wEe ARERES %

U@ o™, 8 oo X
Al m o &

I. oal@

1929 4 Piaget & “HA" ol A o159 #L”
of Y F¥WE UEga, olo|H 19304 Pia-
get £ “ol 59 HEay ARMS] EA™E YE3A

o s, o7 A& o} el EE ERMMKC Nt B

R MWL 24 LA
I.x &

Piaget & 2& Al 4ty B2 9 BRE AN
o| o] Actn nugch wle}A ofY ofFs HRR
o Mol ol gt FOE olsllsl Hslel WeE (Real-
ity ) ol Nt BMN€ A=d § LFoH . 2
olf+ BRI K& Ba4e Az YA el
o2 glow, F4Aleol e AP A7l o Eoie,
REL 4Y 498K 50| Wl Y=2& Aold

Piaget ( 1976 ) ol 3% 3~ 118 lold
o}%& “W7E ( Reality ) "ol & /g A4
7l el4 4 7hx] EMK BEE AAA Az
et & obFe 4z AN, RERANA FREo=
1, XERAA EMEcz AN, KERNA #HN
o2 & bz gch. Piaget ( 1976 ) & =4
o] ¥4 £& &3 o] 4Wda Ao & FMo|
Aoz Yo Al A 7Y AdtEe A
B REE BEAY + A= Al o BES =i,
e A3 Mol &9 RM/ —Héln 4 =3
YA ol = 1AM ket slod, ol FY vig &

o2 Fyshil Ry N mitel A28 F3u
ol #fiite] HEEQRT ¢}, 2elx Pisget+ X
£l EBito 2o WAE o234 o] LR
Stk ( Piaget,1976 ).

&, °15°] MERAA ZREo = WA 7He o
gol4) o}59] ZE WML Hu 3} ol wdeslel “yY”
H &3 A EHHRole] F&o] gl Aol
Fd s RERS LS FAH HEind R &5 ER
f R £HWe RS feisiA4 o|Fojxic}.

Piaget ( 1930 )% 2 32%2 ANHERS ud
€+ 22 A& AN EN B5 el MRS mie &
&, WiER, AR®R, BroR 2 Yo |a5 .4’5!7}
A2 T35k

W ofgl olE2 W) F2E A Uk AE
w1, KB <ol Al3g &g 2d4 el ¢4
old, kol #x =el4 &l HIFRE I
At ol FL ZE Bl Eikdl 408 Foidlsl A
RAL FHol A= WL BFTE Zn o], =
5 ALHES ojed g Y& zAS|of e Ao|ct
& RE B4 Mol AHE e M= e A
olel, HEYACIY 2& FH2 VS stn, 2 #HS
o g2 AR e Y3 /4 Ameln &RBH
ol elx]§ S8} ( Piaget 1930, p. 245 ),

oL BN ARERAA AWHRE HelsluA
Mol Aol &g 4l e} ol AT KE
Mol A ZEiEo = HA3E AU A AR KA
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Swdolel ¥ 4 glow, MERS H¥ste FUA
F4Hq #E NERA Mo Bl Y
o k. Piaget ( 1976 ) o] 2}5}w o}Fo] HH9]
szt Al HY g de 4717 A, b 4
A8z R Al Al Sl KREE YA K
o2 gteh 9~ 10RS olF €S MEYL 25 A9
HEEREZ o] F o el 44 37 A3t RER
22 RlolA Auid %40 AR REadA 8%
o 2o WBolcl 2IEEES olF L 2T K
BN KM 4gct Fol of5L ol 2 X
feo] HE YZ&af, EANMYE A4 ok A
¥ ¥4, °otr 2 fts FAY € 4+ A& Yol A
o Fof Ectn gl
Piaget (1976) & ol Al 7tal @RS F3to- obF
ol 2718 KER¥ Wolu okls} & Yoz XM
& Al "otz ok, F A2 ¢oEAl temal
Aoz obgel EAMl L HEhos MRS oHE 4
&9 BEol v Tiwzkel EAste MMz dal 5o
AL mesl Bl &k, F 2o £HM (S5-
ubstantialism) -2 S < KM (Relativism) &
2 dHalgich s des R A Y 25
Z2 9, F ob3e] HRE Mdv| A2sta EZE
EQEy Bl A ke L s s A 4

A& A, obFeo] NRAR 2 B8 KERS
C oo st of 9 FAG HEg &

oHr B4 ¥ s} ol ob-F BE 17702 &

Ko HEBRE Piaget (1976) « RRSIg 2 ol&
B NREMERDE L A BHZ TG
R RSl BN

3] BEL Mswm2ps B3
1 lomes NR# | 7 M‘axo s kol of SR
2 |Bm& g |ER,, (N8 KRR
3 e wan o VEH, ERel X
4 |BR 13 [KRH A—E
5 |mise R R 14 | & 3%
6 |Eme HR 15 [RF &8 MR

16 [Ehiry 2y

17 fa B sl o) @

8N

HHA Ao o] HEN ARRY] 2ERADL RAAJES
Zbeks) A9 sk obale} ek,

D). OBE® HE®R (Psychological Cansality)

2 ¥ WAL Mol Atel o8 Alztsgicbe #
&olct,

2). B84 (Finalism),

Aol ohd Wégo|t KekEo] AMel 2|8 x5y
ot o)t

3). i KRR (Phenomenistic Causality)

EHhel WRE WRE S 2 Wpmel oAl
Wa Peke 4Fel et

4), B8 (Participation)

golz lewld M2 FE nixle Hor e
olnlUe] BHEMAIR hE shi+ BRI,

5). imihey HER Magical Causal ity)

Abgel Ex ol BEsE T Wapol FY¢R A
€ 4 Zol ok,

6). HEM BARM (Moral Causality)

ARG LEEC] aRRM] NiSo|le 4 ol

7). AB® (Artificialistic Causality)

RY TEYL Kekol v X AMS] MEML Em
o sigpo] "ok A Zo|f,

8). Mi%# (Artificialism)

WU KMol Wkl MM B, BN =
L Yo 3k Aoy,

9). 1M (Dynamism) A

ARzl @] 22 = 289 Yol sivxg &
€ S5 kA A el $ARY 5 doke ol 47
olet,

10) . BMsmtse]l ¢ K (Keaction of the

surrounding medium )

FH9 ojal gigel s “o|FA” sl e
) BHBE sk Aelc,

11), Hoes NR#. Mechanical Causality )

W] Bl Kol s KRS 4FE Holoh

12), &g WR#M (Cawsality by generation)

Fol v $ikol ohE Aol o4 BERASE 42
oj e},

L2
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13), &%®W ®A—@& (Substantial Identific-
ation)
el E £w0l A RANE Sishe A zeln,
14). %3 B (Condensation and Rarefac
tion)

WHhE U= ORE KWs] B4 =2t F2s]A
o3y R 493t Aold,

15). KF#® MR (AtomisticComposition)

PEL UL WRO RS o <l dxisiAY
L&dtA Fof ol Fojal che A Zele,

16), Z=M#H BY (Spatial Explanation)

Yoo 2y R BB Y ¥l 5ol dste] 4
3¢ 4 e 59

17). MEH Wigeol 2tk R (Explanation by

Logi;:al Deduction)

71E RAE ARE NRY KR A&

ojM7tal REAY vis} o] AR BBEL P
Res i BRE T L T g gl Aaty
g, & #Re I BREA A¥Es o) MEe
obge]l RE3t B ol el mEeoe s
oizict, MAH HRRS] REPBE Piaget € ALY
Moz Wte Ay o g wghe

149 FRE Fotod BMS oL U =
Piaget 3| @) KRARMEM (Pisget, 19 30) &
AN 8R g3 F,

AAZ 0R~3M Aol AE LEY RRREZA W
B RWE ®AEA Pt

AL 3M~6, TR Aol e W ARAZA B
sl M-S BASA Ltk (BHE, Mk ARM,
SR, AME, AN, WEM, HBDA)

ANz TR~9, 10M Afolol HE wulE NERE
S MBAMEA BRS MKES Al o
(Follek, DM, £R, A—R, 243 A4

A2 108 ol Aol A& wvhE MR MBS A7
R (EMmel 2 mEe NE)

doz wHy RER HEL 2ME B ¥ %ol
lolol Am o & Mol A MKMW, bt &
o) vt ob5 Sl AE KEMS MEBRAMS A
§ A4 AF7} AAdL,

$ ¥ X @
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