EfEAXFZZHMBHRI NI U
Keio Associated Repository of Academic resouces

Title Structure of "Explanation” in history : theoretical foundation of analysis of history writing
Sub Title
Author {EB&, IE = (Sato, Masayuki)
Publisher =HEFS
Publication year 1974
Jtitle 5 % (The historical science). Vol.46, No.2 (1974. 12) ,p.1- 2
JaLC DOI
Abstract
Notes Abstract
Genre
URL https://koara.lib.keio.ac.jp/xoonips/modules/xoonips/detail.php?koara_id=AN00100104-19741200-

0108

BREZBAEZMERRD NJ(KOARA)ICEBREATVA IV TV OEFIER., ThThOEEE, FRFTLRERLRTECREL. TOEMNGEHEEECLST
REENTVET, 5|ALCHLE> TR, BEELZEETLTIRALEEL,

The copyrights of content available on the KeiO Associated Repository of Academic resources (KOARA) belong to the respective authors, academic societies, or
publishers/issuers, and these rights are protected by the Japanese Copyright Act. When quoting the content, please follow the Japanese copyright act.



http://www.tcpdf.org

Structure of “ Explanation” in History
—Theoretical Foundations of Analysis of History Writing—

Masayuk1 SATO

During the past three decades, many philosophers and historians
have been occupied with the “ Analytlcal Philosophy of History ”,
concen_tratlng on the problerﬁ of historical explanation. The work
as it has been carried on has yielded much fruit particularly by
helpirig to elluéidate the nature of history and historical writing.

Being a student of history, it has been to my regret that the
above has been primarily restricted to the realm of philosophical
concern. And those few historians who have recently shown an
interest in the philosophical problem as related to his’roi‘y have
moved too rapxdly in applying philosophical concluswns to the
analysis of the1r own discipline ; at the cost of systematic ivesti-
gation and analysis, to which thelr own discipline is deserving.

Given the present situation, I WOIﬂd suggest two alternatives
in which the current problem could be dealt with. One is through
the' analysis of “historical imagination” which I believe in the
long run is capable of regulating historical writing. - The second
approach being the “analysis of historiography from a theoretic‘al‘

point of view '’

While the two above dls<:1phnes have a complementary relat1-' '

onship to approach the multitude of problems surrounding the
nature of history, this paper will conéentra_te on the second alte-
rnative, particularly as it is applied to those tasks within the
confines of the application of theoretical discussion as it pertains

to the analysis of historiography._

Systematw theory of explanation to the ana1y51s of hlstory re-
qulres a three stage structure’; (1) logical stage of explanatlon,
(2) empirical stage of explanation, and (3) actual stage of exp-

lanation. .



While the first étage gives itself to the purely logical or
syntactical, which is given by the Hempel-Oppenheim’s covering-
law theory of expl'anation, It is in the second stage that the
coﬁcept of “time” enters first, which because of it’s nature, as
related to the “ 1a§v~statement » is divided into three different
types; (a) law of succeéssion,' (b) law of coexistence, and (c)
law of precedence. | - ' ’
It is a primary conclusion of this paper that the central problem
is within the core of type (c), the law of precedence.

'NOTE: The above conclusion has two conditions, given that this law
statement is supportable through, (1); the presented works
of E. Nagel and R. Rudner; which conclude that this law
statement can be reduced to the above (a)’s law statement.
(2); That the explanations in this stage are admitted to as.
a scientific explahation and that these can be reduced to the

’ first syntactical structure. 4 ‘
In the concluding third stage, “the analysis of the actual work

<

of history writing” is in my opinion primarily one of “stage
reduction”. This conclusion was reached following my examin-
ation and analysis of W. Dray’s work, “ Continuous-Series Exp-
lanation ”, to which various types of hisvtorical'essays are included
within the model. A model when given due consideration, in my
opinion, reveals a logical analysis that lends itself creditably to
+ the proposition that the third stage can be reduced to the first
“and second stage’s. l '
While many problems continue to plégue the serious student
of _Histqi‘ical Explanation, it is none-the-less the contention of this
paper that far more thrust must be given to the endeavour of
reaching the realm of “ The Analytical Philosophy of History ”,
a realm I might add which when reached however will proviclle_
the much needed Iight with which to explore the current dimly
lit field of the “ Theoretical Foundations of Analysis_ of History
Writing for the Establiéhment of Historography”.



