Beyond the Opposition of Empiricism and Rationalism:
The Historical Significance of the Empirical Stance

LOIZI (Injin Woo)
Mztcistnm (Sungkyunkwan University)

AR= MX|AEE

SOIT|, rAHET} B2 20| S HOIM: ZEE KNS HatARE olo|
rackEst, RI25% (MYRHASHE], 2025), pp. 113-143

DOI: 10.52677/mph.2025.04.25.4



https://doi.org/10.52677/mph.2025.04.25.4

AYES T2 FPS Wl
A8 AA S A <

z=

Y WeAtE AET W, BAAES AUEAS) FURAE ERSE R0 duH
Wolc, of FEL 1941719 Hsha S M4 WEG Aolth, L =RS AP TR ol
¥ 949 exel 1 9AE AR Hel, W Zepiel <ARA AAUIEE ARE 94
o olsl9] vjet mel AN AVEES LHE Lol okt Fak AA = 75 olo}
Aok AEA SHE APES Bol od Aokl B ARe 5T AT & Ut
ot theat gol ABHLh 1) AFR-FYR olBW FEO] AAE GAT ol ot
HlE, 2) WA AA A o Adel Bshh AgelAel e, 3) kil A AW
Agat o at A4 BAS, 4 454 FEE ol ARe Boh A% W] B
At

Abstract

In the historical narrative of modern philosophy, a prevalent classification categorizes
philosophers as empiricists and rationalists. This categorization emerged from 19th-century
interpretations of philosophical history. This paper delves into the historical development of
the empiricism-rationalism dichotomy, examining its limitations and proposing Bas van
Fraassen’s concept of the <“empirical stance” as an alternative framework for
comprehending the history of empiricism. Empiricism should not be perceived as an
unchanging doctrine but rather as a philosophical stance. Through this reinterpretation,
novel insights into the history of modern philosophy can be gained. The discussion is
structured as follows: (1) The historical formation of the empiricism- rationalism dichotomy
and critiques of this framework, (2) The concept of the empirical stance and its implications
for historiography, (3) Potential challenges in applying the stance concept to the history of
philosophy, and (4) Proposals for alternative approaches to historiography that transcend the
traditional dichotomy.

M Keyword: Empiricism, Idealism, Empirical stance, B. van Fraassen, Constitutive
Empiricism
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