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Pearson (K.) The Grammar of Science.
London: A & C. Black. 1900
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“He emphasized repeatedly that science
can only describe the “how” of phenomena
and can never explain the “why”, and
stressed the necessity of eliminating from
science all elements over which theology

and metaphysics may claim jurisdiction.”
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1. All science is description and not

explanation. (p.5)

2. The scientific law is a description, not

a prescription. (p 77)

3. The discussion of the previous chapter
has led us to see that law in the scien-
tific sense only describes in mental short-

hand the sequences of our perception.
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It does not explain why those perceptions
have a certain order nor why that order
repeats itself; the law discovered by
science introduces no element of neces-
sity into the sequence of our sense-
impressions; it merely give a concise
statement of how changes are taking

place. (p,99)

4. Science is the description in conceptual
shorthand (never the explanation) of the
routine of our perceptual experience (p,
279)
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7. “Conceptual Discontinuity of
Bodies”
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Z ZARIZ The Grammar of Science % B\
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DS “Conceptual Discontinuity of Bodies:
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Foremost among the physicist’s reasons
for postulating the discontinuity of bodies
is the elasticity which we notice in all of
them. Air can be placed under a piston
in a cylinder and compressed: a bar of
wood can be bent—in other words, a por-
tion of it squeezed and another portion

stretched.
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. Morgan 7 B~
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OB 7 hypothesis, ether, ion, electron Academy Feb. 8, & 22 1902
O4: 4% germ-plasm HFE#E / IAF Geddes 100-101
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93

OCrozier Metaphysics &AL chapter 7 B2 Civ. 48

LREOX S 2 xDHLIE2 RN LAERRE
EAHTWS. ZORTEXT7=351Thd L
MHETWBN, TOFBII A =DOF I H T
5. AW D% “hydrogen / solidification” T
5. THEFDOFTI S O\VTuigy. KEH
ADELEBERTHZOFENE S LTHERERLZ
CREBCTHDHDES D I

BHItHRRAKFE D ADELIZA F Y ADF 2 7 —
(J. Dewar) & X - TI1898FEDHWALDHIHIT 5] &
BEWTERHLELDDT, chiRL-T~Y v all
HNOFTRTOZMHEYWEDOHLEBEMNLTES LS
isote. ZHRIFAI v v ¥ VicEZE LcER
DODHFFETH . ThRLTHI D2 kHY
Thb.

bred Lize7 v vo FREFEOHE] ohics
DEEMELNLTWD I EERER LK. LR
EDNE, Cause and Effect-Probability, 13
Probable and Provable iZ KD X 5 I T\ 5.

Suppose the solidification of hydrogen to
have been once accomplished by an experi-
menter of known probity and caution, and
with a method in which criticism fails to
detect any flaw. What is the probability
that on repetition of the same process the
solidification of hydrogen will follow ?

Now Laplace has asserted that the prob-
ability that an event which has occured p
times and has not hitherto failed will occur
again, is represented by the fraction p+1
/p+2. Hence in the case of hydrogen the
probability of repetition would only be 2/
3, or, as we popularly say, the odds would

be two to one in its favour.
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On Natsume Soseki’s View of Science in Bungakuron

Taro TACHIBANA
(Josai University)

Natsume Soseki treated the literature from
the view-point of psychology in Bungakuron.
In this work, he expressed his view of science
that the function of science is the description
and not the explanation, in other word, science
can only describe the “how” and can never
explain the “why”. By examining his view,
it was concluded that Soseki wrote it by refe-
rence to K. Pearson’s The Grammar of Science
(1900). Its most clear evidence is that the
term, “Conceptual Discontinuity of Bodies” is

found both in Bungakuron and in The Gram-
mar of Science. Pearson’s philosophy of
science is an empiricism which is associated
with the line of British philosophers in the
18th century. Since Soseki also has been
considered an empiricist in the literary world,
his view of science is consistent with his phi-
losophy. The background of Soseki’s view of
science was discussed in connection with the
history of science in the beginning of the 20-

th century.



