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olel @k [9) o] W& E-go] Wkl 27] Thewh 7o) WP 4 Yok

(1) oA 7 go] Gahz W gk d ol

@) =53¢ #dx

3) Eol a7 4 ol

W) L2F A 1 A% A9E YK AIA] A 2l

(Dl A 10% shvte @42 Aol "'ﬂ“} Ag ez oA AYAY AdAgg 4
o (scientific explanation) o[ v}, (2)o] o gk (2N& se] e Yo g dex §
% A« (what-explanation) o] e} = & 4= glvh. (o] g 3N & P99 Fo)o] dg
Aoz AP 5244 A9 (purposive explanation)ojt}. (4)o g (A)E 3 399
o] foll Wik Aulo 2 ZLAAAA Ao (reason-giving explanation)o] = & 4 oir} v

2. ¥ (C.G. Hempel)ol] &5t} Ad#AHA A2 F74x 242 FALG. o2 shis
AEelord 4 @A AARE 4o & dA4EDh, oz G Fhiw o A4EH
Ay olotg 4 AAE RAFE kP A(L)o]s o] F F 24F Alojd & &
s e 24o] ARl

1) D.N, Taylor, Explanation and Meaning, (Cambridge, 1970) pp.4-73 &=
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) #Hdd G2 d45@d22) be,onel A A
wl e zhel] Eol A gL eH(b).
oAk 7l 2e] Qi 1052 W)= ztek(o).
() 24 A L
T2 €4 # 3.
Q) A =lolebd #4 a;
W ko] B o
9 =4e4 (D (DY fglelvh vk (D2 @) FexzA AR FEEAL
obveh, Zelv (Dol & HAelz D= & BAY & G 94 F #HA7 Ak 34
a4 (1) # (2)4 AdL DY B8FF &40 & 4 vk (D, @, A HAE
gk #ES P45, wetd OF Q= F48E A9 ¢ (explanans) 3 (3)¢] AA
3 ?‘gv(explanandum)ﬂ FAE A9 AAlth oleld AAATH APEe] geiq A
59 T A F Tae EAdon Fdsich dvskd OF @OF g2 ded 3
2 dEE 5 Az, @ 9P A8 OF @OF A A .24 o] F-o] A 7] ‘wj F-ol vt
A EF2 el S48 FA4ES A ZAAL B2 o] FojAch. wEA
Ard e olodwaA 4o R (nomological deductive model of expla-
A glov), A dFd glei By A%A WAFA ojEge =¥
7] o] Fofl E A 7Y (covering-law model) o] 2tz Eaid),
EFGARYe] e dne WIPo R LFHE olfE Wt A% Fg HIRE
Az ol 2& FAZ L 27 W FAE AAsE Aotk A el HiE A
olsiel wlam #3%A F99 FAR FLF EIZE F3F o A3 A¥ qAH A
Aol gt o Feln, o7 A4 WA o] E0] LH = “ﬁ:'rj:?]uf.
3. om F59 ] & At 7z $g9 el ojul 39 Aelzste AL A
24 FEE Aol 2 4 gk olHlY ¥ ANEL 8 FooA AnEA
AR gt I AR EEoldh e dwe o AL 9 AdA=s Yvd TR
€ Egol W3 Fue dRel @ 4 eH, ‘zAL "HEdx &"]‘ﬂr e R

]

.__’_l—.
WAL ol

nation)? o} #} 3 o] &

Wl B :E.

Folm o o Moz Waty 977l W FED Aol B 4 vk oG FHe
A% $2% ol A 340 (what-explanation) o] 3z ¥
Zelu A A melFE §HAFL FuA o} ndFE AT F2A Ao
g Eeulw Aok AL dFe] Ay ddel Hey Aot & A Fols HE
s oot A% WEozA A9 WAL Qe THsE H¥A Aves B4
2 4 9 Aok AR B o84 djAe] BAel T ALER FA o,

_2) )‘J-::’_C—G Hempel* “Aspects of Scientific Explanation,” in: Aspects of Scientific Explanion
and Other Essays in the Philosophy of Science, (Free Press, 1965,) pp.335-347.
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HAE WAE 2T A% B3 AAAA AR AAAE 2AL $4 A

oAz WAs ook ok o & Fol ol9l FAA 4ol A4 UAol B 5ol As
A e ¢4 2 e AATFEE BT opk Beh. olFs ¥, FPAROIR
S Al dulgAold, 2 AAA FEel YelAE ey Ao e Fejoloh

2y A9 £59 o7 meFa gFe] @ #4949 AdAehy ez 1AL
AFAE 4= gor Qb WA TR 2 494 4o =eud. A4Adz
gl Aol ol $8ARL U P 19 due] AP AL U A4 o
&g A%ed ok o F Fol, Wt 2§ AR w4 Tl EE e 2 5
Sysbe WA A Aol 2% Yeh A BaAA, o] Aol WA 2R 9g1s
2 24 ERAARE A LA F 4 Y QwA 950 A=l oty A
F84 Age dAehl TR 4 Ak 2ev $34%4 elA AAPY 244
£ 34% 4 AT 9ud 930 Aol AALE $ob5H AL ohivh ol F Fol, “A
@5z, dAFol ehn, FelAoln FEY £5L 2 9% Fon Eu%ch ke
WA F4E A Qs BAE A9 P R2A AR FE Aek AL AA
Folu} 458 mE AA Tl QolA AAo| 2R AHE oAF At AL AP o
24 84 Agel FTRnA Beh Tt o H T QA FAE ALY Sty S5
g A e BYE oot R e Ao el wopa) wad 44 Ao
Qe Aelwh FFAYel A Aol H7 ARAE 2 AAG YL FARE o £F
o) B mAAeR ByE Aol Aok Yok et wAAo = AL F dE A
Ede Ao 43l AE EANA ek,

4 TH) BE) WG Aol ® Ahdel f¥ezA AR 4uun od AFe Ad
ATHGE ol Bk FALA Aol AL F3 QIAVAN 252 AR, A%,
24, Bv £, deddd B3 ¥ ¢ Uk F99 A8k E. A5 = 95t
WA AYe Bdu oA AT £4ddd Wehel FTALA 4L ol ) 2o
A 2 ALE B S Y clelaEddad gelds] FAER 49 AN
Fohe BE @40l Ba QA dHel g 2dY 0¥ FALH A9e gAden %
A% AR 4 93 B 2AE 4G A% FL & QB AAED WA A

o E-eldEd Sekd BAEA A9e A% AUA AEY T2E ek

_l"'

(1) A+ =& 93},
(2) Ax y% Feo2d z% 43¢ 5 dotz 2=k
(3) 2= As y% @

3) Georg Henrik von Wright, Explanation and Understanding, (Cornell Univ. Press 1971), p.2.
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oleh et ZAEA wYel gloi &Y FaEE Pgsh 2 G40 4uedes
299 4 2

(1) At 28 A

@) A%¥ y& $234 2% ANE ¢ Az d&o,
(3) 23 2E A= 42 ¥ Ao},

ol olEvt A4A AvEde A A9 o ade 2RALE dud. 2 o= 73
ol (D% DE @F FFHA FEh D} @ F FANYAE @ AR 3
A & gem, (% @) F FANRAL @)E A3 AL £ U7 Aol o
A w4 FA2A A geld A AR TE B4 499 WA gE Aol
ok k.

5. 7t GAS Bk AL (9] Fgol A FHER AL FA 493
e F2E e A4 WA 2e 25t 29 £59 o4 n
tEol A7) G BAA oW FLEL BT ZAY 22 49 4 gk

!
1
&
r1:u

Hed AE 27 4% o4 g AT £

2 tﬂ%‘f‘ﬂr’}d 2 4o A Gl A TAE AATFezA z FYE J‘é%ﬁf}% ol
drh = ‘o FElde] FEHV 7S FLol A7 ‘TGS AAEHL FHeE] 6 F
of"ehy A doletERA, “of &5k d & g2 sk AT dg T8e) 212 7t
A Avietatd 2o F0] W Fol7eke dige 5320 F49 A A3 TAE A4
gdoza ] SLd etz gt o)dq TAAAA A4S ohgat o] zA3ld
st

(0 Y= (=

(2 U (=2

3) 1—1% c

) yhde @9 ARED G dx g
) 2 y8] & Adsa 2ev

‘T‘.‘) xe Atz dedh

(&) & Avh

.7

o]

A7 A e (DF @4 d9dez 284 & gl At e O, @ @
le Aoz $9E 94 ojeh. & FAER A% A4S o] TAAAA AHe] o
AE A JA9ge oA DA YA @h. a2 E BT $HE E

1) G.H. von Wright, 2 3 p. 9.
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%, e, (3o 9179 g shvte Ares wotgeled FA3A ged. T
o Bk sk P9 AdE Aol AN emA Ayt glod, fEHE o
Ag dhrte] e AP oz pebEelx gl

I. npsts Ayt QlE0re}

1. Aeizistol} At me JEAYGEF BE GEL 94T £AGG HE A4
EED g 4 golvh ol AL FASe) K D AR o] FoAE A
o] ofyr}, quAlelat Taty WAEo] AAY YHoR LuEA HAPHARL W viza g
Ao AEz AARH shte] A9 A, F FLGLL o) ¥4 A AL olHF
el wWHlole, HAo e AAM ZHelk, zHv oA Ay s o
Aol oW AR F2E gt 3 FAG DAEA dBHel ek AAA Leirt
£ RE Q43 AAEe] 2 A4H Hol oﬂ L BPstn 2RAeR e 4AS T2E
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e
po
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X

of T A9 B W AN TR A¥or FEeh w0
2 A A4A e 4R TrE b EAGGoE TS dekw A4 Py

% =y anF R g 5 Aok

2. H= (A, Comte)2} o (].8. Mil) & $J A 8}e] =g oA 5o o]ZE o] En} A
FoA4 e Z}"q&}i}ﬂ A At g7 s ek ArElel HE gel gled
Ax BYS) Agslelol B e QYES ABA a2 £ 5 Yok F &
AT } ) Sloist, AT QS 49 FLE BAg 295

CelFoly AL AEA @A4e dWEA] THFomA ek wekd 270 x}-oa'
of B ZolE A7 Akz‘f-loﬂ B A E, H4A FF FIe Q9A 9} oS
oAl AAL FAL T 4 dE HAA 44¢ A ARFAE wAEe el ek o]
A A e BATeEA e WAL TR WA Foid @AY Asz ol
Aol Wk ol tE: melFomd ARHAx=, m YA AJF o] FolL &
S, FUT Qo] Ase st Dol A FY 4 Ax & 49 o %
2R A0 o & A WA TR 2 WA 2AMez AgAet F, 9
3¢ YA U Qm m gAY HAEAS 2AE 4 A 9 F
HE 2 4 Aok 2Hd 2HAFFAAEY A4 G444 =X 9 shtE od 4
B8 fate dol v dste ekl AgRor AW F dvke Ak F A
A $7e AAFYA ol e Aol |

EIAFFAAEY §9 2L Pied YAES AEA oD 4LER e ol

AR Jeg FE5Y Yot drt o5 FAA BAS £3H PAgte] ugle o
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A2tz 2ol 2= (W. Leibnitz) o & (D. Hume)9] AE¢ AlgstdA, ol &ul AZ4de
A3kl 2 A=A A¥A oz AR FEA SlEute]l Al AE Asolm, g
Azate] AA f3 A2 AAL ATtz gt b A Ao T LutE AEA
Ae ZAaA FHel st Feolil Axtel Z A&y 8 £ 97, 3 AHA 343 P
4ol Agte 44 JledA 2t BRVAZLEH AR AAd A AxAAE T
e elgBA FAS AEAA S vt2 AAgFAse] AEA At 2 o] R4
A} Al £ &%»} ARLE RodFe AL, 23] A4 #AA Aol MeFE Uiz
F A stz dert F Aot AAY Age] ol
u] E7l e}l (L. Wittgenstein) o] ] 6}‘:4_ dejel AAl i whA Age] $Y ZHE S
o] A F¥A FAE FA43 o F3HAE A UG T W 2 M,;xm
T AAe] Mg Fd AEeAA S He, vk v 4 AEAA Lt wobA 7k
P 4:?1 A Hg AT Aee 20E el FeH o 2 FHFgHon AYHAFY
el AE" F Q' T4 geide, F Add A7 Ad4E sbgEtA s AEEe)
=2 4 014 W Aot AM st 2 o vl =AY WA, £, ¥, EFTE,
A2 g L AAES ol YAEA AT gon THE F g WA ER ¥
Qe A& Aol 2§ gokh. e UG 21@— o Fds ARGl AHdZ F g%
Toju gk AEelH ol Eg TR s greE AYET 4 et Zu
A AFFIAEL AL, 2 FEF A A% 79_%74 oldl gtz e, AT A
% Fzs =y 2} ¥ e A% edgen od ok
2 ety EeR4Y Ao AEEL LAA AEeH o] F9 FAA ANEE =
E3 AL 2 89 4 gk, oA RElA, ol AEEe A= A3
Aol &ot AEAAL e AEEHe =dA WA, F AR sl AA
o b4

E:]
gi¥
rl:]ﬁ ¢
r|o
rﬂ.

Fii‘ e, r1|
£ B M

Qeh. 287 996 Ao AERLA ot Fol AUA, AW, FATA, = FA
£7hsh o) AAe) AA A AAA HES 2 Y ¥ oW A vl e

B Aol otk Rolst Arkd o] B A4S A YA W T
Q 2 Btz Aok A, = dertd B4AL deA 2% ZEZ JA Fekd
= Aoluh A AFAdel WA ¥ w e (M. Weber)o] ojshe] FAsta A4z
7}5491 $Ae = AFFA A ",

AZZA APEL TAo)F Adete F2A A YA AL A ¥
#5349 G444 agolstm & 4 ek Aol AAAAE clelzBda 2o eiAe)
EAEH ARE AQASS TR ZE A4 AT QAo g. ¥d A
So] 25¢ $e7t dEAAdolan =i g9 TEPobE AAsE the humanities
e ol EAE A 29 humanitas Adel 4 v FAek AL 2eAEY 044 Az

B
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e A 918 e mgAAdoz AAHger, Fwd g AF, nAd g
AE D A5 o T Fyoer FH AFRsd, €9, Assh ALE, =, £
g, e, BE, HFE TP PUYstze ZaAAHY Zo) vt humanitase] 7
W&z E gl Eel o]d Jw AEolge AA PA4E Qe Aol = 2AL
A7t Easle BE g g o) &4 @7 E v xaAq FEo. A=
T A4 fatgtel gt o] o2 AW # = humanitasE B} FYA st AP

Iy A 0%, AGEA] AE AHEA ATL Aol ARG AR AN ¥l A
o BAAAAN dfer, 2 Ahe EAW, BU, HEUFH AAstHE A9,
F QEsttosyE Az Lrste SYel S WA FAAAE HEE A9

L QA FHEe] GGl A A, AdAGS Aol opd obE FEF FAHL
249 Qe Aolo] g AARA S AT 194 7] FAAHA AdAGE
A% Jlete] AA gFE AFAZEAQ AA-FA o|9EH x4 B fo A4
o QA A7 FEE A% AR AF¢ WA Dok Do) (W. Dilthey) & o) & F
TEL A4 A (Geisteswissenschaft) o] 2h= o] £3lo] A AFu|agen, =A== H. Ri-
ckert) = o] 54 £ 5o 3 7e(Kulturwissenschaft)o] 28}z, 28z wd4le (W. Win-
delband) & o A} 713} (Geschehtswissenschaft) ol gt 2y ol ol 5 A Ee] Aulx FiE9
ATAELS A Z] ol F FEETE VA2 = M EAZ Addgtez iy 3
A TEARFLEA 2 FALF AT FRAA Yok Feeld oo, E4 &
AozAe Ade 27E ke 2HTo=A M (Erkliren) & ¢ g Hojz,
AL 279 BAA WA wFo) o5 (Verstehen)d 4 91g Holztxz 3
k: 4 ol ES FAYL b HwEE Adags] Exo] guby Al

of gletml HAge EAL AAAQ QabA Aol A3 AL g
e Jdoie Wed FEE EQE Y, AL Py %}ﬁ(nomothetisch)o]l o
AbghE A Al 7] 64 (idiographisch) o] ez vt WAANA 5L Ad4 Ad@d4e gt
Ao ZAAD 024 dystedd Az, AANES AL Add, g4 @4 2
ZHE FF4 Gol4 clssedol dotn me wgeh Adsitst Aostee] Fxe
4 G TN e AL 9ed 2 el Relde solww ohieh, 2 o
A9l A0 SlAE TEAQ 0|44 Bolw Jokw 2 wgd Aolvh e WY
E7 FAY R0l AAsgte] A EAojgt Getd, AHAFATo] B2 3 AL
287 A2 D 4 Yok Aok ARG Al A} Aesn 2AE e
om wEsokat # Aok et AAAYY DA 2 9 wuA e 54

5) Otto A. Bird, Cultures in ‘Conflict, (Notre Dame, 1968), p.12.
6) Heinrich Rickert, Kulturwissenschaft und Naturwisserachaft, (Tiibingen, 1975)
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A A=Eet 45t 48 A1 Qo divkebd BeiA AEs f5ee A4S Fa
e B4R A=E AA Ay dEelwh. wekd 544 AdAe sle¢s BHo
2 ot AAgge] AZE AL nHAe 2 EHow 3 Aot 246 ulst
o 5% A Tupel ok, {UEY FRAAALY AF [F Atk 2 # 3 (Geschi-
chte und Naturwissenschaft) jo] B o] FFo] WHAAAX S RE nege] BAA EXolglzn
get, AAlAgol e ol F&A H e Aol et

A% mhg dgez qAHe i <l *131 of At A4 FTE Aol

Hetz ole AYARH oz d7E I Uvke 949 dFs) @4 A4 RpEE
L e I R R D e e B O T Wr AEel g A7 dEd A
Jpdel 'AE deld TAH Ahg Aedz S A4 vGAon Az
AN TS FAShH AWIIE S A7 <k} AlE ) APAo 7 Ey HolEL AT
oz ity Holete] Abgsdtel gt S4d TGS FARA ok ArE Fere whg
24 At A8 HFe] AFes AAe A TAS LEIAAE Takel HAe]
Sz 9rlE ShAln A spete] e bde] AAe] A=l Wedtan Fugt A E A
B givke A2 FA% 5 gk

4, 1EAT ] A AdFAGY mA Py drld vIFE el okt FHoE Fasw
QEFerel 99 el Ax JEFHT] FAS: B gAEL 259 FEA §T A4
A4 Wi 59 8twA g, <4 A (F. Schlegel) e o)u] 1947 2] oo}s} o] Ale]
o] SALA o] B A WA ow ATz ASE iy iy s Eély deie] 4
3| Ak dt.,  <lelde EAZ g AdAGen FHAFnA st AP
2 %o 9,101 AE A Agstm Ak, AE Aol s Al wad e 594

2
[
&
Y
rLi

ARt AFHA ARG G Loz BYACl Aol 4ge] AY Fol HH ez A
279 $484e2 49Ah B QAT G4 Y 4FE FUAF 4 A&

it

v, W= (H Taine)e FFEAE %, 473 2 ANE FASE 244 8489 4
SAES AFEA f‘éﬂé%}m%} &k siet olE @ AL FHHE defshat 4 #) Bl
AP 3R e 43 MFhE mA A ASdn doh GaRe A AR 94
AEe) o4 B2 2 (Leopold von Ranke)e] F&ist A &ael a2 d74 A
24 deE oA ek
A et e hEA AF Fel A [AEFete 2 2345 2 BdA T4 4 7
s AGHE A A A AFE Az 7 Aol S £8) L o

T urele W49 A% Snz B AANY 54 94, AAL, B, AL, 2,
AFY, &9, 232 AHFL 2N 2 9,11-}- Wilhelm Dilthey, “Abgrenzung der Ge1ste—
swissenschaften,” in: Gesammelte Schriften, V1, S.79.
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e 91719 T9e vhE oAslel 4 Fofob @ elvh =z THAEL 44T AEAGL
Auseel AA%oz qde], “AdhE AR ofd” 4An Y FEFILn
Agstgdon, A4 449 oz 29g [YEATE 2 A4 o)99] ok F7
= Be ANEE F9 shiz ¢FHnd g
L5 AEATE TS BATokRAY AT, GA mE THL FFAA A
o Aol wE A4 A ek

[. 4525 UYUE

L 43T e 948 AT 229 o 4T T A A%
AAQ BAY FAZ felel g9 ATE AAGE o] FA ANE ¥4H PAE iz
© A4 A9 G99 A2Y 4 A F94 DAL i ez AFRAE 4
A QAR AgA Aol AAA4E AT FUT AL RAFE ¢ FEE
#z Qeh 22 Add BgEel A4A 4B ol &L AYYAZ KYHE YR
& AR ol FolAR, viebd BeH BT H¥ QwRAel wAd gk 29 A
z99% BE AUHAT, B Adasto} AH e QYold dupiH L ‘-JrEJrLﬂT:

X % A dolsl gFomiE WA 4 skl geh kb 22
A3 4 9E FUEY BEIAD ATAR A2 4 801 ABl F ) Q0

B oeddes ] 04 888 2ARAY T QAR 0E T, Azl
22 @A 97 W Felch
F794 gulrze] NItz Q& AT BdA FARL LA AFFAAE] o}
& v AAd WFE o F9d 4AY AHEA, PUEA AAFY $AM] xiho
R zz}tﬂsﬂr—} Aol 4] ole] MGkFel AFFA FFR A4EA 72k UAE
ofch. B4 AAd] AR A%e ALE AAFPel AG AT A%eld), BE 9
] A

ERE R R EER

g 0% gt e BAE Sy AAFYE 24 Aol
o & BE JeQE wAE wddel 24496 28 BAz 89 wE 999 & Yot
£ Aoleh e 394 999 PIE We $ARE old e TAEE HEAT g
£ AL oln] ool Aol ddA AAHAE Y 58 24 (B Russell)oll 3t Aok £

Aol g #PA FANgo] AN F wALEFA A7 e ol2rAA A 304
ool e A4E Aty T A wEin g BYH LAE AA=A Z3Y
o A vEe], Wgge e JyaaagAe] QAR AN BFIL folE
of Aol FEAA dArpe AL BE AFAER ST AA £H9 Mol 9@

8) Az WA TH9A 4], B3, A139(1979) pp. 43-57.
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= AE A EY sekrA g4l =2 M EA AAC AR E7FesE Hel &
ofgers W 2 uAg wAs 1947 F9 Wd.S Mo =g #A A
System of Logic) |7} 745 o]& 1950 7b= (R, Carnap)e] A =27 7z
(Logical Foundations of Probability) |7} & w7} @& #Fatd G452 71¢A] =7}
vtz SEA Wyl Jlzsh ke Qgich e 18794 Al (G. Frege)rh =29 7%
A Al (Begriffsschrift) o] 4] 144 a5 P83 e U el g BE Byd PAL 5
M4 Qe ADEE AAR olF, oFd =de TgwA =dde Ase 43
£ A% AQATH gA9 A wAT S YT FEEY PR FuT F gos
gz Rgrh ze 1950deel el AdWA A4 =g AdE g gle Folahs
ol Bl atA = gleh oleigl mrle] AsdaE ) ydie] g AHiEe gAstsied 4
TR A AdelAn, Ay SN FeAe AA @ F4d 485 A
AR & A P R AN U A Bal A FA =dst Adseke) @

Polhzm @b, 2 e Bovhl FdALE ¥AsY 4 b AA 22 o

Akl AA Ag AdAelnr FEAH AdESG PP A4 L drgE FAAE
MHAA e 2 A, webd AdARe) A4 gt el de P

A el ¢ ol wRle] g *T* At
o] e By ~a7}% 2. Wholgoj A 7] o] o] & Aol

2. A gyle § BFox AT AAd Heg FHA AYER TASE
0] g A2 o) ErldetA g 142 AF5FY AFe] s EHA Y sl A
A 7S A A TR Ol g FA LS A Re| A BT AR &2 A4
Aoz e 747t Az g AL ¥ Hct. shie A AGE AAd A%
A dAE AT T Aes s ol FAF AV HelAE, T AR 9
9 875 FFetelof geh o & Fl AL A FHololok stx, ETA AL AU
of ghv}. whuhA] Blufe] Feha ey flelA] =g dWale A AYERIL 44
OB FFHANNAE, e Adadd ddond gExae el H 4 g 397
AntER ek F 2 Aol Adsete) s ¥A FAF FFHeA FE W et HE
ol AA et dRel AW FAgHAA Adel et

AdaAet 45 st BE A9 AR g pubde Ye 4 714
ELAE Y=k Hn B2 R ES °1 P& Wl ey, FAZ ERE W, 2 AES A

9) 4}_1 Hilary Putnam, Reason, Truth, and History, (Cambridge, 1981) pp.126--126.

10) H. Putnam, Meaning and Knowledge, Lecturc III, in: Meaning and the Moral Sciences,
(Boston, 1879), p,41.

1) z#e A, p.43.
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ol gzl glejMe] saba] A4 115
= ge AgAe) FHe Revh “drvk e Eol B Folrl W¥el’da AR
W, 2Ae 250 o AE AHe B 5 QAAL, T4 FL9 AL ol RE B
4 2EAA & 4 98 Aolh shidl g0l AZAE FWRozAY B4R AN
2 2TANA 2o A9e 2EgE Ao WAL

g AFAANEY FHE AQAA 49¢ 2P 2E 49 A7 £ Aol B
o R4S AR E FAHE 499 FHE AAZ %2 e B nelETh Ads
ael 297 A4AAE 9408 2] %—a}f AW 7, & oA A4AAY 2
sl 2Rl A hAel M@ AE LR 4E & Ak A4 =959
Al G FANE 99 L9 e o2 8o A2% AL Helek Gt
webd oA AEAAE = FA FRoz TAEY 49 TAAAH ARE GAl
THsA G2 4 @b dvbshm A AEAAE 2 Yubst] e s HAol
A% e TeRT ool WEolch SEWe Ed¢ WA Aol D sl o
g A Aol

V. QIS Dfetn A0HRo)

LoAQARA Aol Qeld AL ARt $AEALE 2EdDe] GoE FEE
A3 o 2Ae A AT AR oA, o] ¥AE A AFFAH A By
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13) N. Goodman, Ways of Worldmaking, (Hackett, 1978), p.97.

11) W.V.0. Quine, “Two Dogmas of Empiricism,” in: Rosenberg/Travis (eds.), Readmgs in
the Philosophy of Language, (Englewood Cliffs, 1971), pp.78-8L.

15) W.V.O. Quine, “Ontological Relativity,” in: Ontological Relativity and Other Essays, (Columb1a
1967), pp.28-68.
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16) %hsn —P Winch, The Idea of a Social Science, (London, 1958). ‘
17) T. Kuhn, The Structure of Scientific Revolutions, (Chicago, 1962).
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19) N. Hanson, Observation and Explanation, (Lonoon, 1972).

20) P. Feyerabend, Against Method, (London, 1975).

21) C. Hempcel, “Scientific Rationality: Normative vs. Descriptive Construals®” ‘in: Proceedings of
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Scientific Explation In The Humanities

Yersu Kim

This paper is an attempt to throw light on the role and status of scientific explanation
within the system of the humanistic disciplines. The main arguments revolve around a
critical examination of positivistic monism which sees in the nomological-deductive model
of explanation (interpreted broadly so as to include the probabilistic) the sole legitimate
mode of explanation in all systematic cognitive endeavors.

Science is an intellectual activity that aims at knowledge of a given realm of pheno-
mena. Such a knowledge, when systematized into a body of statements which explain the
phenomena in question, constitutes a particular branch of science, whether it is a natural,
social or humanistic one. Explanation is both the method of arriving at, as well as the
systematic expression of such a knowledge. Explanation as the method is closely connected
with the character and structure of the objects to be explained. If the phenomena are of
essentially the same character and structure despite their apparent differences, the one single
mode of explanantion would suffice for the conmstruction of knowledge. If on the other
hand they are fundamentally different character and structure, modes of explanation cannot
but be diverse, -

The positivistic tradition in the philosophy of science is the prime example of metho-
dological monism. Whether in natural, social or humanistic sciences, the aim of inquiry
is the same, namely, explanation and prediction. This aim is to be achieved by subsuming
individual phenomena under general laws. Thus the aim of all inquiry is to establish
those nomological universal statements which can serve as the premisses in the deductive
explanation and prediction.

The methodological monism is buttressed by the phenomenalistic theory of meaning.
According to this view, a system of scientific statements consists soley of observation
sentences which record the experientially given and their logical constructions. All other
statements, when not analytic, are devoid of literal significance. The statements of the
social and humanistic sciences are meaningful in so fas as they can be translated into be-
havioristic or physicalistic terms. Those “objects” —such as values, transcendent objects

such as gods and substances— which cannot be translated into those terms, are not objects
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of legitimate scientific inquiry. Bifurcation of fact and value, thematized for the first time
by Max Weber, becomes absolute in logical positivism.

Our intellectual tradition sees the world as consisting of three distinct realms:nature,
man and society, and values. Natural, social and humanistic sciences deal with these
realms respectively. Those disciplines which constitute the core of the humanistic sciences—
philosophy, history and literature—have been characterized by the thematization of the
most fundamental concerns of human life—life and death, pleasre and pain, duty and rights,
fate and freedom, These primordial experiences of man are inextricably bound up with the
questions of value. The values which constitute the basic concern of the humanistic
sciences are those which serve as the basis for guiding and controlling the affairs of men
both as individuals and groups. ‘

Does the discontinuity between fact and value made absolute by logical positivism entail
a denial of the possibity of the humanistic disciplines as systematic cognitive endeavors?
Is the discontinuity in the cognitive character of the natural sciences and the humanistic
sciences acceptable in the form presented by the positivistic tradition?

Our analysis of the logical structure of methodolgical monism reveals the fact that the
system of explanations in the natural sciences presupposes an “explanation space” that
consists of innumerable interests and value assumptions. The system contains as an essen-
tial component a series of value statements, describing intentions, interests and presup-
positions of the inquiry. They together serve to render a given system of knowledge
relevant and perspicuous.

Interdependence of fact and value thus established however leads to the difficult pro-
blems of relativism, the foremost among them being that relativism is incapable of distin-
guishing between “true” and “thinking it true”. If no -such distinction is possible, then an
act of asserting and that of making noise become indistinguishable. A view of knowledge
which cannot make this distinction forfeits all claim to serious consideration. An anlysis
of realtivism in fact shows it to be self-refuting. All systems of knowledge, including
those of the humanistic disciplines, must be based on some notion of objectivity, in so far
as they can be understood and communicated. The fact that we do in fact speak of truth
and falsity is an indication that we accept them as the preconditions for knowing and
thinking about the world. Truth in this view is a regulative idea in the Kantian sense.

All scientific statement is a response to the question “why” a eertain. action, pheno-

menon ot event has taken place. In fact, the character of response to the “why” question
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is not always uniform, It can take the form of a nomological-deductive explanation, a
what-explanation, a purposive explanation, or a reason-giving explanation. We accept
these explanations as appropriate in relation to a given explanation space. Our analysis has
shown that any system of knowledge, in order to be relevant and perspicuous, must make
use of different modes of explanation. Thus, if we accept objective truth as the aim of
inquiry, then the humanistic disciplines must attempt to incorporate into their system of
knowledge as much of the type of explanation paradigmatically used in the natural
sciences. Our analysis also shows that the system of knowledge in the natural sciences
must make use of those explanations which deal with values and intentions. “Relativity”
of the natural sciences and “objectivity” of the humanistic disciplines are merely two

different aspects of the cognitive situation of man.



