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2. Francis Bacon, The New Organon, translated by James Spedding, Robert L. Ellis,
Douglas D. Heath, The Works VIII, Boston: Taggard and Thompson 1863 (orig. 1620),
Bk. I, §§ 18-19, 22, 26, 36.

?. Laudan, Science and Values (see note 17), p. 56-60.
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the Structure of Knowledge, Chicaco: University of Chicago Press 1938, p. 3-7.
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' Robert Merton

2, Robert K. Merton, The Normative Structure of Science, in: the same, The Sociology
of Science. Theoretical

and Empirical Investigations (1942), Chicago: University of Chicago Press 1973, p.
267-278.
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! Helen E. Longino, The Fate of Knowledge, Princeton: Princeton University Press
2002, p. 129-131.
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!, Carrier, Values and Objectivity in Science (see note 1).
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