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Conservatism and Revolutions: Multiple Aspects of Thomas
Kuhn's Philosophy of Science

Sang Wook Yi

It is generally believed that Thomas Kuhn proposed a radically
relativistic image of science based on his notion of
incommensurability between competing paradigms, and introduced
irrational factors into theory-choice, inviting the recent surge of
sociology of scientific knowledge. | argue that Kuhn's philosophy
of science has multiple aspects that cannot be captured by any
simplistic characterization. In order to analyze Kuhn's rich
thoughts, | employ Kuhn's distinction of ‘revolutionary’ and
‘revolution-making’, which he coined to evaluate the role of
Copernicus himself in the so-called Copernican revolution. | claim
that while Kuhn's philosophy of science share quite a some
features with traditional philosophy of science, for instance on the
concept of ‘insulation’ of ‘mature’ pure sciences, his emphasis on
textbook-tradition in scientific writing, on convergent thinking and
the philosophical and scientific significance of incommensurability
are truly revolutionary, and that they are amply justified.

[Key Words] Thomas Kuhn, historical philosophy of science,
‘insulation’, convergent thinking, incommensurability





