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The explanation-understanding distinction has first become
mainstream in the philosophy of Wilhelm Dilthey (1833-1911).
As Rudolf Makkreel acknowledges in the Stanford Encyclopedia
of Philosophy, Dilthey is best known for how he distinguished
between the natural sciences and human sciences: the natural
sciences explain, while human sciences understand (Makkreel,
2016). In fact, he is so famous for this that many would think that
it is he who introduced the notions into philosophy and with their
help distinguished between natural sciences and humanities. While
it is true that Dilthey enriched and popularized the notions, it is
not true that he has introduced them. | urge rethinking the current
canon by investigating Diltheyan sources. One such source is British
philosopher John Stuart Mill, whose notion of moral sciences
was translated into German as Geisteswissenschaffen, which will
eventually mean human sciences in Dilthey s philosophy. However,
here | would like to go deeper, focusing on French philosopher
Auguste Comte (1798-1857), who influenced Mill’s philosophy
and introduced the notion of explanation (explication) into the
philosophy of science, and German historian and philosopher
Johann Gustav Droysen (1808-1884), who reacted to the positivist
methodology of science by introducing alternative (Erklaren) to
explanation notion of understanding (Verstehen) as a method for
historical research.

Comte introduced the notion of explanation while formulating
the Law of Three Stages in the first volume of The Course in Positive
Philosophy (1830) that divided human knowledge into theology,
metaphysics, and positive knowledge or science. The difference
between theological, metaphysical, and positive stages is the
difference in explanation. Theology explains that phenomena are the
result of an arbitrary interference of supernatural forces. Similarly,
metaphysical explanation sees phenomena as the derivation of
abstract entities. Finally, positive knowledge or science uses positive
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or scientific explanation, which explains phenomena by linking it to
other phenomena with the help ofgeneral statements or laws (Comte,
2014, Premiere lecon Il, pp. 3-5). The most striking difference
between the three kinds of explanation is that the last one explains
nature without invoking supernatural or abstract powers.

A significant problem with the Law is that it has no place for
history. History is not a science because it does not use general laws,
while the subject of history, which is the past, cannot be directly
observed. History is not metaphysics because the historical past is
not abstract, and not theology, because it is not supernatural. Unlike
Comte, Droysen finds a proper place for history as a science in The
Outline ofthe Principles of History (1858). Droysen distinguishes three
different kinds of science: logic, physics, and history. They differ
in their methods, the essence of which is to recognize (erkennen),
to explain (erkldaren), and to understand (verstehen) respectively
(Droysen, 1868, s. Il). While recognition is about recognizing the
logical forms of reasoning and explanation corresponds to Comte’s
positive explanation, understanding is the grasping of another
person’s inner life through expressions we perceive, which happens
in the hermeneutic circle: “the individual is understood in reference
to the whole from which it emerges, and the whole - in reference to
the individual in which it is expressed” (Droysen, 1960, s. 25). In
historical research, understanding helps us to understand better the
past through inner lives (thoughts, motives, beliefs, and so on) of our
ancestors that we perceive in expression they have left in the material
of history (sources, remains, and monuments).

Thus, Comte’s explanation and Droysen’s understanding are
important ideas in philosophy ofscience that are now associated with
Dilthey’s work but existed before him.
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Bignosifb nparmMaTn3mMy Ha Kpu3y CTBEPIPKEHHS B CYCMNifNbCTBI

BoraaH BeHb
blauioHanbHW yHiBepcuTeT «Kneso-MornnsiHcbka AKagemis»
(KniB)

®dinocodhis  amepuKaHCbLKOrO0 MparmMaTtyMaMy 3a3BMYail - acolito-
€TbCA 3 nocTaTTio Pivapga PopTi. BTiM, He MeHW UikaBUMK € igel
nepeanparmatucta Panbta EmepcoHa i Binbsaima ykeimca, sSiKi Ha-
OyBalOTb 0CO6/IMBOI aKTyasTbHOCTI B CyYaCHOMY iHhopmaL,iiiHoMy
CYCNIiNbCTBI.

AKWOo  TepMiH  «NOCTMOZEPH»  MNOMICEMAHTUYHWUIA |
OXOIM/IE Malke BCe, WO € MicnaMogepHe, TO MOHATTA «iHGoOp-
MaLiliHOro cycninbCTBa» A03BOMISIE FOBOPUTK MPO CYYaCHICTb
npeaMeTHO. 30KpeMa, HaCKPi3HOK puUcoo iHdopMmaLiriHoro cyc-
ninsctea € (i) Kpusa penpeseHTauii 1a (2) AOMiHYBaHHA ronoi
thakKTUYHOCTI 3amicTb pedniekcii. ObuABI TeHAEHLT 03Ha4at0Tb, WO
CyCninbLCTBO OiNblue He 3aaTHe BMOYAOBYBATW LIMICHY cUCTeMy
hinocothcbKO-CBITOrNAAHNX OPIEHTUPIB, SKi 6 penpeseHTyBaNu pe-
anbHICTb Y Ti cMMcnoBoMy BUMIpI Ta Gynn CBOEPIAHOKD Maroro A/1s
OpiEHTYBaHHA MOAMHW Y TIHKNTTI (Lash, 2002).

MpyunHK  po3yapyBaHHA Y (iIOCOGCLKO-CBITOMNALHUX CUC-
Temax 3po3yMifi: CTPYyHKi I NOriyHo npojymaHi KoHuenuii B
peasbHOMY XWUTTi 4YacTO BMKOPWUCTOBYBAINCA /19 BUMpPaBAaHHS
UMCNEHHMX 3/T0HMHIB, 30KpeEMa Y TOTaniTapHUX NOAITUYHUX PeXU-
Max. YTiM, IK 40BOASTb TEOPETUKM Ta AOC/i AHVKM iH(hopMaLLiiHOro
cycninsctia (Lash, 2002; Muxeg, 2016; Nichols, 2017), ue posvapy-
BaHHS NPMBENO i A0 NPOTMIEXHOI KPaMHOCTI - BTpaTu NpoCTopy
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