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Foreword

While history is basically a science for the study of
development in a period or over some periods of time, the
philosophy, of history essentially aims at determining the
nature and significance of that development in a logical way.
In other words, both are interested in human past,, though the
historian's concern is the understanding and analysis of the
past, while the philosopher of history would draw on
historical writings for a comprehensive explanation of the
historical processes and conceptualization of these processes.
The fact that history by nature is more analytic and more
explanatory than chronicle of account or narrative of the past
is justifying enough to explain its causal dependence. And for
the same reason, the historians are also philosophers in their
own field. They not only describe a development but also
explain the causes and effects of such a development. They
make the facts speak for themselves in complete nuances and
ramifications and go further to explain if something had
happened, why did it happen, and if not, why not. The basic
tools of a historian are the data or source material, but he also
reads between the lines and applies his mind to link the text
and the context, to interpret the information and to draw the
conclusions and formulations. These conclusions and

formulations draw him closer to the philosophers of history
who use the historical writings to conceptualize the human
past and to predict the future on the basis of historical expla
nations. To a philosopher of history, the causal explanation
relates to the past and teleological explanation points to the
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future; and to a historian, the future is predicted on the basis
of the past. The past is an experience and an index to what
may come in the future. The lesson of history is that if the
conditions which contributed to a particular situation or event
or development in the past do repeat then one should be ready
to face same situation or event or development under similar
conditions.

The processes in the history of mankind are older than the
discipline called history and these processes came into action
as soon as the~man dawned on earth. The civilizations in
different parts of our planet experienced these processes, or
at least some of these, at different points of time and this fact
explains why the levels of development differ from region to
region. The conditions which determine the courses of history
appeared in some region later, or even much later, than oth
ers. The North-Eastern Region of India, or North East India,
which stands between two important geographical divisions
representing two great civilizations of the world, namely,
Indian and Chinese, is known for geographical, ethnic, lin
guistic, cultural and economic diversities in itself. Described
by Dr. Suniti Kumar Chattopadhyay as "the Eastern Gateway
for passage of Peoples,Commodities and Ideas between China
and India", the total geographical area of the region today is
2,55,037 square kilometres. Its international boundary with
Bangladesh, Myanmar (Burma), China (including Tibet) and
Bhutan runs to 4,200 kilometres, while it is connected with
the rest of India by the narrow 'Siliguri neck' of less than 20
kilometres in North Bengal. The major portion of the regionis
hilly. Arunachal Pradesh, Meghalaya, Mizoram and Nagaland
are hill states with minor patches or dots of dales and valleys,
while Assam, Manipur and Tripura cover both hills and plains.
The Brahmaputra and the Barak, both of which ultimately
confluence in the Meghna in East Bengal (now Bangladesh)
are the two great rivers of the region. The Brahmaputra Val
ley and the Barak Valley (the latter includes the adjoining
plains portion ofTripura) are the major plains tracts connected
with Northern Bengaland the South-East Bengal respectively.
The Manipur Valley is virtually encircled by the hills, barring
a narrow plains tract provided by the slim trans-Barak basin
which connects the Manipur Valley with the Barak Valley. The
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Brahmaputra Valley, which is the largest plains tract in the
region, extends for about 600 kilometres from Sadiya in the
East to Dhubri in West Assam where the Brahmaputra turns
towards the south and along the western edge of the Garo
Hills of Meghalaya. The valley of the Brahmaputra is only
about 75 kilometres wide and it was easily accessible from
Bengal plains on the west even in early times. Barring the
opening to Bengal plains near Dhubri that forms a narrow
neck, the rest of the Valley is bordered by a continuous hills
chain in succession, by theMeghalaya plateauor Assam range,
Naga hills, Arunachal hills and Bhutan, like a garland. The
valleys of Brahmaputra and the Barak are separated from each
other by a segment of the Assam range, i.e. North Cachar
Hills, immediately intervening between the two. The Barak
Valle'y-Tripura plains tract, which is commonly called Ishan
Banga or North-East Bengal, is bounded on three sides by the
North Cachar hills, Manipur hills, Mizo hills and the
Chittagong hills forming virtually a high wall, while on the
fourth it is followed in slow succession by the plains districts
of Bengal without disturbing the landscape. The hilPs division
starts from the western slope of the Garo hills. Khasi-Jaintia
hills, and the North Cachar hills, and then it joins the Mikir
(Kar'bi) hills, Naga hills, Arunachal hills and the Bhutan hills,
which together form part of the Eastern Himalayas. The Naga
hills Manipur hills, Mizo hills and the adjoining hills inBurma
also'form a chain of mountain ranges. The Brahmaputra Val
ley, Meghalaya hills, Barak Valley and Tripura thus directly
border Bengal, while Manipur and Tripura has direct access
to Burma, Arunachal to Tibet (China) and Assam to Bhutan.
No wonder, despite the geographical and political isolation
and difficult terrains, the states and tribal formations in North
East India maintained commercial contacts between the natu
ral divisions and also across these divisions, through buffer
zones and communities, in the region as well as with
neighbouring Bengal, Bhutan, Tibet, China and Burma since
time immemorial.

The migrations and settlement of the peoples in the re
gion inearliest periods ofhistorical development also occurred
on thebasis ofdirect accessibility. The migrations were through
the easily available routes. The Indo-Aryans and the
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CHAPTER 1

introduction

The function of philosophy of history was considered to be
one that of determining the nature and significance of the
human past. And this concept of history of philosophy was
held to be valid and correct until almost the end ofnineteenth
century. Philosophy of history so regarded has had along and
distinguished career beginning from Graeco-Roman times and
ending with the grand theories expounded by great philoso
phers of history such as Vico, Hegel, Comte, and Marx. This
traditional view of philosophy of history claimed that the
philosophers of history were primarily concerned with the
same subject-matter as historians in the over simplified way
as mentioned earlier, however, approaching it from a differ
ent direction, which was at variance with that of the histori
ans. The philosophers of history were occupied with the
ambitious programme of offering an all-comprehensive inter
pretation of the historical process as a whole, and not with the
rather limited and partial inquiries that were to be found in
ordinary historical work. In other words, the philosophers of
history aimed at a holistic approach. However, it must be
pointed out that these philosophers of history more often than
not conceptualized the past in different ways. Of these differ
ent ways, two are very fundamental and important, which are
as follows: (1) Perceiving the past as manifesting a xniilmear
progression towards abetter state, and (2) perceiving acyclical
pattern of the past that involved the continuous repetition of
recognizable models of growth and decay. Those philosophers
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Introduction

It may not be out of place here to make a distinction be
tween history and philosophy of history. Needless to point
out that a discussion on the nature of philosophy of history is
a precondition for writing a book on philosophy of history.
Philosophers and historians differ in their views as to the

-nature of this branch of philosophy. Even the practising phi
losophers of history agree to disagree with each other about
the proper subject matter of this unique discipline. To deter
mine the nature as well as the exact subject matter of this
discipline, it will bi helpful to discuss four familiar and yet
important viewpoints on this matter albeit in a rather per
functory manner. According to the first view, it is the business
of the philosophers of history to emphasize the broader and
metaphysical implications of philosophy of history, which
consists in speculating about the ontological categories that
are to be used in talking about 'being-as-such'. The
second view assigns the task of giving an exposition of the
pre-suppositions and pre-dispositions of the historians to the
philosopher of history. Adopting this view, the philosopher of
history may point out that the historians pre-suppose that
there is some sort of order in nature, and he may point that
the preferences of the historians for deterministic laws, or for
mechanistic rather than teleological explanation. The third
view treats philosophy of history as a discipline which analy
ses and clarifies the concepts and theories of history. This is
to say that there are certain types of conceptual analysis that
should be classified as part of philosophy of history. What
types of conceptual analysis are they? The fourth view of
philosophy of history answers this crucial question. This view
is that philosophy of history is a second-order criteriology,
which seeks to answer the following kinds of questions: (i)
What are the distinguishing features of fristorical inquiry?
(ii) What procedures should be prescribed to historians in
investigating the human past? (iii) What conditions must a

-historical explanation satisfy in order to be correct? This view
recognizes three orders of discipline, namely, 0 (zero) level
order, first level order, and second level order. The following
chart brings out the distinction between these three levels
crystal clear.
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Introduction

The third chapter gives a conspectus of Hume's Theory of
History. Hume's addition theory of knowledge is highlighted
here. It has been pointed out that though Hume is a particu-
larist in epistemology, metaphysics, and religion, he seems to
uphold universalism in history. Hume's theory of history is
made relevant in case of the historical writings on North-East

'India.

Kmit's Philosophy of History forms the fourth chapter in
whichan attempt is made to reconstruct Kant's Philosophy of
History logically with the help of his History of Reason,
History as the Moral Totality and The History of Philosophy
and its Architectonic. As it has been my wont, the writings on
North-East India have been related to Kant's Philosophy of
History.

The fifth chapter critically evaluates Hegel's Philosophy of
History. The historical writings of the eminent historian S. K.
Bhuyan on North East India have been cited as an example of
his closeness to at least one of the fundamental principles of
Hegel's philosophy of History.

The sixth chapter on "Karl Marx's Theory of History" tries
to explicate Karl Marx's theory of history as a normative one.
In this connection, a normative approach has been suggested
to understand better the multi-ethnic, multi-cultural, multi-
linguistic and multi-religious North-Eastern society.

The seventh chapter is concerned with one of the greatest
philosophers of modern India. It discusses Sri Aurobindo's
Theory of History with the help of Hegelian Idealism, Indian
Idealism and Universalism, especially with regard to religion.
It also connects Sri Aurobindo's theory with that of some
historical writings on North-East India.

The eighth chapter deals with "Karl Popper and the Poverty
of Historicism". It tries to invalidate the argument of Popper,
which tries to refute historicism. As in the" other chapters, I
have drawn some inspiration from the historical writings
on North-East India in order to provide substance to my
argument.
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T/ic Loji'c of Historical Analifsis 7

of Bengal phenomenon on the basis of geographical and
sociological structure of that valley. He makes use of the names
of places, rivers and hills to substantiate his contentions.^ I
am inclined to believe that he offers this explanation as a
logical one. It would, however, be erroneous to conclude that
singular statements have no place in the theoretical sciences,
or that universal or general statements have no place in his
torical inquiry. I claim that historical inquiry makes use of
general statements for the following reason. Historians often
aim to be more than mere chroniclers of the past by attempt
ing to understand and explain recorded action in terms of
their causes and consequences. In order to do this, they must
assume certain well-established laws of causal dependence.
Nonetheless, there is an important asymmetry between
theoretical and historical sciences, which consists in the fact
that the former try to establish laws while the latter desist
from doing so.

Do the logic and conceptual structure of historical
explanation differ in kind from that of natural sciences? My
answer is in the negative. And the argument, which estab
lishes my negative answer, is as follows. It has been said that
there is a formal difference between the 'general concepts' of
the theoretical sciences and the 'individual concepts', which
are assumed to be the goals of historical inquiry. The concepts
of the former sort are allged to conform to the familiar logical
principle of the inverse variation of the extension and inten
tion of terms, that is, when a set of general terms is arranged
in order of their increasing extensions, their intentions de
crease while in the case of the concepts of the latter sort, quite
the opposite is said to hold good, that is, greater the scope of
such a concept, the richer and fuller would be its 'meaning'.
For example, the term 'French Enlightenment' is claimed to
have not only a more inclusive scope than the term 'the life
of Voltaire' but also to possess a fuller intention. This is sim
ply a confusion. And this confusion is not least due to the
failure to distinguish the relation of inclusion from that of
whole-part relation between an instance of a term and a
component of that term. Thus, though the term 'French
Enlightenment' may be said to 'contain' as one of its 'compo
nents', 'the life of Voltaire', it is a mistake to say that the
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The Logic of Historical Analysis 9

(states or events in the world) have interesting 'effects' on
subsequent human affairs. The other is when their explanantia
(states or events which are causally necessary for the exist
ence of coming into being of the explanauda) have interesting
'causes' in antecedent human actions and conditions.

A distinction between humean causes and humean effects

on the one hand and a distinction between non-humean causes

and non-humean effects on the other must be made in order

to explicate the nature of causal explanation in history. Phi
losophers make a distinction between the relation of cause
and effect on the one hand and distinction between the
relation of ground and consequence on the other. The first is
factual and empirical, the second conceptual and logical. David
Hume, one of the great British empiricists and probably the
greatest philosopher to write in English, makes the former
distinction. For him, the relation between cause and effect is
not one that of necessity but that of contingency since he
advocates the regularity view of causation according to which
the regularity that obtains between cause and effect has only
an inductive base. He holds the view that cause and effect are
nothing but brute facts. The humean view is that the causal
relation that holds between brute facts, that is, cause and effect,

is logically independent of one another. On the other hand,
the non-humean view about the relation between cause and
effect is contrary to that of the humean view since it holds
that cause and effect are conceptually connected. And this
view does not regard causes and effects as brute facts but as
grounds and consequences respectively. According to the non-
humean view, 'causes' in human affairs are very different from
'causes' of natural events, and that the notion of ground is
essentially connected to the idea of human action in terms of
motive, intention, inclination, disposition, and so on. This sort
of causal explanation is quasi-teleological, for it explains
expldnans and explanandum in terms of human action and
purpose. It must be noted here that the role of causal expla
nation proper is often to link the non-humean causes of its
explanans with the non-humean effects of its explanandum. Thus,
for example, if the destruction of a particular city was an act
of envy or revenge on the part of a neighbouring city, and if
the destruction in turn became an economic disaster for the

-w' ri-'*

ILL. ••''rr-





i

V

w.,.

X^'

,0 Ph,lo.orlnj of H,s,coy: 5oo,e RefIco,.o„> o„ Nor,I.Eos,
ent.re region, it «"_ '̂;'=,^=;f;^o'cufes^nd
between the rivalry of the two ^ j
in the economic life °f ^^^sted in. I a^o fo^"'

_ ..uo hiciforioKrapher IS _ei, Ciact India so , . ^ ^jtV

between the rivalry or me the kino w
mthe economic life °f '^^^sted in. I a^o fo^"'

mssmmkingdom. As , g^-j^ieved du , ,3 it v/oo j^ge.vil.sat.on whic economic •if' >-civiusat- ' its / .\he economic - ggtaf
i^arharis. inus n infer f it can cthe

'̂̂ "The'foll^mg schematic p.ctur
^ufthis point:

Kon-Huryoan caus.
^xflonan^

(Hunaean^ d-is

Historic!
I i<Jon-" I

EXP""""'\

.ffec'

:t)

Asomewha. '̂'--Hmo rf-^^mds ."Jah^P,;';

::25^iS2?2£?5g|?
pOSS

a leaf ^ the Xho"^ that a^ h
H.g^::!5r2i'̂ 2e2 '̂r;th"
r.enf Oh^ .Pf-^jXarh KinJ;ad-he
aighl.S^ U'̂ ^«^2h"^;.hat ti-h.T

' •: M..

The Lfjic o/ Historical Analysis 11

survived many an earthquake. These architectural wonders
bear testimony to the fact that the mortar used to erect these
buildings was of very high quality.^ The ability to make such
mortar made it causally possible for the Ahoms to achieve dizzy
heights in the field of architecture. This explanation too is
truly causal, since it also depends for its validity on the
existence of a nomic connection. What relevance causal
explanations of this kind have tohistoriography? In order for
this kind of causal explanations to have any relevance at all,
their explananda miTst be the results of individual or collective
action. When this condition is fulfilled, the relevance of the
explanation lies in its giving an answer to the question how
actions were possible (not why they were undertaken). This is
no longer in terms of hiimean causation. Therefore, my answer
to the question, Ts there any room for genuine causal
explanation in history?' is an emphatic yes.

There are some difficulties, some real and some alleged,
that plague the pursuit of historical knowledge. Theseare: (1)
A historical discourse can never be an exhaustive account of
what actually happened because it selects and abstracts from
the concrete, occurrences studied. This position leads to the
wholesale scepticism concerning the possibility of 'objective'
explanation in historical matters. (2) Historical inquiry is se
lective not only in its starting point; it is also selective in
proposing solutions to its problems. A variety of sceptical
doubts about the possibility of an ojective history has been
expressed in consequence. One such doubt is based on the
view that no account can render 'full reality' of what has
occurred due to inexhaustibility of the numerous relations in
which a given event stands to other events. Part of this doubt,
that is, historical inquiry being selective in its starting point
is selective in proposing solutions to its problems, can sum
marily be dismissed since unless an inquiry were selective it
would never come near to resolving the specific question by
which it is generated. This doubt also rests on another
misconception, that is, it assumes that since every causal con
dition for an event has its own causal conditions, the event is
never properly explained unless the entire regressive series of
the latter conditions are also explained. There is no support
for the claim that unless a series is terminated every
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