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3. Hoyningen-Huene, "Context of Discovery and Context of Justification
and Thomas Kuhn", Schickore and Steinle, pp.120-126; Idem, "Context of
Discovery and Context of Justification™, Studies in the History and
Philosophy of Science, ISA, 1987, pp.503-506; Nickles, T., "Introductory
Essay: Scientific Discovery and the Future of Philosophy of Science",
Scientific Discovery, Logic, and Rationality, T. Nickles(ed.), 1980, pp.8-9.
4. Giere, R., Science Without Lows, The University of Chicago Press,
1999, p.12; Schickore, J. and Friedrich S. (editors), Revisiting Discovery
and Justification: Historical and Philosophical Perspectives on the
Context Distinction, 2006, p.vii; Howard, D., "Lost Wanders in the Forest
of Knowledge: Some Thoughts on the Discovery-Justification
Distinction", Schickore and Steinle, 2006, p.4.
5. duality
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1. Sciemann, “Inductive Justification and discovery, on Hans
Reichenbach’s Foundation of the Autonomy of the Philosophy of
Science", Schickore and Steinle, 2006, pp.vii-viii; Nickles, "Introductory
Essay: Scientific Discovery and the Future of Philosophy of Science”,
Scientific Discovery, Logic, and Rationality, T. Nickles (ed.), pp.1-2.

2. Hans Reichenbach

3. philosophical reconstructions

4. Reichenbach, H., Experience and Predication, 1938, pp.4-7, 281; Idem,
The Rise of Scientific Philosophy, 1951, p.231; Popper, K. R., The Logic
of Scientific Discover, 2005, pp.5-7; Idem, Knowledge Objective. An
Evolutionary Approach, 1972, pp.67-68.

5. The Structure of Scientific Revolutions

6. Thomas Kuhn
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1. Sturm, T. and Gigerenzer, G., "How Can we the Distinction between
Discovery and Justification? On the Weaknesses of the Strong Programme
in the Sociology of Science", Schickore and Steinle, 2006, p.133.

2. rational reconstructions

Giere, Science Without Lows, ) st . (S35 oKon gl kb 1y 05,5 cnl ol oS s, Y

(p.16

4. Wesley Salmon
5. Salmon, W. C., "Baye’s Theorem and the History of Science",
Historical and Philosophical Perspectives of Science, H. Stuewer(ed.),

1970, p.70.
6. Kuhn, T., The Structure of Scientific Revolutions, 1962, pp.5-23;
Lakatos, 1., "Criticism and the Methodology of Science Research

Programmes”, Proceedings of the Aristotelian Society, 1968, p.151;
Feyerabend, P., Against Method, 1988, pp.1-2.
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Salmon, "Baye’s Theorem and the History of Science", Historical and
Philosophical Perspectives of Science, H. Stuewer (ed.); Giere, Science
Without Lows.
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1. Giere, Science Without Lows, pp.11-13.

2. Videira, A. and Mendonca, A., "Contextualizing the Contexts of
Discovery and Justification: How to do Science Studies in Brazil", 2011,
pp.234-235.
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1. Herbert Feigl

2. Feigl, H., "Empiricism At Bay? Revisions and a New Defense",
Methodological and Historical Essays in the Natural and Social Sciences,
Boston Studies in the Philosophy of Science, R.S. Cohen and M. W.
Wartofsky (eds.), 1974, p.4.

3. Renaissance

4. Larry Laudan

5. consequentialist

6. generator
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1. Laudan, L., "Why Was the Logic of Discovery Abandon?”, Nickles,
1980, pp.176-177; Sciemann, G., "Criticizing a Difference of Contexts.
On Reichenbach’s Distinction between “Context of Discovery” and
“Context of Justification”", The Vienna Circle and Logical Empiricism, F.
Stadler (ed), 2003, p.240.



W"\V OL:\MA.’U))L@J M.ijo)m cv.AJ)LG.?:- JL» ‘&S’JW/‘\I

O (el

Sy gallas 53 Sladke A LS 1L bl 3 Y ol
Cld 03,5 55 OAVY =WAY) ©fo a1 QAYFY) T ad
GBLLst G by ple (g &S Sl il KS& 4(..1.9 Saradd > Loa gatns
o B (pode slagy a5 5 (3l ol mge BB 5 (ade gl B 5 (013
g 5 S GAu 50 5 35 53 03lil 3550 (Sogede oS Coils ASTE Jija L
Tl o 52 I BB salls 4y Ll S,

Ol 5> a3 184 o s ST 55wy 3led ol G A S0353
Il s Ciags " e A SEU ler S 3l 05 el
JB Olslp i)l Gl 5 DLl canb psle Gl b 6,8 0l s
2 5ol G iy Loy Dolas pt 0 gladle s sy
U Cos Sus w0 |y LSO Lasjsliws cpl (K5 Lo w p.l.o G4,
S Aol pl b S S ke 1y aduds a5 55 ol bagl Glual 31 (S sl i3
Spg0 53 B3 o dheds 53 5 dgn 585 psle p3 ol wlie il

~ 9 . A . . - . s T

1. Kant. I, Kritik der Reinen Vernunft, English translation: Critique of
Pure Reason, 1929, A84/B116.

2. John Losee

3. A Preliminary Discourse on the Study of Natural Philosophy

4. John Herschel

5. Losee, J., A Historical Introduction to the Philosophy of Science, 2001,
p.104.

6. Swedberg, R., "Theorizing in Sociology and Social Science: Turning to
the Context of Discovery", Springer Science and Business Media, 2011,
p.3.

7. Anglophone

8. logical positivism
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1. Giere, Science Without Lows, pp.13-16.
2. Experience and Predication
Wl e 5 Gl ST bSO L5 4 (65 45 S L 5 el ST L5 4 Lol JUT (g
ges ey mMasl 53 ol Sbpiass Sl LS Gl 53 s
3. Howard, "Lost Wanders in the Forest of Knowledge: Some Thoughts
on the Discovery-Justification Distinction”, Schickore and Steinle, p.7;
Schickore and Friedrich, Revisiting Discovery and Justification:
Historical and Philosophical Perspectives on the Context Distinction:
p.vii; Sciemann, "Inductive Justification and Discovery. on Hans
Reichenbach’s Foundation of the Autonomy of the Philosophy of
Science", Schickore and Steinle, p.23; Sciemann, "Criticizing a difference
of contexts. On Reichenbach’s Distinction between “Context of
Discovery” and “Context of Justification”, p.237; Hoyningen-Huene,
"Context of Discovery and Context of Justification”, Studies in the
History and Philosophy of Science, p.502.
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1. Reichenbach, Experience and Predication, pp.6-7.

2. lbid, pp.3-7; Sciemann, “Criticizing a Difference of Contexts. On
Reichenbach’s Distinction between Context of Discovery and Context of
Justification”, pp.239-240.

3. Conjectures and Refutations

4. the Logic of Scientific Discovery

5. Popper, The Logic of Scientific Discover, pp.7-8.
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1. Nickles, "Introductory Essay: Scientific Discovery and the Future of
Philosophy of Science™, p.19.

2. Hoyningen-Huene, "Context of Discovery and Context of Justification™,
Studies in the History and Philosophy of Science, pp.503-504.

3. Popper, The Logic of Scientific Discover, pp.7-8.
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1. factual

2. Salmon, “Baye’s Theorem and the History of Science”, pp.68-79.

3. Reichenbach, Experience and Predication, pp.3-7; Sciemann,
“Criticizing a Difference of Contexts. On Reichenbach’s Distinction
between Context of Discovery and Context of Justification”, pp.239-240.
4. Reichenbach, Experience and Predication, pp.3-7; Schickore and
Steinle, Revisiting Discovery and Justification: Historical and
Philosophical Perspectives on the Context Distinction, p.vii.
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1. Kuhn, The Structure of Scientific Revolutions, pp.2-3.
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