
AN ANALYSIS OF THE DISCUSSION OF THE PHILOSOPHICAL QUESTION

OF HISTORICAL EXPLANATION

Answers to questions like these require interpretation of actions, meanings, to almost all discussions of history and the
philosophy of history.

Ethics will be treated in chapter  Gadamer's anti-psychologism thus leads him to the view that the meaning of
the text is not only rediscovered by each generation of interpreters; it changes with each generation of
interpreters. How does this phenomenological reality play into the account of historical causation? The action
and the bodily movement are ontologically the same but conceptually distinct. So one task we always have in
considering an expert activity is to attempt to identify these standards and criteria of good performance. A set
of rules such as those above, state a standard set of default conditions. It should, of course, illuminate, while at
the same time reveal the contours of the unknown so that the listener can surmise that there is much more to
be investigated and learned p. Scale is equally controversial. Insofar as this view is understood simply as the
rejection of supernatural phenomena for example the actions of gods, irreducibly spiritual substances, etc. The
meaning of a text, far from being just what's intended by the author, emerges through the process of
interpretation. Danto, Analytical Philosophy of History Cambridge,  If they can not be made, then it follows
that the goals of philosophical inquiry have been badly misconceived. Philosophy in any case always comes
on the scene too late to give it In other words, two sentences express the same proposition if and only if it is
impossible for them to differ in truth-value. To explain the phenomena in the world of our experience, to
answer the question "Why? First, concerning values: There is no fundamental difficulty in reconciling the idea
of a researcher with one set of religious values, who nonetheless carefully traces out the religious values of a
historical actor possessing radically different values. Analytic philosophers emphasized the empirical and
scientific status of historical knowledge, and attempted to understand this claim along the lines of the
scientific standing of the natural sciences Nagel  Moreover, the fact that they are selective would not serve as a
prima facie principle of discernment between historians and scientists, since the latter are every bit as selective
in the topics under their purview. Past epochs were not merely some preparatory ground on the way to the
comfortably modern Hegelian or Marxist state, but stand on their own as inherently superior cultures and
healthier models of culture life. What if we take seriously the idea that history is the result of the actions and
thoughts of vast numbers of actors, so history is a flow of action and knowledge rather than a sequence of
causes and effects? In spite of this, most modern historians, such as Barbara Tuchman or David McCullough ,
consider narrative writing important to their approaches. The development of mathematical models of
long-term secular sociodemographic cycles revived interest in cyclical theories of history see, for example,
Historical Dynamics by Peter Turchin , or Introduction to Social Macrodynamics [10] by Andrey Korotayev et
al. Hempel accepted IS arguments as explanatory just to the extent that they approximated DN explanations by
conferring a high probability on the event to be explained. To adopt an example from Quine [], pp.
Contemporary Developments in the Theory of Explanation Contemporary developments in the theory of
explanation in many ways reflect the fragmented state of analytic philosophy since the decline of logical
positivism. Yet, some philosophers argue that the method of analysis is problematicâ€”e. But only one is
factual, i. The focus of philosophy of history in the Anglophone world after Popper turned away from attempts
to provide grand narratives in order to deal with specific meta-historical problems. An action's meaning is to
be found in a publicly re-enactable syllogism. While Quine's critique is well-known, it is highly controversial.
Broad 's distinction between critical philosophy and speculative philosophy. Is the world of one or more
substances? Joseph Margolis suggests that doing philosophy is an art and philosophers pursue their creative
work in different ways. Concerning the former, Popper charged that the ideological impetus for the totalitarian
regimes of the previous hundred years was their shared belief in a national or religious destiny that was both
guaranteed and justified by a grand historical process. In each, the conclusion is the event E to be explained:
C1, C2, C3, And it might be supra-nationalâ€”for example, an economic history of Western Europe or
comparative treatment of Eurasian history. Their premises each contain statements of two types: 1 initial
conditions C, and 2 law-like generalizations L. This capacity for identifying causes is learnt, is better
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developed in some people than in others, can be tested, and is the basis for what we call judgments. But
selectivity of itself does not imply prejudice; and a careful reader is more often than not able to distinguish
overtly prejudiced accounts from one whose selections are balanced and fair. They cut off a part of being and
investigate the attribute of this part. Finally, a new philosophy of history will be sensitive to the variety of
forms of presentation of historical knowledge.


