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Michel Foucault’s Implication on Urban Planning
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Taken together, the works of J. Habermas and M. Foucault highlight an
essential tension in modernity. This is tension between the normative and the
real, between what should be done and what is actually done. Understanding
this tension is crutial to understanding modern planning, what it is and what it
could be. It has been argued that an effective way of making democracy
stronger is to strengthen civil society. This article contains analysis of the
central ideas of Foucault as he pertains to the question of democracy and civil
society. More specifically, the power analytics of Foucault evaluating his
usefulness for those interested in understanding, and bringing about, democratic

planning.

[] Keywords: M. Foucault, power, discourse, knowledge, urban planning

Jdu] AlRIALS & FOl1E? dA s E e FolE vEe AL oy v B SdREE

5 S AIRIARS) = I 7ok Al 9] HrellA] A AAt

Aol o3 FAAE A=A A4S 23 vt oY AAARE w3, Ax2FHOoZRE
mto}, thet, A3 QlF 18l AT % e x| o]27] 747 EFEH(Habermas,
1992: 453). Keane(1988: 14)& olg gt AAM oA F 714 Az ol&H ol A4 1}
3, S A A 3R Ao deiet m7 e Al xSt} WIFEE Fal AALS] ¢ =
7} 248 AAE FA Bt ATt shke S Fodsta itk ol= RIFF o lo] AIRIALS
o] FeAE Ad
A Al71= Foucaulte] At & Al71% 73] Foucaulte] Altheta st A
o] dd £ Z(Deleuze) AZHAH (FalE, 2006: 321) 204171 H1e] Aoz %4
sl

o

AL =2
W= vl F3(Michel Foucault)= Nietzsche® W 25y A9 AR A
A HAH(real history)el 2 statolt},

Foucaults P& EM 24 thea}l o] olofy] alx gt} = A o] ApAA-F2A 0]
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T ofd omAREY 8] AfrEA 2 wrt dyEor FAH A
I (Foucault, 1978: 82~90). o|2]gt A “dellA] Foucault® %A%
52 AehA ol & g3Alske A9 oal 2 dAsAE 1 e T4 St
(Foucault, 1978: 89). 3t Foucault® A AtATole 3V ddo] AFH]
gt "tk FAetH(Foucault, 1988: 11). wWeld KantE W@y o=z
Habermaste #d AE ® =94 (morality) @3kl ®FH NietzscheE W&
Foucaulte 253 A9 ZAX| A L= HAl JAk(real history)e] Hgato]tt,
X]HHETH«] A, Bop & RIS, e ARIAEE &) volrhs Zlo] $E9 &

Al o] & AalA = AH ] HAAE olafidt= o] FAdoln, o] & olalstel L =¥ g At
Foucaulte]th. Foucault dukshd o] gl & F34 UA] vidish 24 FAE v
shAl & elallstar 9lth. Habermas$t Foucault 25 X0l Slof o] 4z} &7 &jof et

Ao Tt 28y Foucaulte ©|Fo 22X A& &5 Zi% AA 3}%‘3 =
e w48k St she Futel 23 2 4 glvka A3
70).

FoucaultE AlE3H4 AAPAZES Aol doln 4H|A oz A<l edasto = 4]
H3l= vlFo] =t (Habermas, 1987: 276), Foucaultes JlF2le] EAE &9 =
49 JAFES BalE NietzscheE WEWA A8t 9t 2 Foucault® AthFe
E A¥sta 43 &El(AgEe])E A9t Kantet Habermasol #93] 9 &ahHA
Foucault= ©] 7 Abgahe @] 35402 #dlo] Hole ol }dts 7153 Ao = ks
A3 FHA] gt FAHFoucault, 1984b: 46). ARale] ol deto 2 He %<
AL A FoucaultE 4 SlE AFHCZ & = glth. 219 #HELS 771 718liAle]
A 771 FajRte] At 2ol o] BE Feo EHstele @i £d8E 2 ok (Miller,
1993: 316). Foucault®] 7 A - 7R14 wiete] 2ASta glom Alde] Be Ats
£ ot Ak Foucaultell oshd 1 15 1AM 11 wete] Fash B4
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2AE M F gtk =38 283 2 A= v = @2, divksid 232 Foucault
7} ofE mgtol| gloj =~ 0] Marx©| 4], Rousseau °©]£A4 Habermas©]E4] 7}01]—
Aastal Y= FEIHE-AAFIH dojet FEd TS FRkeh] wiTolth, EE A
HES ST YuldA] BE Alge] £87163 2EA 9 FHE B s A ‘/}oﬂ

A AL AAHA BITkal Foucault® 743 (Dreyfus & Rabinow, 1986: 119).
Foucault®] s|Mollr & 12ig 2942 AINIALE & 933l & + Sla ¥ ddstete 3
o] oflt} th4l Foucault= 9] 49 & T UtS siA] Folo] F27t #gt
ofoltjol e} AbaL A A ol T3t &4l *E‘Xﬂﬂ] o] Aok & BHoFa Slvk. A ata ALs] el



o] B9 71| o #3ll Foucaulte] Z3dll= Habermas®h th3 (%) A olth. Foucault
T ZEA AL o AR gltka 48] (Foucault, 1984a: 247), o] Aol Ak3|EA]
A Ause Aolgta E3tt}h. webA Foucaulte] 24| 2Hgste gelgde] EALE o
TFTE B EAE obF] SHsA| sldlenz $Ele Kol EA5A] &= AAH
elof st 7oA AlRteta k. & BHAEA S RSk AlZbe dlE o] @HlEkA|
k= Aolth Foucaultdl] &atd -8 At feldlA frofet AlRIALs| e 2 #AE
op7|3t= AR A|E o} AIRIALE S Agtslete AR 22 RS BYdod)e 2 AxEE
AXE F e 7FeA = Foldta vk webA fEle olde AEE wisiAY Sx1
7Vsd& 2 Ak o]Zlo] A AR BY A o] obd AR gl 4| ®ske] Foucaultd]
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o Afste AAA Fgrie= Aotk &
AR e Ik 2 7AlE
(Foucault, 1980: 89). & A=,
Z 9R3A &Y. Foucaulte] waw

T Aotk AR F44 o124 AAY
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M dE HodF3 dthal Foucaults E3ata it

2 =
AABHA skt U widata glok w2 v 33 o] H

& AW olo} BHEE A=rt oY B WiFHow 2gd

A7t 235 FaL vk Foucault® 7-A14 WgoA Al A9 AA S ARGHoR
il

il

3]
= Foucault® %2 (pronesis)S Adsta Y& Wk

=

olsfeten watn

Habermase 14 (episteme) < F&sta Uth(Flyvbjerg, 1998: 223). dukst

7V dagh 71z Aoty A Ae] wAldl 919l Foucault®t Habermas®] 2
Al AolE A 4 9tk F Foucault® HabermasE FEJHSZ, Habermase
Foucault® "J44 (cinic) WA BidFgd' o2 Ba 9,

Foucault= AAA v|A] A& 425, Foucault= g3 W&ol &all 334 AT

7teltt. Foucault= Al tigh £ 7 aa4<l S8y e=A 253 49 dAE

i
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7rz3lth. o|8]3t Foucaulty ArekA /\]‘ﬂ 2 Q3] Foucaulte B3 FZ oz HAFE S ¢
<, o83t F4L Foucault’l d&s A Wde AAstE ol FAAH(Flyvbjers,
1998: 224).

Foucault® IS ZxFo2A 129 AlRE 2], vk B FAG GA]ol Wids
A HEQT o] AEL o5 AIUALE S o|sfstan O LolA] PFEstE AL olaist=H 9l
o] Fasith AR B W ARIALS ghs AZdle 4 Aol YEH] 1, 25E A
WAEs| o] Jhdatel] (S} Alglof ghrhd ol2fgt A
2 o] 4& 9+ Foucault’} HabermasE.th @4 =go] EH A3} QlFof W17kt ¥

JrtaEA FEA o5 MEete AL 1 MBI meitke Aol

ﬁe‘é' ARIALS o o] P28} 7]Fo FAA QEE she AU AESH SHEAES I
Ao FelA dofrt opd AETo ot A EY] 54 A BN A5E B 3T
A 259 olE e UtH(Wapner, 1994). Eley7} oS3 glKo] dAH o
2 33999 AL FEA 2D Tt ofyeg A5, BAA ofn] 2 ujAe] Fo=z
FH AT FF3de] FAA WEE o9 7= FAl Foucaultd] en]olA =

gt (Eley, 1992: 307).

879 Foucault® g A e&o] YA 7HE Fag TAE Sdvhe A
o Fogtt. 2 AbgEe] o]l g A Sl tiste] o]EA J’SEE olg)- P& 4 3
=7t dalre YA ZET. Foucaulte® =AAolw | wg o)Al A FA <]
7122 A deo FAd 23S T dth

Foucault®] AW 7 e A9 A4S Zxed ot divstd 3+
gJAtel7] wiEolth. Foucault® Realpolitik} Realratlonahtatoﬂ e =84 01'5 =
stal glom o|ZAEo] FAA Wet A oA Wgtd F lertE ATt £ Foucault
+ Thucydidas®lAl Machiavelli, 18] 3 Nietzscheo] 2] & & 5% & ojn Wt 304
A% WolA E5-Atasta, olefdk HEe] 204719 Fagh A
o] ZHoA B w, A Ata, F4, 2% ozt 3T + AUoth

AEA O R e ANIAS = 250 EAE BAsta weba] AIWIALS] ¢ vlS=F=olo o
°ol3]= Foucault= 183sta e A5 ¥ R Al FaL Abasta ivk 1

o
= L = 1 4=
L A AR HEEXN 3F 999 Fe9E RYAAE e
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II. Foucault® A}t

1. H2nt 3™

Foucault= Habermas$t PRRPZIAIZ G& <

Foucault® H&9] Aite] A1, A8, 2243 E FAl A ZuE= Zéﬂ

stal ok (Foucault, 1984c: 179). 7] 118 AFollA Foucaulte ELTH 2| 2] F-oke]

HAEA st Wgshs A4 AA 55 dFsiitt. $7] ARgAFd = g2 A4

Folgte A4S Heln A A BAl SAE seid 984 2 HHES ”Zﬂg A 9

< AT (Dreyfus & Rabinow, 1983). Foucaulte= H|#E4 AAE st

AEoR & A A 2o S B 9o (Fischler, 2000: 359). ¢1oje] MkA Al&-
Bl
A

o #4lo] 9o} Foucaultt Bek A5 e 94414 detold el A2e A78712 9
2 9t & Foucaults AH3wh A%e] JaHoz TAHQ B AHomn HE2S B4
A A}

staiat ek, o]l gt WS wekA skl A4 A BTk Folo] siate] A
34§55 FAsterkE Bo Axsta ok

Foucault® -9AH Zg/4dolehes vtz 1 AZko] oAl AFolth o2 Qlztef
(humanity)el 1ol TF Y 727t HJn AA7 Hee /dS A4 @52 &9 ©f
FolA = A Aolm GHAQ] Flo] HojoF gt Zlolth. Foucault® HtFoA7} of
2} A8 Fofxfo|tt. Ak Q7te] A FAE s|AsIA] £ Foltt. A5 x3td
Aol Huh v 2HE 7HE F vk WsE P es oldd s Y
Habermase #3o|g} FEtH Habermas, 1977). 84 Foucault= ©]& ## ol 9]
Fgor Wy glom, Ao wWetoa Hdsie|ojof & A A FA|=A A3l HF
AEE Ak Aok (Kelly, 1994: 382).

Foucault® 19 743 Bl3o] &7} Atolo] 2] (parallelism) 7} SR AT <174
At Foucaulte AuiAta F2lo] QoA 718t e Ae wEste] e vslE vl 3ol
719} 2ol sta itk 2 W tEAT v g 2715 rRA 2 ATA el
H| A o] &of 7]of5tGiTh.
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Foucaultel Al eAk2%e] $7hde] Dbl 2 Brtehn] Basht 38 712 of
Utk gHont Golel Aol A TS Y B GEA HEEd 4

AL olefeted T2 5 glvt
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HS AAskE Aol ofye} 5183 oM 2 E4e ol 2 dA4F 9 WAE FF
atel= Aol

A 25 s A A o] &3 A o] dAlgte ¥AlelA Habermas<t
Foucault® AAIAZ 4 Itk Foucaulte 29 FA4 FAo] 19 Hahd A9} e
- 2890 AAZE ztA vt H3th Foucault®E A|2]ele] o o] Algho| Al oS sfjof
sterke Woke A or HA e, S MY JARSAA FAA 2AS 6t
A2Qle] Aot 259 w8 5o dojgke Aoltt. vAl el HolA AlEs
7F Al Sl Al Al 7ol dlok sterte o¥Al B < eI she 2

Foucault7t BA12 F40] A o) 25 219 AH 553 ol @& A3
A&, oW Foucaulte AHAES] #E o]&stdlon o) o] 55 F gl
AAE 18] FagE AEsigith Al dFe v AHEE FAH A=

Aol opyt}, 271 & A& gjstae FAA A7le As AdEeta, 1 A=E A

gl
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2 were
A P9, A=A, HE Fol AV Ha, oF
i, -?45;,3}13}5 7/4\-% ‘—iqLO]h 74013} Foucault® #3dti dtH(Foucault, 1991: 84).
Foucaulte AHIATE Faf Al AW §7]9 ooy & AFste= Zlo| ozt A
2 PAatel] Slo] wRHFE ojopr|E Fol W ofa vk 5 o] &3 Ao #4s)
d Ade HoFo 24 Foucaulte AAE flall w8 AAlA ZAaste 23 A4 -3
B2 ogH(FE) S AAGE vigka Ut (Fischler, 20000 361).

Aol Alge] &9 9o} Foucault’} 719 & =A% 78 & A APIAA WA el

o}n%.

Felo] dAd FAel tgk a9 FHolth A%l Wl £ et sl A4 g
g FEII|E ARSWEA  Foucaults Zta el &S AVlste Aol
Habermas$t w72 v $5ste 2 ofdeta A4sta lth(Foucault
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1984b). 238 a4 TUlRS 98 AEdof & 71X7F FoAAE oldlsle e £

#xdolgh= Folth. FoucaultEs Tt o] of7|geh, &, Aol H|#A Alae] glo] 7]

T dud, a3 gelde 284, EvA ada B AEs §

)47 3dEs WolEole Aotk (Foucault, 1984a: 249).
Foucault: <3 A< 8-S Austed o FesiAs 5o 2oz g2

ol £X)4 (governmentality) 2] A&& Ll et AFFEC] ARES EX5ka, ERSI
= A8k, AA AR E SAskE B 71dS woEM a4 sta itk (Foucault,
1991b). Foucault® SHEAAIE S A4 AFstar YA FARE ZA|A g oA == ofof
g Ao Jo ARE AFdrt. 19 ARSH HIWE s AFEE o] $Ee oAAaEA
olEE NE AFECR, FHA P M2 Feo FF A= vjAHg oz gzteof
Stk = AT A gelAdel AAl FoldAl FelstH wgsjof gt

=
st abAd B9 A= OE Fa3H o 7] Foucaulte] Alarst @52 9AE R
TAAQ Eof gt o] Zo] AlE o] 2 Folt}. Foucault?
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Castel(1994: 237)& #A137} Foucaulte] £229 WHEA 7] Fe] shvet
Aeta Ut olH gt A8 Y2 o] Foucaulte] A&dllA F
(Foucault, 1984c¢). 71 3ttt 79 tide= WsiA7]aL, At AAF Hol
A7 Qe Aoz Hga o 2H 27t GAAstE As (AAE) TAlslksta ittt o
2gk SqujoA & off FAStE AR EAF Fojolgt & ¢ qith. 7k Ak AW
iy

rlo

A, HFEL R Pl ol #al o] s WEE SeldlA AAxHA Holut
o Z7te vaA H2e) AEA AT Castele ARl 484 Age] @A) FAL

TxIete 719s dEete Alkska Fefsta itk (Castel, 19941 250~1).
FRAZ ZAgE A A, AEAE B FFLE AV 55 241 o9
olelisti, AFEES BAE YA FAsta, et A2 Y& WA FHsta, 1
=9 FAA AAA S YA Bertel tiel dasta Slvt. webr A Foj3l A7t
A Gl oARA 714 Aol 7hed AR AR Rdtete
CHHAL el A2 el 9lof ARglA ZAl7E ofEAl AEA Ados

W35l =rtE £93] 3t ZAlolth. Foucaulte EA418E vha-3} o] Qoksta it} =,



M Z3 Al TAIAE O &l 1@F

AgE FolR A AR WAANTE Ao, d¥9] Wt ofewE BAE W
71 A disl e f2AE Frehe Ae WeE AFdtee AlRelthFoucault,

1984d: 389).

olglgh £ AYo] o5 WAUE AL FH9 Anet3H(reinventing) oIt
(Osborne & Gaebler, 1993).

A ol XBA JAEA S Hdste 42 Foucaultd] A%, 539] 19 HF @&
I AA o] wfetA gl w3t Aol &M AAE 4 vk Foucault= <t &
2’4 (governmentality) ©] o=t Utk YA ARSI
Foucault® A4%lo] &7 3o A ojojof gl FI7FE MEE FEI IR WStAT]=
o 2Alalof gtk F7giet

\_/

»~
i

ol HIZ

A AE, S o EA Adel slor ol 2 sfdE AAshHrte] Bl
Foucault® & shutel A& Al&7FelA #1718k sivk. $1o] Aol et 1 97} <
Az el o= P 7HA& A Este]of sk Aoltt. o] AE2 o] Sl AAH
= g Yas dkgelep|ite B2 o|27teE s € A 24 Taylore

Foucault’} UF dutdol B8 gl E3| 2L E338te v} gS53014 zo] g
B2 EAEA= A2 FH < %}61}33%% 7VesHl sh= % @5} 271 el FHE o
ofof 3= AL <l

Foucault= Taylore % A RET} ;131\% Foucaulte 35724, A
ARlozAN HgdFe] Bot AfiF Al S FxslH =33 3+ Foucault
= 3250 2 AAE S8l A Estoforrt & v &g a5dA Ko 135

grejo] 7128 gAabaA o] #eA - REAA FAstE S (Ha) A7l v aRE o

O

2 Polel ke 2T + Avh. 22 T sk A AN FEwdolnh. AbEel
HelA - GAbR Mg e Jlhse Aol 3RAHE 98 AAH B ol7Eel
FHA oHER MEAE o] A YBAA AVAE oA @A feEn

(Habermas, 1984).

T 02 982 (Yra%E Alge] #o1%e) Foucaulte] T8 9] tigel 7iQlo]
olyz} Foucault’} 18] Bo] =31#] &2 G A Aol Jgs Fohe Aol o] 2 3
o] AR el = the| RIFF 9} 7F A S a2 H=w YA v &S A &
% v Taylor7}t H7]8he= wiel Zo] Habermas® ©Al=& wet 7k o] &7H2 el

il
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WFrole 94 we Rezed dad e 14 Ui Rdg AAdn dd

(Taylor, 1998: 73).

W]

g %

1 U P
o #71gelsl (o AUAEE 2 A% R 42 ¥E 8 4 u g ARse 3
=2 A 2 % ek Ads 2R YAl AR -BEA AAS o2 Hof o

£ F7hio] 7 1 Sloke Aelth(Young, 1989). 71% 255 vhagta A=
mb A& WA el Aert ok olx Yo gl e Aol
P*%EM ARG AY & A=ststee Dasta, 53 =
A BreAaaT, ANEEA Ade WH, Sy B Al AHEA el Heuta
91»‘:— Xé94°ﬂ B M sle J m. EM RES 1 e B =

-111 Fl

\1

T‘Jf(Flraser, 1995: 14~5).

Bstel Al=g A7IRde Fo tAshe AL 7H e
o7 opld E¥TE AT = AL A4 FY R EAE "37“;% w =79} EHA
HEFo s Fa7)e AE aFA FL ofoltole

Foucault®] AM2 A77F F7olm, 7L st o ejof stertete At A&

29024 F830l dob 9% Ao

o

R YEEEERT

Aol 8ol 247 ALHE e AYEA A A4-3] thxshA] Zerhes Aotk A€
o o] ¥ FoAL AT FaA|E oo ot 53] Algo| &9 AP XA ek Alg
o slojxe] o] &, B Age] FF A Ao 2HE Folok gt Foucaulte] AZE
2 AFo] HAE Helx o] & WA A AE3H(empowerment) 2] 7HeA S 7P Q& dich
2 Ag et AAska 3
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1. A= 2P Ao AHA x[A2] 95d

751

e
£
ek
)

o] 4 (reason)°] &

>
=
lo
ofN
jubed
o,
EN
rlr
.,
dlo
i)
mh
rlo
i,
Mo
e
PO
)
.,

IN

e



Rainbow, 1991: 239) A<l o]3AQl 718kl ]9 (rationalism) & A &7H]
T3 o] 24 vl st U A & st || 7]vte] BAXa sfetekAl |
w2}, Algo] Ao etz A o|FELS (dE 50 FHEA, A8, =7 &
s) Wslel gtom Aol A Aol M2 =S st =AU

3 FlA 7P S8 o]t el Aol a1y AlgrHE T

49l 9dA EAdo] ofd FEY T 7t dE I A9 Bt Aot oFA

Q977 2R AR EE TR 29 WA AR T b AR
X
<

M 2 49 o o

B

Jjm

Aol A A|7)e oI AEEL Foucaultd] 7] %, & L2E T2F93 A&y 37
Aol Al Yehs A3} A2 #gk @ o] 2o oA st Hsle 1

Aol Algol&el oW o5 7 =rtE BAske gtk a7
AY | g FALS TheAdel Ax, 1 AR 22 5Al, 8 wiA|, 718 3 F
74 o Ag R & EGA T Floltt

HEOZN GAEA S o] Esleta A EhE Aol Aol Slo] dnkAQl dFo] Ha gl
t}. (Fisher & Forester.1993) Foucaulte Ht} A&Aolx, 3] 7P H7FA| Aol &
et Agd tgsir A FA #AS 2t dh(Foucault, 1997:208). Foucault
o Bze o] Ag e ZEo] =& A, EA(governance), B8 L Fglo] FAE oldsh=
o o} A 249 Helrt,

92 (discourse) o] PO RRE AFES ALH Fo)E =xd YHe, =
L7 (vadility claims)ol Hg =54 et Amse 424 Fgow G284 72 2
A7 o] HE Aotk (<=, 2005 136~17).

1) Ap3|e] 29| il ozn 9] 3

Foucault®] ©Eo]&2 A3 A AAld 24e & GETAWEEY e o|24 7%
£ AFgtt. Foucaultedl lo] 989 FoA 3} 249 FFHA A9 239 Y7ol
t}. o]Ao] FoucaultollAl= oJH <u]&

Foucault® Age] FHY FAd vt A ¢, A8 %

o HAE
o= tiekd BHA S A A e Foucault, 1990: 94). Foucaultell glo] dtia=s e 2Ha 2
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oln], e} A 2e] PH = A Ut AYS BE Fof| e 23] BE RS 2835
Lol ofel BE o2 RE 2] wEolth([bid: 93). Foucaultel 31of oz g &
A AleAQ] A FARES A ASAEeY AR ofet AYVtE s
T}, Foucaulte ¥ & olalstz] gk vl 7FA] A4 AW (countionary prescription) &
UEskth(Foucault, 1990: 98~101).

AR, WA qrAoltt, AH L JRleA A LA B Alg el 22 Pofape} ANzt
of #AG 2 FAA FAA A WAlsta it

A, A&7 Wlolel ot} Ao EXE ALH oz WElsrld o B3 glo] W
Zo] delg Zrofof Gt}

AR, oA 22135k vt FA A FAA S Mo R ofX P FAdste Mk
‘—Hoﬂ 8104 ATH w}a]r/ﬂ ‘—Eltgf“} 494 e weto] 1 e, 8 3 AR AR Aot} 1

2) 2143} el 4o 7%

Qe A, TA, B, £ 2 AE AL AL FHHE D] AAZ olsEh
(Rabinow, 1991: 74). 21413 Rele] val RS olglhrlrt AR Zasht
NG AdEol AR Rkl E ALl GAH YA gk ADFEE 259 Aol
Felgst AR o)l Z12ekn ek 4] et Felgel o TAE U
Mg of7le] SEAQ e AV Ak 3, Ansgelyt Feld et el 7
4 B /AT S oI5 Foucaults A % A DA LA
o = oWd JYUAGE Aot ARgon YuEra F4athFoucault,
1991: 72~3).

ot

3) WY} A9 =olH

N

et A 2ke] Ao i Foucaulte] Zalle Bl A z‘aé—% Fa gtk ol F
ol F3A Aelo] Tat AESo] ARegiths Aolth 1 il 0% ol <JsiA
S a7dtodof e, Fele 54T 4l lvka Azeof it o

_0151
é

\



otk BAA gAY FHoRA AL ol 3
Foucault’} #2142 AHA o udei & Besl gela/mges Fase Ae
Y2 ool AeA ALgEolof FS w9

37, gelsh A e Ad U o)X Ze Se| Weke Ba daEel A & sl

wAle] Arjolth HES Ut el stk WA Aol ofa) A@H AL A
A = 4502 S ARAHeln E A FAe o8] AD D otk FY oo

gold], =HeH e oud GAES oA JNT 5 ATk F 2 YiEdA ojma

AR

ol

APE 34 gtk A4LHE BEd Qo] BRA /%5 /Mt & oud FEA set
o 97 EEsm A P B3 I 1 FEY ANE dEroRH I3 s Aol

THRabinow, 1984: 107).

Foucault®] (&)oL Alg9 NEE o]&FAHR A8 of Yehte SA-HS 3
Adle olHgom ofgA =P on I 7|E o] B3 o9 FE= st Aot
5, A2 AEY deitele] 2 AQ7E ol W Zakdk £44 =T mEn T ARVt
117/i°]‘4 Foucault®] A9 Algde] 240 FEHLQ*‘E AL =3 2o

AR, A (postmodern) ©|27FEolAl 2148 =547 24 Foucaulte] WERo]&
o g “PEH F7olth. Foucault® AFS|A Aol d3d EA46 diaia A= DA K
WMARE He ARSI o4 ol w< 7HATFE Aotk Foucaulte 23 A3

o] opdd ¢kt Foucaulte ¥HE Y3 9 Agste AS FFsH7] ot} =
A, Foucault= 19| A&o] A2 #obdl| A835171 5 vt ok, AlF7t=H $27F 2
o Ag X2 & d2EMo] glgA S WolEelthH $ElE Al o] 19| F=n|E u
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EFFALE (Etzioni, 1967) o] A&EA .z Yehgrh. o714 24
° 3
A

2

| thgh H]#olltt. 22y} Lindblom
Aete AAY Hole Ao An|dE Ao E}(Lmdblom 1979) 1816,} OA% 3 A3}
of WAE A4 A8 he] 1] 24 =
2e] o] A By FxatHa =2 v FAAA | glo] ¥ 340114 54 9AE
AAG ® e o] &7Hee] yEhtal it
%

AdelriEe 3a1e 949 =

3) AR o] A3 o) 1 o134 913

A7 =9 AR ZEo] $EIES Eol7M ste] Alg oA AL8E Alo] 2o #
& AEE M gt} S, A A o] ofgA HAZA A AMEEE o] 2o FX1 At 7]
A WA Zgaterteltt. olg ek ©42] 42 Throgmorton® T4l th-g-ste ZAH
BRIt 7t #3718 $ElE2 71E8 71w (dS3], 2A], BdEsr]) 71 o9
H2E YoX A54 F((5) 224 d¢letert i3 yYolrt 1 FANE] & Abgo] of
4 AsS AS5A7ledl Aqd9A Egol Herks wlE et e Aen

(Throgmorton. 1992: 29).

AFAHoZ o|275L FolZ(theory of planning)¥d W-&o]&(theory in
planning)& 75t $ith(Faludi. 1973). FAZA & thakgt Algol&9 /ol <9
FaFe WA Ut S 3, ARE, =, AAA F AAA BA] Bk o] B2l o] A=

= AN BAZA Y] 7 8l AMET vH (a2 EA 7 B/CEAelth). w
2hx Alg e oS5 fFAIskE o] HElgt ks o]F/do] F A AR st
713y FARE REEA] ofsfistA U QI ek B E theFet MY (spectrum) @] 7| WA Al S
£ T UES &lsta sivhe AedA 2eldht] ol EA el BRlee BekA - A A AL
34 -AAH e AREA olE2EY THe AYET F Al gth o]Fo] FolEF
(atheoretical) HWH slFE . Foucaulte] H]#S Aajo] 23} o] Yo 27A] &
A /A2 BAC 59 Uthe A= A8t AT}, ol2lgh Fol &

g} Ho
Aol G THS 1 Ao o] PHA AAF, AT 249 22 PP

£ 20 AH8goRA
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ol ofgA FAAYNA 7t AT F e AR WIATIeE AEdT
Foucault®] &£ 27 H /e A& sjzrisle] 7}
Feta vk, 22v Foucault?t Al gshe & T
5] AFEojof gt} dE 0] AY }Eﬂ o lo] 7px| e} A4 7]Hte
A, Agste] 7hEA, AAAEA dig
™ oAtAFA 7lwe] AN Fol Aol
olgfgt sjHude dor FEF ARA FTAV ZEFARATIZA o]
(tentative theory) (Popper, 1972b)ell EZ}sitt. #gte] b gt <53 o] &
ukaly] 913k A58 Al & 9 Z(conjecture) ¥} WHH(refutation)] g o™ (Popper,
1972a), dhte] o] & W] WAl & et ol Roz 738 & e 7$2 a0 Adde
=2 SHE ApdgAolojof & ERE op2} WrETlE (falsifiability) steloF &Hth= Popper
A Bt & o B =EdA A WE&S AEH wrFo] ErbsskA] ks Rk of
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