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Passionate opposition to scientific 'encroachment' into
history exists, wusually from the opposite perspective

against natural science.

History joins astronomy and volcanology in being an
evidentially = founded but non-experimental  discipline.
( @ ) We do not find theorists arguing that history should
be written in contravention of the evidence. ( @ )
Nonetheless, to ask how and to what extent the evidence
should guide historical accounts does permit substantive
debate. ( 3@ ) Some feature of humanity is deemed essential
to history: emotion, rationality, free choice, or cultural
meaning. ( @ ) Yet that feature, it is argued, is in principle
invisible to or inexplicable by a scientific history. ( & )
Behind these concerns often lies a more nebulous concern
that an exclusive use of natural science will have deleterious

effects on our understanding of ourselves.
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