHT = &<,
-Alexander 5 £ % < DREH VD IF negative 1T ZFEb
D#EF 5 Positivism DI 5% M GERT 50T,
b55A, Ehblno>Thhd (F8) 2 (EKR o
WREBRULVERLIZVTEEVIBERTIRRLT
HVEHA, KX, rhidshsoittR% LEDHTH
£BGE—TMITHR > 5 paradigm % B L IRIE T
ADUTHVET, 1282, REAOKER, oMK &
DI, HARBRLEFEL>5EBbhs (B 38K
THVETL, URENSBHEEICIE X1 @GR
ZHLbbAET, LEN-T, R, BREFTVIE
(many-variable causal model) & 755 DILRETIEH
5DTYH °

3T, Wallace SELDOXEX 25T, (L%
BRAMZEDO—=>TH5) LHHEVLLET, LHL,
-Alexander L[Rl#k, ZDEAFAZERTEDIT, &
N Jeff DIF AL (theoretical logic) EMEIENTZEHD
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T4 5, Wallace D& 1E (a generalized disciplinary
consensus (= a mathesis universalis)) &5 T &IT
BBEDTLEdI P, LT, WIETHAL, 20TE
DB £ IZHEL%¥ D content & form @ descrip-
tion THHEVNIDIFTT, I HITVAIE, Ehidtt
L¥ONBORE (ChE, Hhida generic defini-
tion of social phenomena %2 #IB3 5 L WV HETITEL
$) LHEORE (Shi, mhid explanatory vari-
ables DFEN. & 7 DM A A /17 & % explanatory model
ORIBEVHIETITLVET) THHELVELTL &
AULWHERIDITT,

HEFEHN (BRRF) O—> (F4bb, HBFEPRF
REHFILTVS L0, B UAEYY, L%, P
FRECEIEP E->TVBEVIFR) THEEND
BEhkiz, BEAMICIZIZFZ O NE (substance) »

(empirical referents) THBENHI T ETHAHINE
BbnZE ¥ (op cit, pb), £ ULIEH»H, Wal-
lace I3 EFDBFFEXER % (an interorganism behavior
regularity) T#H5&E U (op. cit, p.14), (bBBHA, £
DB TIHARORERFIARE LS HEOEDH %
IHLDTRIEVEETHETIOTHVET), KD &
HIZABRRTVE T,

Accordingly, let us define a social phenomenon
as an interorganism bebavior regularity—that is, a

regular coincidence of two or more organisms’ be-

haviors and let us propose this as a generic
definition, applicable not only to sociology but to
all the social sciences. The definition means that
a social phenomenon may be said to exist if, and
only if, at least one behavior of a given organism
is observed to be regularly accompanied in time
and/or space by at least one behavior of at least
(op. cit., pp.14—15)

First, by referring merely to “organisms,” the

one other organism.

definition includes nonhumans (including micro
as well as macro animals and plants), as well as
humans. It therefore registers the fact that the way
has always been more or less open to treating
biological species as a variable rather than a con-
stant in sociology, and thus open to a general,
cross-species comparative sociology that would
be the conceptual peer of comparative psycholo-
gy, comparative physiology, comparative ana-
tomy, and genetics. Present-day sociology, there-
fore, should be regarded as a subfield of that fu-
ture, more encompassing, comparative sociology

inasmuch as sociology now concentrates almost
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entirely on social phenomena among only one
(op. cit., p.20)
ZDHEFOHFEXNE 2% (an interorganism behavior
regularity) (EIROMEOOEKEFE, /5D 5, social
structure, cultural structure, spatial regularity, €I
temporal regularity Iz A X ¥, R, HAEK
IZ2\WTh, TBERTHAIBFEDOEMBICER LT, £
D (N7 5 D) (internal) EF D Fhiz b H D)

(external) — %&£ X 51X people & things T34
5 M, things (& F 72 living & nonliving 1253 H &
TH——&IZ N AN, fE{kE people #5 body & mind
ERBEAESNB LV BEIIZVET, TONAICEH
ULKMBABZERBARTETHVEI AL, TITED
NHONORBELIZE X HFE T Wallace DEXHEHTH
Cz&itnfzLElL &d,

B & 2) ORIEIX, Wallace DBE, E56hE
WXIEEZRABLDTHAEHEFEL LD, £VHD
H, HhhOBPE, HESRFIIHE L TE—EERR T
DABVLDTHVELT, BUAEHEICEL-T, £h
WEROBEEZEBLTCVELHTH Y ET, EiFIIAE
HOBRIIBWLT, —ED (BK) 2HEICLBEEID
J T 9 » (ex. same vs. different, equal vs. unequal,
compatible vs. incompatible /£ &), Z DA & & ITIE

U T unison, imitation, cooperation, administration,

species of animal.

competition, dominance, conflict, oppression /& & OB
REEELEZDITHVET, €5 LIbYT, 22T
3, BRI (—EONBLHAEREZRAAATNS)
THOFEE L TEEZINTVWAEHLTHEALLY
EFFLET, ,

FhTid WHEEBS) ORMBEIRESITLEI D, I
ZTH Wallace DV HIEBARTH 0 £3, ARIEDTE
£ & T8 % body & mind, physical & psychical 24y
FJTULEI»PHTT, £ I H»5H, social structure

(body-physical) &  cultural structure  (mind-
psychical) EPHRENTL B I ELEREVEETH
VET, 5 UIRHEHEL2ERIC, Wallace 1310EDFHA
EHERIITIHBESNORMEHHETAOTHVET
B, FOEREARICETLaAY b2PNBHOEE
THTHBEELLD,

“Materialism” emphasizes the explanatory pow-
er of those aspects of individual B’s body which
the analyst regards as innate (more precisely,

genetically inherited) and as behaviorally conse-

quential including the gene itself, and, for all
humans, anatomical features like large brain
binocular vision, primary and secondary sex char-

acteristics, opposable thumbs, upright stature, and
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Typology of sociological explanatory variables.

origin of constraint on individual B’s behavior

Locus of constraint on
individual B’s behavior

Existentially given

Socially influenced

Internal: in individual B’s own

Body Materialism Nurturism

Mind Instinctivism Enculturism
External: in individual B’s environing

People’s bodies Demographism Social structuralism

People’s minds

Living things .
tvig ting } Ecologism

Nonliving things

Psychical contagionism

Cultural structuralism

Technologism

physiological features like aging, motility, and re-

current needs for oxygen, water, and food.

“Nurturism” emphasizes those aspects of indi-

vidual B’s body which the analyst regards as con-

sequences of social influence

including the fe-

atures mentioned under materialism as modified

by the experience of, let us say, socially induced

diet and fasting, exercise and sloth, and surgical

modifications

including amputations, grafts,

bypasses, and transplants.

“Instinctivism” emphasizes those aspects of in-

dividual B’s mind which the analyst regards as in-

nate, for example, linguistic “deep structure,” in-

telligence and creativity falling within the distinc-

tively human range, a similarly human capacity to

experience certain emotions, and also whatever

psychical drives or instincts may be regarded as

innate.

“Enculturism” emphasizes those aspects of indi-

vidual B’s mind which are regarded by the analyst

as consequences of social influence, for example,

learned norms and values, language and other ges-

tures, tastes, beliefs, hopes, fears, self, and consci-

ence.

“Demographism” emphasizes those aspects of

the bodies of people in individual B’s environ-

ment which the analyst regards as existentially

given, and includes the absolute number of such

bodies and the distribution among them of fea-

tures mentioned above in connection with mater-

ialism — especially age, sex, mortality, and

physical mobility.

“Social structuralism” (including unison, ex-

(op. cit, p.194)

change, conflict, and functionalist varieties)
emphasizes socially influenced aspects of the
physical behavior of people in B’s environment
—especially their role-performances (as discus-
sed in Chapter 3) and including aspects men-
tioned above in connection with nurturism.
“Psychical contagionism” emphasizes those
aspects of the minds of people in individual B’s

environment which the analyst regards as existen-

tially given including the absolute number of

such minds and the distribution among them of fe-

atures alluded to above in connection with in-

stinctivism, such as fear and dread, love and hope,

excitement, attention, awe.

“Cultural structuralism” (including consensus,
complementarity, dissensus, and symbolic interac-
tionist varieties) stresses socially influenced
aspects of the psychical behavior of people in in-
dividual B'’s

role-expectations (discussed in Chapter 4), and

environment —— especially the

including aspects mentioned above in connection
with enculturism.

“Ecologism” emphasizes those aspects of things
(both living and nonliving) in individual B’s en-
vironment which the analyst regards as existen-
tially given, including sunlight, gravity, the mo-
tions of the moon and planets, the rotation of the
Earth, climate, seasons, oceans, mountains, de-
serts, and also trees, viruses, bacilli, plankton,
trout, termites, and tigers.

Finally, “technologism” emphasizes those
aspects of things (again, both living and nonliv-

ing) in individual B’s environment which the
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analyst regards as having been socially influ-
enced, for example, houses, chairs, plows and
axes, paper, computers, clothing, heart-lung
machines, safety pins, guns, medicines, and also
dairy cows, wheat, cotton, potatoes, thoroughbred
horses, and microorganisms (like penicillin)
whose growth patterns have been artificially mod-
ified. Clearly, both ecologism and technologism
are divisible into types emphasizing aspects of
living things, and aspects of nonliving things, re-
spectively ——thereby yielding a total of twelve
types of explanatory variables.
(op. cit., pp.194—195)
LbAA, 20—D2—21F, ELVLINPOHFTHT I
) —IIAET B ENAREE K BDITT, LAL, 7
BERL, W<OLOBEDHRFEERMBZOENNIC
HETBOEERBLIEZ T T AN ERAE
OBEEVIEERRILIEICBRULTEZDEREA,
By, flzid, %M T social structure & cultu-
ral structure BHEIKED &S LBRICHHDL, £
A kDRI, BICHIED body 2 X—ZIZ LK
physical behavior @ regularity %, #%% % mind % ~N—
Z4Z U 17 psychical behavior (regularity %, &H LT
VWHDREVSTHTHRBRLIZEIIEESENTL
EDe TOAICEYT 5 Wallace D& 213, #/5, many
-variable causal model DfERRZBLCHEOLNBH LW
HIERBBEDITY, $/4bb, ZHLIBE, IO
=0 (HEEUL) % apriori iTRETOTFTNS (BER)
@%ﬁ&&&mﬁb@dﬁ&b&w,&w5:£??o
A S B R EYFZHRHEZ (the social phenomenon of
interest) & DBIRTERKE (L H5HA, Zhid Wal-
lace TE>THEZEABITOATNEZETOLO
TTY) BESERBREBRT &I ET,
IO LIt BN FRE OFR T, —EDBRISELTE
2LEVHIDFTLLI. £IVIDIT, phIE—L
N O HEBIRIZD WV T enumerative, sequential, in-
teractive D=ZDODFH (L BAHA, ZOEAMVE W
KOPOHTHTIT) —2ECHOITEY) 2RTLED
S & AN BEREERHT BT VET 205,
b9 —D, Wallace W DKEDOHTHBEIZLLS>EL
TWAHIENHVET, £, VWHW S pure science
& applied science % XBI UERIL L THL LN H{EE
ThHVET, bbHA, COTHRIEEDNDONORE
OBEMIEDE LD TIEHVEEA» S, I TIRE
ZOBEEERRTBLEFITEHDIZVERVE T,
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EREUERRE

3T, Mk, HAOHKEENZAZINOHH THR
HEFORRIBERST (WIRAPDATERIHN
% (crisis) EETHATVWADTYH ), KV—K&
Tk OMENEHRFD EREH) 2RIBLES L
T5B0 L) KOVWTOREZ2{TE>TERDIT
T, FNAHGREEPELOLFELTVS (HEOE
& k) 1THBF 5 Idealism vs. Materialism & Elemental-
ism vs. Holism (Individualism vs. Collectivism) & U
5 Z2® dichotomy EHHE > TEBEICERLTVS
LELI—ERITHI LB RERLITTELS
AMEBVET, bBAHA, Thidb-&b (—HINI)
LRVOERNBELTH > T, LEENZETVER
DULARLVTE, &0 IEFIELBLATFET S L0
HETHLHVERA, THULT, D essay DIRHTHA
MIRB LWL DODDETIVE B S dichotomy 1%
NENOREVZENBVICEALERT I EILZEDYT
HVET, 1212, REED S BT B0,
B xE, (Blb) (FX, &2VIEnHEESATRE) ®
(FIE(L) % (BRENMES) OB, EENSETI,
SERF UREBOBRICIEEDNTOERA MDD,
ZHULRARIIONTIE, &0 EENSHESFEREBED
LARVT, BREYUD TR LU TAHRVEEZXTBET,
72T, UTTd, ChessayDxEHELT, LITK
SHUrERECEb NS, =, ZRREFKEELT
BELWERWET,

FFE—I, HRFO TFHEEH) (B8 29H<5
BRIOVTTHVET, ITIKHALLZ LI, 2O
AT Wallace DRR (ER(L) BboEBEVHD
THVETH, FOHEITB T B positivism (—
biosociology) &HWVE T, HHITXT ¥R
LEmAHS LBBEINET, TAICMAT, PhOKE
I21%, body & mind %3 < (EHEHg) HRERP D
NERADD, Er-RREH—T2 (RHE) »HEE
KEBEIMEBRIDITT, bbHA, SHALKKMON
BIEEITNT— FICESVT B IKLARE S
W, ETB0H—DDVNHBTEIHVEL & Do

EEMICEVHFONTNAFEHEDOBEETV A,

BESI & HELEY) oA EERMIC (R
2H)) SHOBBORIZENANEANELEZEZTVS
DIE Zeitlin TTH, DN DBEIE Marx BZ DM HIC
MNBALHBTVT (BE) OREERLTVDEIEND
NE9d,

Alexander @ FF 1% Y /s ¥ 55 B B0 2 Idealism vs.
Materialism, Luhmann @ % f1 % Elementalism vs.
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Holism, &E—ICWHELTBXE LN, BUKT
Thalrhon L) EAELECBMEL TIEA
BOEIIIHEET LI ENRETT, ThEL, KB
AN, TOZHITIHMEMN S HRFNES (w20
HEF) KT ZELOBMNSALSNE LD ICEDbNRS
D T 9, Alexander | Marx-Durkheim, Weber, Par-
sons ERRMEILAL TR X E T2, < ETH (R
(BB, BEL) ~oFAPBROEEbhET L,
Luhmann B3I &0, HREEOLEANBESHITIC
ﬁ*@ﬁ@:b%ﬁﬁﬂb’(ﬁ@i? UL, WFhiZLT

, (TERNEAESR OEHE, 204 FroF-—
m&<@é>®ﬁmbaté,&xﬁﬂﬁﬁmbnéu
B 22 L1E, EbHTHILLODOTRZLAEND
AT HDTT,

BETUT, (F#k) & LT Positivism & Antipositiv-
ism O Z EMFUTHE D 3, Alexander 13 post-Positiv-
ism &V FEE L TRAMEDH VL ERET 50
TEH, HAEKERLAED ZORBRAL S ZADHE
¥#F (§74b5, Wallace & Alexander) 75, ZDHET
BES LK BOROBEAZRLTVAHENHIEEE E
DEHICHBLILOEVDTLEI D, —H T, BR
B#OBETT 5 (BRI referent) &> TH AED
MH - BEENZZE0ICEA S (RE) (FR, M
etc.) OMRTE, LI ENRITH70ICH B
HED (JEmL®) ko onsENdIELHVEL
£OL, A, KBHHT, £505 JEMLY) B
W TICAMO (Mifa) (&2 D@8 OFEE LT
UDHELRT LI EMTERZD, EVWHEESHLIDOT
THVET, —REBLL—FhoHFELZLICAEL
TLEILDBRMD DB EDICHXLENS, FOBA
DHEE, o< b->THETHSE VD DHFLOH
RTHVET,

HE->VWTIZb ) —2, BEELIAY FE2LTH
£9&, InFh (W OFIca I, Hakl
BT 5 HOME), ¥abb 4 Frux—HopmE
BHHEIICBNES, TOBED ([ FATF )
L, HE¥O (HENHRE) 2ROBEBIC, 20 (—
) #fE<3TAHRAELLEZAD GIK) ORE T
HVETS,

B—IiE, EREESFZFDHDME - TV 2 ELHE]
WTHVELT, ThIZZO¥BE20L00 (oS
FMELREEID), ERTVY 27 -V -0 (BEH)
EUTHLLIEEVWSIETHVEST, 21014,
Luhmann $ <AL E > T2 & DT, (HEARKKHE
AEHE - BHER) —H 501, 20BOEBICE T
BENIIHT AT Vv FF—¥2EHT—6NH [ TF
OX—DHERPAAEBHICEBALTVEENHET

ERS

BT, RERNLHOIIOVTLRESBETT,
BT Beacon 25 Idolafid LTRNT WA £ H T, AR
DIRITIE, EMER (BLIZN) 85, AR - 28

HSEK (BARKERS E12 55 6 0), HAMHK (L
DO B, MBEOTFEHIRE), 2T XXEHHR (b

HiE, A\HHBZEORBIZHRTELD) &, 2<0
FIHBTFELTVT (28 2EE) ~OEZHEILT

VB EIITBONET, BT, BRI - mEitay

OREFTHBELE 25513, BEOLHFK EFE G

DVTNBERbhETH, BLITbhhbhZtES¥r

NI TALEBELTS, 20 (RFVEN) ORIk
KEPYEVHIRREZBOKVIZLTHVEDITHY
£9,

BEIT, Vo THNETFERNVEIE THMESINE
DOBHOVET, [THEMFN SRR, §45bb, cogni-
tive = evaluative — directive ® (EWMLTHBIE) & L
TABTEI 22 2 BIC T, ABO &) oS
fTh%, 20 (EB) SU0BLTRTAC LTS
TtA, HOLHOHE) VWS DIE, BEORROEE
DER (Flx X, KFCHIIMEFER) 2EDES
ITIEHTIESTH, 5 LHERD EHOFE) T
Z, B, 20HRO L0 (—BH2ITHE) (Hlx12,
BRRAEE) OBEEROHIC GEEY & UTHE
SNBHAREMEE, FIEFHES -ty FEEBXTLEEHN
BOTULEY. ABID ) 75, 20k > nERIE
ZHoTVBLLE, (HIE) & LToRYE (=R208H)
LVHIEREBATINE (BFDH) ICELAHTH
KCERARTRETHVES, FIh5, MFAD (S
HED) PRI E2DITHVELED,

WIFHIZL A, HE (WBRE) 22A50»OHH TR
VAL (EMR-HB - EHITSE) W, Foi
CINRTOANVDEDRIERL (RX) ERVICBEbS
ETHVET, HERVKREE VS, =bH®HT neutral
BRI ZRIEICHM UM TICU S, Elementalism O
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