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History of mathematics in Korea when com-
pared with that of Japan and China, presents
peculiar characters, which are considered to
have been molded by the same principle men-
tioned above.

The author defines pan - paradigm as a phi-
losophical principle which has served to pro-
mote cultural activity of a certain race in a
certain period in its history.

Since both Korea and Japan once resorted to
isolationist policy in the past, pan - paradigm
could, the author is inclined to believe, be obs-
ervable in the structures of their cultural act-

ivities.
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The issues addressed in the research effort
to be reported derive from the Mertonian
tradition of the sociology of science. However,
the present research is designed to question
and to test the very basic premise of the
Mertonian tradition of an undifferentiated and
unchanging ethos (normative system) of scie-
nce. It attempts to answer these questions:
“Is the scientific ethos perceived as ‘real’ by
scientists related to the conditions of the pra-
ctice of science experienced by these scienti-
sts?” Or,
to different conditions of the practice of sci-

“if individual scientists are exposed

ence, will they perceive adherence to the
ethos of science differently?”

The focus of the present research is solely
upon the ethos of science, or the moral norms
of assumptions of science, as opposed to the
technical norms of the scientific method.
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These moral norms and assumptions define
appropriate patterns of interaction both among
scientists themselves and between scientists
and those who are representatives of the in-
stitutions of society.

Finally, the current research effort may be
justified as “filling a gap in the literature” in
that it attempts to explore a question which
no other single piece of research has explored.
It will examine scientists’ perception of the
entire package of the ethos of science—ie.,
both the assumptions of purity, autonomy, and
impartiality and the norms of universalism,
organized skepticism, communism, and disint-
erestedness.
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