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EKONNHIH ALKHIHE






AIATYMNOY 0@BAAMOY

0K0609 /

Ye eva Kelpevo (1500 Ae€elg) enixelpelote va neprypdyete
XPIKEC OUVABEIEC KOl NPAKTIKES 01 onoieg —av Kal, h (0w,
akpIBwe, eneldn— eniteAolvial oe oUVBNKES EKKWPAVTIKNG
enavaAnyipotntag, kaBiotavial adparec.

lopadelypatoc xapiv 0TIGOTE TNV NPOCOXN 04 Kal
0XOAIAOTE €VO XwWPIKO NEPIOTATIKO

(

U0 PETaKOpION

n dieuBéon evag dwpatiou

Tn 01dtagn evag xwpou yia naptu

T0V EKOPOIKG e€onAIopO

TN XWPIKA 0UVBNKN TwV YEVIKWY ouveAeloewY,
WV epyaotnplakwy paBnpdtwy,
T0U KUAIKElou,
Tou npdotvou £€w and o Ktipio g
axoAnc

TIC yAdotpeg, viouAdneg, akounidia, pnouydoeg K.TA. ato
LINOAKGVI ToU aKAAUNTOU...

)

nou Népade anapatnpnto, yiati BewpnBnke oav kau
anoAUTWC PUOIKO M oa va pnv A€IZe Tov KANo va oKePTel
Kavelg yt' aute,

N



enixelpeiote va evionioete, va §avaoketeite, va epunveloete
U0 JOVIHOTEPN Xwpikr} 0UVBNKN NoU 0pyavevel TIC pouTiveg
NG NPOOWIKAG, POLINTKAG N, EUPUTEPA, TNG KOIVWVIKNG
ZWNC 04¢ 010 0nitl, 0tn 0xoAn, otnv NoAn A\ napapével
aBéatn —yiati €xel anoppognBel péoa oto autovoNnTo Kal
10 NPOPAVEG— 0av KATI MOU €101 YIVETal YEVIKWE Kal nou
0 xpeldzetal () va okeproUpe Kal va anopaciooupe yi' auto
(
n Ppadivi £€odog
N aUpa TwV OKOTEIVWY, EYKATEIANPUEVWY NEPIOXWY TG
noAnc
0 OLVWOTIPEVOS OPOLOC TN PNTPONOANG

10 6npo@IAN Tonia Twv dINAWpATKWY £pyaciwy
n aknvoypagia g atlokpariag oug adidBAnteg naveAAvieg
£100YWYIKES ECETATEIS

n epnpIkn napaAic
0l Olakonéc
10 Takfdl

N Yoyl twv oKoTEVWY dIOTUNWOEWY

01 XWPIKEC PETAPOPES 01OV KABNUEPIVO, TOV ENIOTNHOVIKO,
10V NOAITIKO Adyo

0 POPHANOPOE TNC EKNAIDEVTIKAG, TNG NOAITIKAC, TG
NPOOWNIKNG ENIKOIVWVIAC

)



H aoknan

0ev anookonel otn ouyypaen piag (eEaviAntkAg)
eykukAonaldikng diepedvnong, nou Ba tekpnploel MG T
nBavég nuxeg tou zntnpatag, nou Ba eniAégete.

H aoknan

B€Ael va evBappUver T diatdnwaon (akOpN Kai) Twv nio
eNOPAAWVY N NOPAKIVOUVEULEVWY EPUNVEILV N KPITIKWY
epUNVEUTIKWY unoBéoewy.

H aoknan

eNIBIWKEL va evionioel, KATw and v enPAveld Twv
NPaYHATWY, CUCTNUATA OXEOEWY, ONPACIEG KAl KOIVWVIKES
eniAayeg, nou enetnyolv n/kat anobopolv e0paIWpEVES
nenoiBnoeg, KwoIkoNoINoe(g, unovooupeva kal Pefaldtnte,
KATl, nou pag neplPatler,

kaBewg avanapdyetal peoa oty adpavela aAAd kai tov iAiyyo
TWV KOIVWVIKWV 0UWBAoEWV.
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A paradigm is any structure of ideas,
scientific and philosaphical, that we
take for granted in order to do research.
Because we must take some such
structure for granted, paradigmatic ideas
tend to become invisible.

We forget that they are there, and regard
them as natural.

Only occasionally are they brought into
question and perhaps replaced.

The related notions of “organism”

and “environment” constitute such

a paradigm base.

Translated into the sciences of man

they become the “man-environment
paradigm”, which is much more
problematic than it appears at first sight.
In fact it contains anomalies, which
appear in research as unresolvable
paradoxes.

In a profound sense, the concept

of environment itself obstructs

the development of a relevant theory

for environmental analysis.






