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P LOSOPTHE JOURNAL OF THE ROYAL INSlIT'lTEOF PHILOSOPHY

VOL. XLIII No. 164 APRIL 1968THE IDENTIT1' OF THE HISTORY OF
IDEAS

JOHN DUNNTwo types of criticism are frequently levelled at the
history of ideasin generall and the history of political theory in
particular. Thefirst is very much that of historians practising in
other fields; that it iswritten as a saga in which all the great
deeds are done by entitieswhich could not, in principle, do
anything. In it, Science is alwayswrestling with Theology,
Empiricism with Rationalism, monismwith dualism, evolution with the
Great Chain of Being, artifice withnature, Politik with political
moralism. Its protagonists are neverhumans, but only reified
abstractions-or, if humans by inadvertence,humans only as the loci
of these abstractions. The other charge,one more frequently
levelled by philosophers, is that it is insensitiveto the
distinctive features of ideas, unconcerned with, or more
oftenineffectual in its concern with, truth and falsehood, its
products morelike intellectual seed-catalogues than adequate
studies of thought.In short it is characterised by a persistent
tension between thethreats of falsity in its history and
incompetence in its philosophy.2At first sight both these charges
seem plausible. One might wellsuppose that the status of
propositions about the history of thoughtwould be at issue both in
the accuracy of their location of a particularevent in the past and
in the adequacy of their understanding of thenature of the event so
located. Statements about a type of event inthe past, statements
that event X took place at time P, may bemistaken in their claims
that (the event that took place at time P)was an event of X-type or
that (an event of X-type) did take placeat time P. Concentration on
the identification of some types of event(e.g. in the history of
ideas, the subtler sorts of analysis of classics ofphilosophy) may
well lead to greater concern for analytical com-plexity and force
than for mere historicity,3 and concentration onmere historicity
may well lead to a shabby sort of level of under-standing of what
it was that did exist in the past. In this way the
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PHILOSOPHYtwo typesof criticism can readilybe seen as the
advocacyof differentforms of enquiry within the common
subject-matter.This wouldmake the issue between them not one of
truth or falsity but merelyof the tactical choice between competing
simplifications. Thecartographic metaphor is clearly apt here. It
is not convenient toattempt to represent all conceivably replicable
features of a geo-graphical environment on any single map. But this
tells us nothingof the ontological limitations of cartography. Maps
are maps, notregrettablyineffectual surrogatesfor physical
environments. And ifsuch a choice between ccmpeting evils is
necessary, it must beequally legitimate to represent it as a choice
between competinggoods. This painlessresolution s in fact that
which mostpractitionersadopt (in so far, that is, as they see any
need for resolution; this is,at worst, for them a matter of
discounting risks; not, of course, amatter of makingstatementswhich
are deliberatelyfalse, historicallyor philosophically). After one
has chosen the aspect of a subject-matter which most concerns one,
the criticisms of those whoseinterest in it is very different are
discounted. If choice is necessaryand some sort of failure certain,
then one shouldplainly choose todiscount the costs of the type of
failureone has chosen. Such axiomsabout the necessarylimitations of
human skillsare nothing but themost ordinarycommon sense.What I
wish principally to argue in this paper is that the costs ofsuch
self-abnegationare much higher than is normally recognised;that the
connection between an adequate philosophical account ofthe notions
held by an individual in the past and an accuratehistorical account
of these notions is an intimate one; that
bothhistoricalspecificityand philosophicaldelicacy are more likely
to beattained if they are pursuedtogether, than if one is
desertedfor theother at an early stage of the investigation. In
other words, I wishto claim that the disagreementsover the
appropriatesubject-matterand form of explanation for the history of
ideas, though they areindeed persuasionsto choose to examine one
form of descriptionofintellectual acts in the past rather than
another, are also somethingmore. What is in question is not merely
a choice between true (orfalse) stories but a problem intrinsic to
the attempt to tell storiesabout this type of data. More
precisely,I wish to claim: 1, that thecompletion of both types of
investigationis a necessarypreliminaryto the construction of an
indefeasible explanation of either type;2, that a
sensitiveexerciseof both types of explanationand a realisa-tion of
the sort of problems which an audience would have infollowing the
story will tend to produce a convergenceof tactic inthis pursuit;
that a rational explanation of a past philosophicaldilemma, a
causal explanationof a past philosopher'senterpriseand86
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THE IDENTITY OF THE HISTORY OF IDEASan account of either of
these rendered intelligible to an ignorantlayman will display a
considerablesymmetryof form and that mostof the unsatisfactory
eaturesof the historyof ideas as written comesfrom its notable lack
of resemblance to any such form. I hope tomake these somewhat
cloudy notions clearer in the final sectionsofthis paper.There is
nothing very obscure about the notion that much of thehistoryof
ideas as written displaysa certain philosophical crassness,whether
or not this is true. But what exactly are we to make of
thecomplaintmentionedabove about the 'bloodlessness'of the
historyofideas? I shall attempt to dramatisethis charge in what
follows, inorder to make its appeal more obvious.4 The point, in
essence, issimple enough. Apart from odd examples in the historyof
religiousdevelopment or scientific discovery, few branches of the
history ofideas have been written as the history of an
activity.Complicatedstructures of ideas, arrangedin a manner
approximatingas closelyas may be (frequentlycloserthan the evidence
permits)to deductivesystems have been examined at different points
in time or theirmorphology traced over the centuries. Reified
reconstructionsof agreat man's more accessiblenotions have been
comparedwith thoseof other great men; hence the weird tendency of
much writing, inthe history of political thought more especially,
to be made up ofwhat propositionsin what great books remind the
author of whatpropositions n what othergreatbooks.Key principlesof
the explana-tory thought-systemsof social groups,of communities,and
of wholecountries have been pursued through the centuries. As a
make-weight to this type of analysis,we have biographiesof great
thinkerswhich identifythe central argumentsof their more
importantworks,sketchin their social backgroundin some detail and
expatiate upontheir meritsor moral relevance to the present day.
Finally we haveformal philosophical analyses of the worksof great
philosophersorscientistswhich tell us what Hobbes's theoryof
obligation or Plato'stheory of justice or Galileo's theory of
motion is and how far weshouldaccept it.5All of
theseenterprisesarerecognised,and properlyrecognised,as formingpart
of a pursuitwhich can be labelled as the'historyof ideas'. Yet none
of them is necessarilybound to (and fewever in fact do) provide any
sort of historicalaccount of an activitywhich we would recognise,
in common sense terms, as 'thinking'.The history of thought as it
is characteristicallywritten is not ahistory of men battling to
achieve a coherent ordering of theirexperience.It is, rather,a
historyof fictions-of rationalistconstructsout of the thought
processesof individuals,not of plausible abridg-ments of these
thought processes.It consists not of representations,but, in the
most literal sense, of reconstructions,not of plausible
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PHILOSOPHYaccounts of how men thought, but of more or less
painful attemptsto elaboratetheir ideas to a degreeof
formalintellectual articulationwhich there is no evidence that they
ever attained.Becauseof these features,it is often
extremelyunclearwhetherthehistory of ideas is the history of
anything which ever did actuallyexist in the past, whetherit is not
habitually conducted in a mannerin which the relationship of
evidence to conclusion is so tenuousthat it provides no grounds at
all for assent. For there are certainbanal truths which the
customary approaches appear to neglect;that thinking is an
effortfulactivity on the part of human beings,not simplya
unitaryperformance;that incompleteness, ncoherence,instabilityand
the effort to overcomethese are its persistentcharac-teristics;that
it is not an activity which takes its meaning from a setof finished
performanceswhich have been set up in type and pre-served in
libraries,but an activity which is conducted more or
lessincompetentlyfor most of their waking life by a
substantialpropor-tion of the human race, which generates conflicts
and which isused to resolvethese, which is
directedtowardsproblem-solvingandnot towards the construction of
closed formalgames; that the worksin which at a singlepoint in time
a set ofproblems ssuein an attemptat a coherent rational ordering
of the relevant experience are insome sense unintelligible except
in terms of this context; thatlanguage is not, as the
seventeenth-century savants mocked, arepositoryof
formaltruthsdonated by God to Adam but simply thetool which human
beings use in their struggleto make sense of theirexperiences.Once
talking and thinking are considered seriously associal activities,
it will be apparent that intellectual discussionswillonly be fully
understoodif they are seen as complicatedinstances ofthese social
activities.All of this is, of course, to beg the question at issue;
but it has itsglib plausibility.Whether it has anything else is
what I shall try toshow. May the charge perhaps amount to nothing
more interestingthan a pun on the word 'understanding'?The notions
of under-standing and explaining historical events have recently
received aconsiderable amount of
philosophicalattention.6Complicatedissuesof epistemologyand of the
logical forms of explanationshave beenextensively explored and the
practice of historians somewhatclarified. But the extent of the
disagreementwhich remains is stillconsiderable and its precise
characterfrequently elusive.Consider the following plausible
historians' assignments. 1,Explain why Plato wrote the Republic.2,
Explain why Plato'sideal state has an authoritarianpolitical
structure. 3, Explain whyPlato criticises Thrasymachus'saccount of
justice in the Republic.4, Explain why the Roman empirein the west
collapsed. 5, Explain88
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THE IDENTITY OF THE HISTORY OF IDEASwhy there was a French
Revolution between 1750 and 1820. 6,Explain why there was a French
Revolution in 1789. 7, Explain whythere was not an English
Revolution in 1831.Some of these seemto be problemsabout the states
of consciousnessof agents; others do not. Some seem to demand an
account of the setof premiseswhich make a given argumentor set of
argumentsseemcogent. Some seem to be answerable by a detailed
narrative of aperiod of time in the past. Others do not seem to be
susceptibleofnarrative treatment at all. That is to say, a story of
the periods inpoint seems to leave the question raised quite
unanswered. Whatstory could possibly explain why there was a French
Revolutionbetween 1750 and 1820? It would need a most
remarkablestory of1789 to seem an appropriateanswer to that
question. Why shouldone wish to assimilate one set of these
questionsto another, still lessreduce them all to one sort? Or, to
put the issue differently,whyshould one suppose that the venerable
dispute between idealist andpositivist philosophers of history, or
its more recent avatar, thatbetween the exponentsof causal and
those of 'rational' or narrativeexplanations, between the notions
of history as applied generalsociologyor asstorieswhich happento be
true, is a realdisputeat all ?Is it not rather an attempt to
legislate for the type of historicalexplanationswhich should
ideally be given, a lengthy exercisein thepersuasivedefinition of
the adjective'historical'?What conceivableset of causal laws could
3 be subsumed beneath? Or what narrativeor set of reasonsconstitute
an answer to 4 or 5? Giving reasons forwhy an argument seemed
cogent to an individual in the past, orwhy an act seemed
appropriate is not an instance of subsuminganything under a causal
law, though there are certainly causes forthe appearanceof cogency
in the argumentor appropriatenessn theact. No explanation of the
persistence and change of a complexsocial system over time can be
adequately provided by a story.But both of these last two
enterprises,whether or not they haveever been carriedout in a
definitivelysatisfactorymanner,representintelligible and
characteristic explanatory7nterprises of historiansand the attempt
to reduce them to the same type of enterpriseisabsurd. But to
insist that there is a correct model for historicalexplanation
implies that one or other of these, causal or rational,must be
merely provisional, preliminariesto the constructionof
anexplanation of the approvedform. In any case, does either of
themprovide an appropriate form of explanation for the history
ofideas (surelyan ideal example for those with a strongdistastefor
themore scientisticaspirationsof historians)?What is the
subject-matterof the history of ideas; past thinking,philosophy,
ideas, ideologies? And what indeed is its form; a set of
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PHILOSOPHYnarratives, a set of subsumptions of individual
instances undercovering laws, a set of reconstructed rationalia for
specific philo-sophical performances? Most urgently, how far does
causalityintrude into this sensitive intellectualistenquiry and how
far are itspermitted intrusionsa matter of intellectual taste on
the part of thehistorian and how far a matter of
professionalobligation; how far inshort is the meaning of any set
of ideas irreduciblyinfected by theconditions of its birth?One
might want to say that any statement made by any individualat any
time could only be said to befullyunderstoodif one knew
theconditioning-historyand the set of
presentstimulusconditionswhichelicited it. And yet human beings do
to some extent understandeach other and by the time they reach the
age of speech the verynotion of such a history of their
conditioning seems to elude ourpictures of them. (Not just, no one
has ever been able to providesuch a specification, but who would
seriously claim to be able toimaginewhat it would be like to know
such a storyand then confrontthe individual whose storyit was, what
the logical relationsbetweensuch a story and our own descriptionsof
actions would be like?)8Clearly, if this were a
necessaryconditionfor understandinga state-ment we could not have
acquired the very notion of understandingstatements. Indeed, one
might say that to suppose anything soimplausible is simply to
confuse psychology with epistemology, tomistake the geneticsof a
statementfor its logical status,a tired error.But the initial
proposition was not that one could not understandstatementsat all
but that one could notfully understandthem; thatany
understandingwas in principleliable to be exposedas includinga
specific misunderstandingof some feature of what it is claimed
tounderstand. But what sortof feature?For, any explanationof a
givenlinguisticact in terms of its historycan only give at best the
necessaryand sufficientconditions of its occurrence. It cannot give
any fullaccount of its truth tatus.9This does not mean that such an
explana-tion cannot include an account of why X thought it to be
true (in sofar as he did do so)-plainly this must be included-nor
even anaccount of why X thought it was true though many with the
samevalues as X and greaterspecificskills would have been able to
showconclusively why it was false. What the explanation cannot give
inpurely historical terms is an account of why it is true or false.
Toput the point most simply, in the history of science, the full
set ofstatementsabout the sufficientconditions of Aristarchusof
Samos'sheliocentrismdoes not serve to tell us the sensesin which
his theorywas true or false.10If this assertion is correct,
important conclusions follow. In thehistory of philosophy, for
example, the only account of a past90
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THE IDENTITY OF THE HISTORY OF IDEASphilosophical
performancewhich could be said to be complete atany one time must
comprise the complete Skinnerian story of itsgenesis1landthe best
available assessmentof its truth status. Further-more it implies
that every complete account in the history ofphilosophy is
implicitly dated. (Not, of course, every statement inthe historyof
philosophy; as, for example, Plato wrote the Republic;the following
words occur in the Republicn the following order:even, Locke's
Essaycontains criticismsof a doctrine that there areinnately known
truths.) For its truth is contingent on the adequacyof this
philosophical assessment;and the criteria for the adequacyof the
assessmentchange over time. Perhaps, though, the point istrivial.
So, after all, do the criteriafor truth claims in psychology;say,
fromAquinasto Descartes,to Bain, to Skinner.In the
nineteenthcentury the idea of a complete physics did not seem
fatuous andhence a complete psychology at least in principle
conceivable.Today, where the idea of indefeasiblephysical truth is
so puzzling,the idea of an
indefeasiblepsychologyseemsgrotesque.Perhapsit isgrotesque.In which
case the claim collapses nto the banality that allexplanations are
implicitly dated. One could also perhaps arguefor a necessary
time-specificityin the philosophicalaccount on linesparallel to
those which Danto uses12 to distinguishbetween con-temporary- and
future-specificdescriptions of events, as in theYeatspoem on Leda
and the Swan: 'A shudder n the loinsengendersthere/Thebrokenwall,
the burningroofand tower/AndAgamemnondead.' But it seems equally
plausible today to argue for a time-specificity in the causal
story. It's not simply what true statementsthere are to make about
the past (the contemporary- or future-specific descriptionsof the
past) which alters; but what one knowsthe past to have been like.
In the same way changes in physical orchemical knowledge may have
effects in geology which alter thegeological story,while the
historyof the human race as such at mostalters the labels attached
to different areas of the geological subject-matter.Even at this
level of abstractionthe argument clearly implies thatthere are two
necessarycomponentsto the identificationf every pastperformance of
philosophical importance, two descriptionsof theact which require
very different verificatory procedures. A majorargument of this
paper is that much of the incoherence and im-plausibility in the
historyof ideas stemsfrom the failure to separatethese adequately
and that most abstractmethodological argumentsin the subject depend
upon an effort to make one of the twodescriptionsof the act
all-importantand the other trivial.They errinprofferingone
descriptionas the overriding, the correct, escriptionof the
performancein place of the other. It seems clear that both
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PHILOSOPHYdescriptionsare in principle correct, that they
constitute answers todifferent questions about the nature of the
act. What is much lessclear (perhaps, even, not always true in
practice) is the claim thatthey cannot be brought off perfectly
well separately. The causalstoryis clearly a very intricatepiece of
historicalexplanationbut thephilosophical analysis may well seem
simpler. May we not follow asuggestion of Alan Ryan'sl3 in leaving
to the historianthe questionof 'what Lockeintended'and confiningour
attention to 'what Lockesaid'? The question then is simply how we
may know 'what Lockesaid'. Perhaps,if we examine the historyof
political theory we shallcontrive to discover such a temporally
inviolate entity.What is it that the history of political thought
is the history of?Two things, at least; the set of
arguedpropositions n the past whichdiscusshow the political world
is and ought to be and what shouldconstitute the criteriafor
properaction within it; the set of activitiesin which men
wereengagedwhen they enunciated thesepropositions.The precise
degree of abstractionwhich places a given propositioninside or
outside the category is obviously pretty arbitrary.But
theidentificationof the continuum on which this breakoccursis
simpleenough-roughly from the Republicor Social Choiceand
IndividualValues o the single expletive 'Fascist'. To the two types
of historythere correspond two sorts of integral explanation,
'rational' andcausal.14Between the two, and punningly
encompassingboth, therelies a third, narrative,which is 'rational'
without the humility andcausal without the criteria of achievement.
The first looks like ahistory of political arguments; the second a
history of politicalarguing. One develops the coherence which a set
of political pro-positionsseemsto have held for its proponentsand
comments on thestatus of this coherence (places it within criteria
of rationality andirrationalityto which we accede today); it maps
the logic of argu-ments and sets these out against its own
prescriptivelogic, so thattheir structurecan be graspedclearly. All
the statements containedin it are statements about the
relationshipsof propositionsto pro-positions. Men, breathing,
excreting, hating, mocking, never stepinside it. Their role is
merelyto label a particularset of propositionswith the name which
they bear themselves. Their names appearin this storybut never
theirselves. It is a tale to be told by clever andsubtle men, and
it signifiesmuch but in it there is neither sound norfury. But
history, surely, is about the world and not about pro-positions.
Where, in the world, do these propositions have theirplace? In what
does their historicityconsist? The answerplainly isthat they are
not merely propositions, logical structures;they arealso
statements. Men have said (or at least written) them. So themen
appear again in the story, appear as speakers.It is in the
role92
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THE IDENTITY OF THE HISTORY OF IDEASof the speakerthat this
disembodimentof the propositionbegins tobe threatened.

For there are three ways in commonsense terms that one
maymisunderstand what it is that a man has said. The meaning
oneattributesto his words may not be a meaning that can
properlybeattributed to them in his public language (in which case
the onlyway the interpretationcould be correctwould be if he
characteristic-ally misused his language in this particular way).
The meaningwhich one attributes to them may not have been that
which heintended them to bear.15The meaning which one attributes to
hisact in saying them may be mistaken. One's identification of
thespeech act may fail in its grasp of the lexical possibilities,of
thehistoricalactualityof the propositionwhich he intended to
enunciate(usuallyone of the lexical possibilities),16 r of what he
was doing insaying it. The failure to grasp a set of
propositionscorrectly may bedue to what is necessarilya
mistranslation an error about language),in fact a
misinterpretationof what someone has said (an errorabouta
propositionalenterpriseof a human being) or a misinterpretationof
his behaviourin saying it (an errorabout the nature of a
complexaction).If the historicity of the history of philosophy or
political theoryconsists n the fact that the statements weremade at
a particulardateby a particularperson,then it seemsthat the
enterpriseof identifica-tion can be confined to the avoidance of
the first two types of mis-understanding.Surely, one might say, it
matterswhat Socratessaid,not just what words he used but what he
was saying in using them-what he meant. But it does not matter, as
far as the history ofphilosophy s concerned,what he wasdoingn
sayingthem.Philosophyas the manipulationof faeces,as the
denunciationof a sibling, as theplacation of a God or a Party, as a
cry of pain, as a mode of self-gratification, may be an apt enough
description of the historicalactivities of philosophers,but it has
nothing to do with the historyofphilosophy. No descriptionof the
psychological state of the philo-sophercan infect the
truthorfalsityof what he maintains.Philosophyis about truth not
about action. It may be a profound sociologicaltruth (well, it
might,anyway) that socialismis a cry of pain.17Butthis tells us
nothing of the truth status of such propositions andarguments as
constitute Socialism. In logical terms, one can yelptruth as
readily as speakit.18The problem, however, is more pressing than
this. There areoccasions on which one cannot know what a man means
unless oneknows what he is doing. Suppose a person were to give a
parodyof the sort of argument normally produced in favour of a
positionwhich he particularly detests-say, in an argument about
the
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PHILOSOPHYjustification for punishing homosexual acts as such,
to describe analleged causal relationshipbetween changes in the
sexual mores ofthe Romanaristocracyand the militarycollapseof the
Roman empirein the West. If, at the end of the impassionedand
sneeringrecital, alistener were to be asked what the speakerin
question had said, itmight be possiblefor him to provide a full
record of the words usedand in the correct order and with
perfectunderstandingof the rulesfor the use for each particularword
and yet still not have understoodwhat was said. Of course, such a
misapprehensioncould readily bedescribedas a failure to graspwhat
the speakerwas doing in sayingthose words; and this is clearly an
apt description.But it does seemat least equally natural to
describeit as not understanding what hewas saying'. 'Doing things
with words' is saying things, just assaying things is doing things
with words.19Parody or even irony arenot just acts which hold the
world at a respectfuldistance. Theyare ways of saying things about
the world. It would surely beimpossibleto write a coherentaccount
of Plato's ideas in the Gorgiasor Hume's in the Dialogues
oncerningaturalReligionwithout takingnote of the fact that some of
the propositionswhich they contain arehighly ironical in character.
On the other hand clearly a coherentaccount of the arguments in
these works does not necessarilyitselfcontain lots of ironical
propositions.The point that needsemphasisis only that the
identificationof what Plato or Hume's argumentsareis contingenton
understandingwhat they were doing in enunciatingcertain
propositionsat particularpoints in their works.But the sortof
specific and primitive failure of identificationhere in question
ishardly the most frequentdanger. Must it not in any case be
possibleto elicit the correctidentificationof the meaningfromthe
text itself?For, it would be mostembarrassingf it is the case
thatwe need someaccurate emotional and cognitive chart of Plato's
experienceswhilewriting the work, or some sort of abridged story of
his intellectualcareer beforehand, in order to grasp it fully,
since we manifestlyknow almost nothing about these except from the
pages of thedialogues.20But, to take a vulgar example from the
causal storyaswe have had it told, just what sort of light does it
shed on theargumentsof the Republic,upposingthat it were in some
sensetrue,to say that it is an instanceof the ideology of the
decliningAthenianpolitical elite?Clearlyit does not tell us whether
any particular argumentin thework is true or false. But if the
claim about the causal story can besustained, it must to some
degree improve our identification of theargumentsas arguments.At
first sight this seems implausible. For,what sort of acts can we
adequately identify in terms of their socialcausation? Crudely, one
can provide an account of the social94
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THE IDENTITY OF THE HISTORY OF IDEAScausation of acts which can
be specified as the performance ofsocially defined roles (this is
circular). These can be widelydifferentiated and may not look as
though they have any socialcomponentat all; attackingthe
government, defending (or affirmingthe rationality of) the social
structure, loving one's wife, praisingGod, philosophising. The sole
necessary condition is that the actmust appear only as an instance
of the role (cf. 'loving one's wife'with 'how one lovesone'swife'),
and the role mustbe specifiedin thedescriptionof the general social
order. The only particularswhichappear in the account must appear
as instances of universals. Nodescription of a social structure,
taken by itself and without theaddition of a huge numberof dated
statementsabout the individual,could enable one to deduce the
complete life storyof the individual.This is quite irrelevant to
the issue of whether one can in principlepredict all human
behaviour; merely a logical feature of anyexplanation of individual
acts in terms of a social structure. Thismanifestly does not mean
that one cannot improve one's under-standing of an individual act
by improving the social descriptionofit (cf. Why is he kneelingin
discomfort n the gloom consumingthattasteless food and
ill-flavoured wine? Answer,he is partakingof theBody and the Blood
of Christ. But compare the complexity todayof the demand: 'Describe
just what he is doing in worshippingGod in that way'). But what
would it mean if it were true, ignoringthe vulgarity of the chosen
phrasing, that the Republicwas ideologyfor the declining Athenian
political elite, as it were, an acceptablesubstitute for being
Critias? It clearly would not mean that anydescription of the
social role of the declining Athenian politicall6ite would have
written the Republicor you. It is a very abstractdescription of the
book and what we are interested in, if we areinterested in the
history of philosophy or political theory, is a
veryconcretedescription.What could be said to be socially
causedaboutthe Republicis at most certain features of it.2l The
authori-tarian political structure of Plato's Utopia is not the
Republic, snot why it appears in the history of political thought,
let alonephilosophy.22But here again we have clearly rejected too
much. For, thosefeatures of the Republicor which we might attempt
to sketch causalexplanations in terms of the social history of
Athens can certainlytell us something about the arguments of the
book as such. It iswhen we come to look for the unstatedpremisesof
Plato'sargumentsor attempt to understandwhy the stated
premisesseemed to him toneed no further extrinsicjustification,
that we see their relevance.All argumentshave to start somewhere.
Different sortsof explana-tions of the plausibilityof a premiseto
an individualprovidedifferent
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PHILOSOPHYsortsof blocking-offpoints to the account which can be
given of hisargument. The constant threat of anachronism,the wholly
spurioustransparency which sometimes characteriseswhat men have
saidin the past, makes the correct identification of the premises
ofargumentsand the explanationof these the
basicpreconditionforanadequate account, whether historicalor
philosophical. If we are tounderstandthe criteria of truth or
falsehood implicit in a complexintellectual architectonic, we have
to understand the structuresofbiographical or social experience
which made these criteria seemself-evident. To abstract an argument
from the context of truth-criteriawhich it was devised to meet is
to convert it into a differentargument. If, in our insistent urge
to learn from the argumentsofthe past, we assume that its
consequently enhanced intelligibilitywill teach us more, we merely
guarantee that what it teaches usmust be somethingdifferent
fromwhat it says and furthermorethatwhat it teachesus must be much
closer to what we alreadyknow. Ifthe effort to learn from
philosophers of the past is a plausiblephilosophical heuristic, it
would be most odd if it can be bestcarried out in generalby failing
to grasp their actual arguments.AsJohn Passmoreput it recently:
'Too often, indeed, such polemicalwritingsconsistin telling men of
strawthat they have no brains'.23If we wish to exploit the
causalstory, the historyof philosophising,for such a purpose, and
if we are never granted access to the veryspecial causal
storiespreviouslysuggestedas paradigmsfor explana-tion, from what
sort of stories can we benefit? Motive-explanationsand ideological
explanationscan both be made causal in form (theformerwith
somedifficulty)and bothcouldundersome circumstanceslend greater
intelligibility to a complex structureof ideas; but theycertainly
raise problems. Even a sociological theory like func-tionalism
swildlyevasivewhengivenconsistentcausal nterpretation24and there
have been psychological experiments about emotionsdesigned to
establishempiricallywhat are necessary ogical truths.25Even if they
are to functionas blocks to furtherrational explanationthey must be
rationally-connected motives or ideologies or noexplanationcan be
providedof the specificintellectualexplicandum,just a description
of it which suppresses ts intellectual specificity.Clearly the sort
of jejune retrospectivesociology of knowledge orrandom biographical
information which we have at our disposalbefore,say, the
nineteenthcenturyare not going to help very much.But even if this
is very much a counsel of perfection,or despair, it isnot one which
we can honourablyavoid. There must be a point inany argument at
which a man stops being able to give reasons-and at that point the
organismhas to give them for the man. Some,very general, seem
almost biological data; like the demand to give96
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THE IDENTITY OF THE HISTORY OF IDEASgeneral reasonsfor the
practice of self-preservation.Such a request,while it is
intelligible enough to some (could even be said to have awhole
modern philosophy devised as an attempted answer), mustsimply seem
a category mistake to most people. A few such teleo-logical laws
are widely credited as axioms. In describing a philo-sophical
project coherently some of the premisesmust be authenti-cated in
this way, extra-intellectually.Any deductive system musthave some
axioms and there are some claims for anyone which aresimply axioms,
where a request for a reason for the statement willonly be met by a
causal explanationof its axiomaticstatus, that it isone of the
stipulationsof this man's history. 'Ijust do think eatingpeople is
wrong.' Such causal explanations may be hard indeed tofind in the
past. Even if our explanatory accounts come to includeexplicit
fictions as explanatory terms (and after all most
historicalaccounts contain more or less discreet fictions), at
least this willenable others to attempt to test their truthor
falsity.Only if we learnto make our fictions explicit are we ever
likely to escape from ourpresent conceptual morass, from the
persisting problem of neverknowingjust what we are talking
about.26

Having in this disheartened way evaded the question ofwhat sort
of stories to look for in the history of philosophising,there
remains the question of what to look for the stories of.
Thehistoryofphilosophy,that Platonicactivitywhich
hasbeenextricatedbelatedly from causality, deodorised,
anaesthetised, pure, thathistorymust necessarilybe written in
termsof currentphilosophicalinterests.This does not mean that it
has to be falsified n termsof ourcurrentphilosophicaltastes,
becausethe causal story, in so far as wecan still discoverit, has
always to be elaboratedfirst. Its historicityis its sufficientand
its sole legitimateimmunityfromourphilosophicalprejudices.To call
these arbitraryis vacuous. A man for whom thephilosophical
articulations of a society, thinned out in the
tortuousdistillations of rationality from 'the fury and the mire of
humanveins', appear arbitraryis a man whose inadvertence takes in
boththe philosophical and the causal stories, a man for whom
every-thing must be arbitrary.And in the insightthat
everyhumaninterestis arbitrary(as with the story that all human
experienceis a dream)we do not gain a truth, we merely lose a word.
If we did not writeit in terms of these
currentphilosophicalintereststhere would be nointerests n termsof
which to defineit. A philosophicalanalysisof theRepubliceemsapt,
where one of the Iliad or the Gortyn odedoes not,and this
scarcelyraisesa problem. Epics and law codes in primitivesocieties
simply are not philosphical-even though one might be alittle
embarrassedby being pressedon the statusof-say-Blake, orMilton, or
Dante; and even though Peter Winch writes as though97
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PHILOSOPHYany sociological analysis of the GortynCodewas
necessarily 'philo-sophical'.27No doubt there are true claims to be
made in these areasby some-what stretching the meaning of the word
'philosophical'. But thecentral point remains that epics and law
codes are conceptuallyset in well-defined areas of activity,
whatever one can learn fromthem about the history of
philosophy,28and appeal explicitly orimplicitly for their standing
to many criteria altogether discretefrom the nature of truth.29The
historyof philosophy,likethe historyof science, must needs be Whig
as to subject-matter, ust as, like allhistory, it must be Tory as
to truth. This does not mean that oneshould necessarilytudy Kant
rather than ChristianWolff; only thatone should select
philosophically interesting philosophy, after onehas identified
what philosophy there is to study.30The criteriaforselectingthis,
as indeed in a broader sense the criteria of what in theindentified
past is philosophy at all, are provided by philosophytoday. But the
criteriaprovided by philosophy today need never bemerely those of
philosophy yesterday. The criterion of futurephilosophical interest
is the achievementof the investigator,not thetradition of the
Schools. What we can learn from the past is alwayswhat we can
succeedin learning;and the educativepast can change-as if some
disused Mendip lead-workingwere one day to disclosea new and
precioussort of uranium.But this hardly provides any very helpful
direction. To bringtogether the threads of Utopian persuasion,we
must return to thecontexts of the utterances which men produce. If
a statement isconsideredin a fully open context, its meaning may be
any lexicallypossible set of colligationsof the uttered
propositions.A man mightmean by it anything that a man might mean
by it. The problem ofinterpretationis always the problem of closing
the context. Whatcloses the context in actuality is the intention
(and, much morebroadly, the experiences) of the speaker. Locke, in
talking, talksabout what he talks about. The problem of the
historian is alwaysthat his experience also drastically closes the
context of utterance;indeed all too readilyturnsa fact about the
past into a fact about theintellectual biographyof the historian.If
in the seventeenthcenturyLockeand Hobbes are the two English
politicaltheoristswhomwe allread and if, had we been writing
Locke's majorwork, we shouldsurely have wished to address ourselves
mainly to the works ofHobbes, it is a very simple ellipse to
supposethat Lockemust surelyhave been addressinghimself to Hobbes.
Indeed it is so simple thatmen will go to the most extraordinarily
ntricate theoreticallengthsto rescuethis somewhatsubjective
appearance'.31 he solutionto thehistorian'sproblem is formally
simple, to substitute the closure of98
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THE IDENTITY OF THE HISTORY OF IDEAScontext provided by the
biographyof the speakerfor that providedby the biography of the
historian.But such a projectis not merely,in a trivial sense and
pace Collingwood, logically impossible. It isalso in a more
pragmatic sense overwhelmingly difficult. But thedifficultyis not
one which we can consciouslyagree to evade. Com-municating what
Locke said and understandingwhat Locke saidboth involve making
comprehensible the utterance of Locke.It ishere that the symmetry
between understanding, explaining andgiving an account of a
philosphicalclaim becomesstrongest.For anyof these activities must
necessarily include what are in effectabridgmentsof the other two
activities and any of them which failsto do so may be in principle
corrigibleby either of the othertwo. Theproblem of communicating,
for instance, the meaning of Plato'sRepublico an audience, the sort
of problem which the dim privacyof our writing in the history of
ideas so notably fails to solve, is theprototypical problem for the
historian of ideas. For it demandsnot the sort of flashingof
professionalcredit cards, the Great Chainof Being,
associationism,Vico, which serve well enough inside
theprofessionwhen we all feel tired, that rigid and dead reaction
torecognisedpointswhich as ProfessorWisdomcomplainedofaestheticsis
'sometimes found in dog fanciers and characteristic of
thepharisees',32but grasping the point of the original
intellectualenterprise.In the reconstitution of this enterprise,the
identificationof the problem, the identification, again pace
Collingwood, of whyit was a problem for its proponent (and why many
things whichwould be for us were not for him-firmly a part of the
causal story),and in the critical judgment of the solution, we turn
a theoremabout an intellectual enterprise in the past into an
intellectualenterprise n the present.All the premises n our own
understandingand representationare insertedfirmlyinto the past as
hypothesesforhistorical adjudication. When the audience can think
of no morequestionsto ask and when we can think of no new
questionsto askand can get no more answersto our old questionsfrom
the evidence,such an investigation is completed; until the next
investigationfollows in due course. What I wish to emphasise is
that such aninvestigation, if at any time it were carried to a
conclusion,wouldbe the only sort of explanation which would
necessarilymeet boththose types of criticism of the history of
ideas in general or thehistoryof philosophyor political theory in
particularwhich I beganby noting. All this indeed is whistling to
keep our courage up andin no immediatedangerof instantiation. But
unlesswe have a pictureof the possible shape of success, it will be
hard to see why we do itall so badly.33King'sCollege,Cambridge.
99


	
8/14/2019 The Identity of the History of Ideas.pdf

17/21

PHILOSOPHY1Imean this term to be used aswidely as its use in
common speech would suggest,its subject-matteras, in principle, all
past thoughts, not just the rather individual

meaning given to it by ProfessorLovejoy and his pupils. The
argument of thepiece is that the histories of particular
intellectual practices, of science, history,political theory,
economics, theology, etc., are special instances of this
singleunitary category and that whatever autonomy they enjoy within
it is simply amatter of literaryconvenience. In other words it is
denied that a coherent accountcan be given of any of them which
lends to them any sort of epistemologicaldiscreteness.tThis claim
is clearly more plausible when made about the history of
politicaltheory than it is, for instance, about the history of
philosophy. But it seems to meto be quite unmet by even such a
helpful series of treatments as those edited byProfessor Passmore
in Beiheft No. 5, 'The Historiography of the History ofPhilosophy',
of the journal Historyand Theory.For examples of the two
differentperspectivesin the historyof political theory in work of
some distinction see on theone hand Alan Ryan, 'Locke and the
Dictatorship of the Bourgeoisie', PoliticalStudies,vol. VIII, No. 2
(June, 1965), p. 219 and on the other, Quentin Skinner,'Hobbes's
Leviathan'(review article on F. C. Hood, The Divine Politics
ofThomasHobbes)The Historical ournal,vol. VII, No. 2 (1964), p.
333. For anexample of the sort of differencewhich is likely to
appear in full-length treatmentsfrom these different perspectives
cf. Howard Warrender, The PoliticalPhilosophyof Hobbes(Oxford:
1957) with the treatment of Hobbes in C. B. Macpherson,ThePolitical
Theory f PossessivendividualismOxford: 1962).8It seems to be the
case that the interpretation of the famous passage in DavidHume's
Treatiseof HumanNatureon deducing 'ought' statements from 'is'
state-ments has been distorted in just this way. Cf. Treatise, Bk.
III, 1, i, with, e.g.R. M. Hare, TheLanguagef Morals(Oxford: 1952),
p. 29. Butthis is controversial.Cf. A. C. Macintyre, 'Hume on Is
and Ought ', PhilosophicalReview,vol.LXVIII (October, 1959) with R.
F. Atkinson, 'Hume on Is and Ought .A Reply to Mr Macintyre',
Philosophical eview,vol. LXX (April, 1961); M. J.Scott-Taggart,
'Macintyre's Hume', PhilosophicalReview, vol. LXX (April,1961).
Later, Geoffrey Hunter, 'Hume on Is and Ought ',
Philosophy,ol.XXXVII (April, 1962). Antony Flew, 'On the
Interpretationof Hume', Philosophy,

vol. XXXVIII (April, 1963) and Geoffrey Hunter, 'A Reply to
ProfessorFlew',Philosophy,ol. XXXVIII (April, 1963).4In practice,
it does not always seem relevant in particular instances. The
sensein which it is true is I hope made clear by the end of the
paper.'This list is, of course, a caricature and intended as such.
It is not even adequateas a preliminary typology of the sort of
books there are. Notably it does not beginto give an account of the
best or the worst of the books that are written. In thelatter case
this is hardly a vice. But it is important to emphasise, in order
to avoidmisunderstanding, the very remarkable quality of much of
the work which hasbeen done in these subjects by Cassirer,Koyrd,
Kemp Smith, Lovejoy and manyothers.Ihave learnt most from the
following, without fully agreeing with any of them:R. G.
Collingwood, TheIdeaof History Oxford pb. ed.: 1961); Patrick
Gardiner,The Nature of HistoricalExplanation Oxford: 1952); William
Dray, Laws andExplanationn History(Oxford: 1957); W. B. Gallie,
Philosophy nd the HistoricalUnderstandingLondon: 1964); A. Donagan,
TheLaterPhilosophyfR. G.Collingwood(Oxford: 1962); A. Danto,
AnalyticalPhilosophy f History(Cambridge: 1965);various of the
articles edited by Patrick Gardiner in Theories f History
Glencoe,Ill.: 1959) and the journal, Historyand Theory ed. George
Nadel); also from two100
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THE IDENTITY OF THE HISTORY OF IDEASstriking works by practising
historians, T. S. Kuhn, The Structure f
ScientificRevolutionsChicago: 1962) and E. H. Gombrich, Art
andIllusion(London: 1959).

'Most historical writing for better or worse does not consist
largely of explana-tions. This lends an adventitious force to the
position of the critics of 'causal'explanation. But if the stories
are still to be true, some sort of concern for causalityseems to be
inexpugnable. The most elegant literary constructsin history do
cometo grief on aesthetically trivial facts. Pragmatically the
dispute is really over whatto do with the data, once gathered. The
solution must surely be that a historianmay organise them in any
way which he can show to be conceptually coherent.In the particular
instance which I am discussing in this paper the difficulty hasbeen
that the conceptual organisation chosen has often deformed the
data.Different historians do (and there can be no reason why they
should not) designtheir work as attempts at applied general
sociology or at 'storieswhich happen tobe true'.
Professionaldisputes may, causally, arise over this difference of
taste butthey are conducted, by professional etiquette, as disputes
over the truthof pro-positionsabout the data. In this, at least,
professionaletiquette seems unassailable.'This does not, of course,
means that such a novel form of comprehension couldnever come our
way, just that it would be novel, i.e. we cannot know what itwould
be like until we know what it is like. See very helpfully Charles
Taylor,TheExplanation f BehaviourLondon: 1964), pp. 45-48 esp.'This
claim is ambiguous. It does not hold for those propositions the
truth orfalsity of which depends solely upon the speaker's
sincerity in asserting them;reports of intentions, more dubiously
promises. For a superb account of theproblems raised by these see
J. L. Austin, How to do thingswith words(Oxford:1962). Issues of
sincerity do affect the truth status of propositions in works of
thehighest intellectual complexity (indeed, this insight has been
made the key to anentire method of interpretation by Professor Leo
Strauss and his distinguishedgroup of pupils from the University of
Chicago), but it is clear that the truth statusof any propositionof
any descriptive complexity cannot restpurely on the sincerityof its
proponent.1?There s an important conventional sense in which one
can understand whatanyone says without knowing whether it is true
or false. But consider, for example,the project of writing a
history of science without beliefs as to the truth or falsityof any
scientific proposition. Conversely, if Aristarchus thought that the
earthmoved around the sun, we can understand the notion, as
expressedin these terms,without much difficulty. But we do not
thereby know, or at least may not know(i.e. do not know)what
Aristarchus meant unless we know the ontological andphysical
contexts at the very least which gave definition to his claim.
Rudely,what we know is that Aristarchusanticipated one of our more
firmly establishedbeliefs. But this is self-celebratorygibberish,
not history. It is a poor attempt atunderstandingAristarchus.

i Here,as elsewhere,this phraseis used for exemplary purposes.I
have no wish toforeclose on any form of attained causal
explanations of behaviour, but I do notwish, particularly in the
face of Charles Taylor's The Explanationof Behaviour(London: 1964),
to assert that the explanations must be ultimately reducible
tostatements in a 'physical-object' data language-whether a
peripheralist analysisof behaviour or a centralistanalysis in terms
of neuro-physiologyor bio-chemistry.1aArthurC. Danto, Analytical
hilosophy f History Cambridge: 1965).The wholebook is devoted to
expounding the importance of the difference between
con-temporary-specific and future-specific descriptions of events,
say, for example,ours and theirs, to the understandingof
historicalanalysis.The Yeats poem is verydeftly quoted at page 151.
To rephrase Danto's point, the data-language of history
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PHILOSOPHYchanges throughout history. The future constantly
changes the set of truedescriptive statements which could in
principle be made about the past. Nocontemporary description of an
event can take this particular sort of account ofthe future which
it 'engenders'.

10p.cit. (note (1) above), p. 219. Such an account (sc. an
analysisof Locke'sconcept of property, taken from the
SecondTreatisealone) 'may perhaps be indanger of refutation by the
historian as an account of whatLocke ntended.t is inless, even no,
danger of contradiction from such a quarter as an account of
whatLocke aid. And in case this is thought too small a claim, let
me point out that weusually hold people to what they say, rather
than to what they suppose to followfrom what they meant to say.' I
should like to emphasise that the very ablearticle in question does
not in practice suffer at all from ill consequencesderivingfrom
this, to me, misconceived methodological doctrine.4Thisagain is a
wild over-simplification. I have deliberately begged the
mostintractable question about psychological explanation (what the
form of anadequate causal explanation of a piece of human behaviour
would be) by talkingof the more behavioural 'activity' rather than
the more intellectualist 'act'. Iquite accept that understandingan
act is neverjust a matter of subsuming a pieceof behaviour under a
set of causal laws, but I should certainly want to claim thatpart
of doing so is frequently just such an operation. But cf. Alasdair
Macintyre,'A Mistake about Causalityin Social Science' in Peter
Laslett andW. G. Runciman,Philosophy,PoliticsandSociety(2nd Series)
(Oxford: 1962) and convergent argu-ments in Anthony Kenny,
Action,Emotionand Will (London: 1963); CharlesTaylor, The
Explanation f BehaviourLondon: 1964). Also Peter Winch, TheIdeaof a
SocialScience London: 1958).LI.e. it may not have been what he
meant, cf. notes (13) and (9) above. What aman meant to say may
differ from what he succeeded in saying in numerous ways.He may,
for instance, as in many of the cases considered by Sigmund Freud
in thePsychopathologyf EverydayLife, speak a word different from
the word which heintended to speak; or he may speak a word in a
foreign language thinking that ithas a meaning which is other than
the meaning which it does have, a commonoccurrence; or he may use a
word in his own language persistently while mis-understanding its
meaning (whether by mistaking it for another with a similarsound, a
malapropism; or by simple mis-identification). All of these seem
peri-pheral. It is hard to imagine a man who never said what he
meant to say (not,of course, one who never said what he meant
(where meant = felt like saying).There is nothing conceptually
difficult in the notion of a consistent hypocrite.Indeed, if by
chance one were confronted by someone who never said what theymeant
to say, one could only interpret their behaviour as the result of
severe andpeculiar brain damage. There are, of course, numerous
instances where men saythings which are not consistent with other
things which they say or feel and onecould, under some
circumstances,describe these states of affairsas instances of
mennot meaning what they say. But this is a very derivative usage
and surely cannot

be construed as meaning that they did not intend to convey what
they did conveybut rather that they did not realise the
implications of what they, intentionally,said and would not have
said it if they had realised these. The suggestionin note (13)above
depends upon there being a general distinction between what men
succeedin saying and what they intend to say. The distinction which
doesexist betweenthese two scarcely seems of the right type. If one
is interested in trying to under-stand an argument, the least one
wculd normally attempt to do is to establishwhatthe protagonist
meant.6 It s more common for someone from an alien culture to
misunderstandwhat a102
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THE IDENTITY OF THE HISTORY OF IDEASperson has said than it is
for people in any culture not to say what they mean.I Cf. Emile
Durkheim, Socialismand Saint-Simon New York, pb. ed.: 1958),p.
41.I.e. say it yelpingly; not yelps are propositions. Just that the
truth-status(whatever that may be) of the proposition 'God is Love'
is no differentwhere it isgasped out by the dying martyr in the
blood-stained arena from when it isenunciated with the plummy
self-assuranceof a well-fed agnostic in a role which isreligious
only as an inconvenient historical hangover.See J. L. Austin, How
todothingswith words Oxford: 1962), passim.20Foran example of the
acute interpretative difficulties which this fact raises,see the
remarkable reconstruction by ProfessorRyle, Plato'sProgress
Cambridge:1966).21Thisdoes not mean that the ideas of stupid people
can be explained causallywhile the ideas of those who share our own
incomparable advantages elude suchcrude determination-though there
is a faint and horrible grain of truth in anextreme version of such
a view. Cf. Karl Popper's famous argument (set out inbrief in the
preface to ThePoverty f Historicism, p. ix-xi and refs. there
(London:1960, 2nd ed.). But the Popper argument does not apply to
making causalstatements about past ideas-it is the logical oddity
of predicting new ideas onwhich it insists. It is a purely
contingent (though highly intractable) fact that inthe case of the
Republic he sort of data which survive go no distance
whatevertowards providing an account of the sufficient conditions
for the writing of thebook.

2Cf. Eugene Kamenka, 'Marxism and the History of Philosophy', in
Beiheft 5.Historyand Theory,pp. 83-104.John Passmore, 'The Idea of
a History of Philosophy', in Beiheft 5, Historyand Theory,p.
13.See, briefly, W. G. Runciman, SocialScienceandPolitical Theory
Cambridge:1963) cap. 6. For a penetrating account of the sources
and deficiencies of thenotion as employed by Malinowski see E. R.
Leach, 'The Epistemological Back-ground to Malinowski'sEmpiricism',
in Man andCulture:An Evaluation f theWorkof BronislawMalinowski ed.
Raymond Firth, London: 1957).2Anthony Kenny, Action,Emotion nd Will
(London: 1963), pp. 28-51.6Thereare, of course, dangers in learning
to talk precisely about fictionsinsteadof trying to talk about the
confusionsof the world. Cf. in another area C. WrightMills,
TheSociologicalmaginationNew York: 1959). But it is still important
in allinnocence to advocate the attempt to combine both.Peter
Winch, The Ideaof a SocialScience Lcndon: 1958), passim.28As a part
of the causal story, this can be very considerable indeed. Cf.
onPlato, Arthur W. H. Adkins, Merit andResponsibilityOxford:
1950).2gNot that one would not employ philosophical notions at any
point in theattempt to explain and assess them; only, that most of
the operation of under-standing them (even after the storyof how
they come to be there is told completely)

has nothing to do with philosophy.3?Mutatismutandis,his would
apply to the history of any specialised form ofreflection. Each
such special extrapolation is derived from an unitary matrix,
thecausal story of past human thought, the set of necessary and
sufficient conditionsfor the set of past human thoughts.8lSee Peter
Laslett (ed.), John Locke, Two Treatises f
GovernmentCambridge:1960), pp. 67-76. I am currently attempting to
set out the characterwhich the bookdid bear as it was written, in a
full-length study, 'The Political Philosophy ofJohn Locke'.
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PHILOSOPHY8Proc. Arist. Soc. supplementary vol. XXII, 'Things
and Persons' (quoted byJohn Passmore, 'The Dreariness of
Aesthetics', in William Elton (ed.), Aesthetics

andLanguageOxford: 1959), p. 40.a Thispaper arises out of
several years of discussionof the subjectwith Mr PeterLaslett and,
especially, Mr Quentin Skinner (see his article 'The Limits
ofHistorical Explanations', Philosophy,ol. XLI (July, 1966), for a
partly analogous,partly contrasting view). I am very grateful to
them both. Dr M. I. Finley, DrR. M. Young and MrsJoanna Ryan very
kindly read it through and helped me toclarify a number of points.
Where it remainsopaque, it does so through no fault oftheirs, but
merely as a result of my own obstinacy.
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