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CHAPTER EIGHT

HI STQRY

The word, history, Is employed in two senses. Therws is
history (1) that is written about, and there is history (2)

that is written. History (2) aims at expressing knowledge of

history (1).

The precise object of historical inguiry and the precise
nature of historical investigation are matters of not 2 1ittle
obscurity. This is nov because there are no gocd historizns,

It is not because good historians have not by and large iearnt
what to do. It is mainly because bistorical knowledge is an
instance of knowledge, and few people are in possession of a

satisfactory cognitional theory.1

1) A similar view has beoen =xpressed by Gerhard Ebeling. He
considers it unquestionable that wmodern historical sciemce is

still a long way from being able to offer a theoretically

unobjectionable azcount of the eritical historical method,

and that it needs the cooperstion of philoscphy to reash that

L
| goal. ord and Paith, London (SCH) 1963, p. 49. Originedly,
"Die Bedeubung der historiseh-kritischen Methode," Zschr.
., Theol. u. Kireche, LW7{1350), 34.
e A more concrete illustration of the matter may be had
\,j by reading the IZvileromena in R.G. Cellingweod, The Idea of

History, Oxfcrad {Clarendon) 12.6. The first three sestlons on

Hature and KEistory, The HisTorical Imsginacition, and Historieal

"
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1. Nature and History

A first step will be to set forth the basic differences
between history and natural sclence, and we sh&ll begin from a
few reflections on tine,

Ons can think of time in connection with such auestions
as what 1s the time, what is the date, how soon, how long agd.
On thet basis one arrives at the Aristotelian definition that
time is the number or measure determined by the successive
equal siages of a lecal movement. It is a number when one
answers three o'clock or January 26, 1969, It is & measurs
when one answers three hours or 1969 years., One can push this
line ol thought furtber by asking vhether there is just ons time
for the univserse or, on the other hand, there are as wmany
distinct times as there are distinet local movemsnta. Now on
the Ptolemaic system there did exist a single standard time for
the universe, since the outmost of the celestial spheres, the

primum mobile, contained the materisl universe and was the first

e

source of all local movement. With the acceptance of the

Copernican theory, there vanished the pximum mobile, but there

remained a single standard tinme, a survival Newbon explained by
distinzuishing true and apparent motion and by conceiving true
motion as relative to absolute space and absolute time. Finally,

with Einsbein, Newton's absolute time vanisnhed, and there

Re-enactment is compliczted by the prcblems of idealism.

See ibid., Editoy!s Praflzce, po. vii-xx.
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emerged as many standard times as there are reference framss
that are in relative motion.

Now the foregoing notion of time certainly is of great
importance to the historian, for he has to Qate his swents.

It is not, however, an adequats account of what time ia, for
it 19 limited to counting, measuring, and relating to one
encbher in 4 comprehensive view all possible instancss ¢f such
counting and measyring, Moreover, it is this aspect of time
that suggests the image of time as a recewsy of indivigible
instants, an image that little accords with our experienze of
tine,

Fortunately, besides questions about time that are
ansirered by numbers and measurements, there is a furtner
diff'erent set concerned with "now". Aristotle asked whether
there is a succession of "iow's™ or just a single "now", He
answrered with a comparisen. Just as "time" is the measure
of the movement, so the "now" corresponds to the body that is
noving. In so far as there is succession, there is diflerence
in the "now". But underpinning such differences is the identity
of the substratum.3

Now this advertence to the identity of the substratum,
to the body that is moving, removes from one's notion of tinme

tfhe total extrinsicism of each moment from the next. Yo doubh,

¢} More on this topic in Insight, pp. 155~158.

3)  Aristotle, Physics, V, ITI, 219b 12,
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eaéh successive moment is differrent, but in the difference
there is also an identity.

With this clue we may asdvance to our experience of time.
There is succession in the flow of conscious and intentionsl
acts; there is ldentity in the conscious subject of the acts;
there may be either identity or succession in the object
intended by fhe acts. Analysis may reveal that what actually
is visible is a succession of different profiles; but experience
reveals that what is perceived is the synthesis (Gestalt) of
the profiles into a single object. Analysis may reveal that
the sounds produced are a succession of notes and chords; but
experience rewveals that what is heard is their synthesis into
a meledy. There results what is called the psychological
present, whichh 1s not an instant, a mathematical point, but
a time-span, so that our experience of time is, not of a
raceway of instants, but a now Lelsurely, a now rapid succession
of overlapping time-spans. The time of experience is slow
and dull, wheny the objects of experience change slowly and in
expected ways. But time becomss a whirligig, when the ohjee ts
of experience change rapidly and in novel and unexpected ways.

Whether slow and broad or rapid and short, the
paychological prasent reaches into iis past by memories and into
its future by anticipations. Anticipations are not merely of
the prospecctiwve objects of our fisars and our desires but also
the shrewd estimate of the man of experience or the rigorously
calculated foxrecast of applied science. Again, besides the

memories of cach individual, there are the pooled memories of




the group, their celebration in song and story, their preserva-
tion in written rarratives, in coins and monuments and every
other trace of the group's words and deeds left to posterity.
Such is the field of historical investigation.

Now the peculiarity of this field resides in the nature
of individual and group-action. It has both a conscious and an
unconscious side, Apart from neurosis and psychosis the conscious
side is in control. Bubt the conscious side consists in the

flow of consc iouws and intentional acts that we have been speak-

ing of since our first chapter. What differentiates each of
these acts from the others lies in the manifold meanings of
meaning set forth in chanter three. WMeaning, then, is &
constitutive slement in the conscicuy Llow that is the normally
controlling side of human action., Tt is this constitutive
role of meaning in the controlling side of human action that
grounds the peculiarity of the historical field of investiga-
tion.

Now meaning may regard the general or the universal,

but most human thought and speech and action are concernsd

o with the particular and the concrete. Again, there are
structural and material invariants to meaning, but there =also
are changes that affect the manner in which the carriers of

meaning are enployed, the elements of meaning are combined,

0 the functious of meaning are distinguished and developed, the

realmg of meanding are exiended, the stages ol meaning blosson
forth, meet resistance, cowpronise, collapse. Finally, there ars

the Turther vicissitudes of meaning as common weaning. For
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neaning is common i the weasure that cémmunit:)r exists and
functions, in the measure that there is a comnon field of sx-
perience, comnon and c onplementery understanding , common
judgments or at least an agreement to disagres, coomon and
conplementary commitments. But peovle can gst out of touch,
misunderstand one anothez, hold radically opposed views, commit

themselves to coanllich ing goals, Then common meaning conkracts,

becomes confined to bamldities, moves towards ideological varfare,

It is in this fleld of neaningful spesch and action that

the historian is engaged. It is not, of course, the hic-
torian's but the exegeie 's task to deterwine what was mesnt.
The historian envisages @ guite different object . He is ot
conbent to understand what peovle meznt. He wanits to grasp
what was golng forward in part iculaf groups at particular
places and times. By "going forward" I mean to exclude the
nere repetition of a routine, I mean the change that originated
the routine and its dissenination. I mean process and deveiop-
nent but, no less, Gecline and collapse. ‘hen things turn out
unsxpectedly, pious people say, "Man proposes but God dispmeszes ™.
The historien is concerned to see how God dispos ed the matter,
not by theological speculation, not by some world-historicel
dialectic, but through particular hunan agents , In liberary
terms nlsztory is concerned with the drama of 1ife, with whai
results throuzn the characters, their decisions, their actions,
and not only because of them bubt alse because of their defects,
thelr oversights, their Tailuraes to act. Innilitary terms

history is concerned, mt just with the opposing ¢ ommarders*
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plans of the battle, not just with the experiences of the batkle
had by each soldier and officer, but with the actual course of
the battle as the resultast of conflicting plans now successfully
and now unsuccessfully execubed. In brief, where exegesis 1is
concerned to debermine what a partlicular persca meant, history
is concerned to determine what, in most cases, conteuwporaries
do not ¥rnow. For, in most cases, contemporaries do not know
vhat is going forward, first, bscause experience is individual
while the data for history lie in the expsriences of many,
secondly, because the actual course of events results not only
from what.people intend bubt also from thelr oversipghts, mistakes,
failures to act, thirdly, because history does not prediet what
will happen but reaches its conclusions from what has happened
and, fourthly,because history is not merely a matter of gathering
and testing all available evidence but also involwes a number of
interlocking discoveries that bring to light the significant
issues and operative factors.

So the study of history differs from the study of
physical, chemical, biological nature. There is a difference
in their objects, for the objecis of physics, chemistry;
biclogy are not in part comstituted by acts of wmeaning. There
is similarity inasmuch as both types of étudy consist in an
ongoing process of cumulative discoveries, that is, of original
inéights, of original acts of understanding, where by "insight",
"act of understanding' is meant a prepropositional, preverbal,
preconceptual eveunt, in the sense that propositions, words,

concepts express the conient of the event and so do nol precsds

prp———— T LT -
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it but follow from it. There is, however, a differemce in the
expression of the respsctive sets of discoveries, The dis-
coveries of physics, chenistry, biolozy are expressed in universal
systems and ars refuied if they are fouxd fo be incompatible

with a relevant particular instance. Bul the discoveries of the
historian are exXpressed in narratives and doscripbionms that
regard particular persons, places, and tGimes. They have no claim
to universality: fthey could, of course, bs relevaut toc &ha
understanding ol otther persons, places, times; bub whether in
fact they are relevans, and just how relevant they ars, cen be
settled only by & historical investigation of the ot her persons,
places, and times. Finally, because they have no ¢l aim to
universa‘litj, the discoveries of the historians are not
verifiable in the fashion proper to the natural sciences; in
history verificatdien Is parallel to the procedures ty which

an interpretetion is Judged correct.

Let 2s now Turn to such human sclences as psyechology
and sociology. Two ct=ses arise. These sclences may be
modelled on the procedures of the natur=l sciences. In so far
as this approach is c¢arried out rigorously, meaning in human
speech and action is Ignored, and the science regards only
the unconscious side of human process. I3 this case the
reletions bebween hdstory and hunan ctclence are much the same
as the relations belveen history 2nd mabural science., Howevers,
there is much psychology and sociol ogy that does recognize
meaning as a cons titubive and normally conirelling element in

human action. To their study the historian leaves a&ll that is




the repetiiion of routine in human spee;h and action and all

that is universal in the genesis, development, breakdown of
routines., Moreover, the wore psychology and scocioclogy the
historian knows, the more he will increase his interpretative
powers, Conwersely, the greater the achisévements ol historians,
the broader will be the field of evidente on human speech and
action that has been opened up for psychological and sociological

By
investigation.

2. Historical BExverience and Historical Knowledre

I conceive human knowing to be, riot just experiencing,
but a compound of experiencing, understanding, and judging.
Hence if there is tistorical knowledge, There must be
historical experience, historical undexstanding, and historical
judging. Our present aim is to say sormething about historical
experience and then something about the thought process fron
historical experience to written histoxy.

Already there has been described the subject in time.
He is identical, ever himself. But bls conscious and intentional

acts keep shifting in one way or another to make his "now! slip

L}  For an extensive anthology and a tventy-page bibliogravhy
onn the foregoing and related topiecs, ses Patrick Gardiner,

editor, Theories of History, New York (Free Press) and London

(Collier Macwillan) 1959, Where authors there diverge from the
present approach, I think the reader will find the root

difference to lie in cognitional theory,




out of the past and into the future, while the field of objects
that engage his attentlon may change greatly or sligntly,
rapidly or slowly. 1Hot only is the subject's psychological
present not an instant but a time-span but in it the sub jeet
may be reaching into the past by memories, stories, history and
into the future by anticipations, estimates, forecasts.

Now it is sometimes said that man is a historicel
being. The meaning of the statement may be grasped most
vividly by a thought experiment. 3Suppose a man suffers total
amnesia. He no longer knows wno he is, fails o recogunize
relatives and friends, does not recall his comumitments or his
lawful expectations, does not know where he worlks or how he
makes his living, and has lost even the information needed to
rerform his once customary tasks. Obvioasly, if he is to live,
either the amnesia has to be cured, or else he must start all
over. Por our pasts have made us whatever we are anid on that
capital we have to live or else we must begin afresh. Not only
is the individual an bistorical entity, diving off his past,
but the same holds for the group. For, il we suppose that all
members in the group suffer total amnesia, there will bs as
total a collapse of all group functioning as there is In each
individual in the group. Groups too live on their mast, and
their past, so to speak, lives on in them., The present funetion-
ing of the good of order is what it is mostly because of past
functioning and only slightly because of the wminor efforts now
necded to keep things going and, when possible, improve them.
To start completiely afresh would be to revert to a vexry distant

age.
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Now I am not offering a medical account of ammesia.
I am simply attempting to portray the significance of the past
in the present and, thmsreby, to communicate what is meant by
seying that man is a historical being, But being historical 1is
the history that is wrltten about. It may be nawmed, if considered
interiorly, an existential history -- the living tradition which
formed us and thereby brought us to the polnt where we began

5 .
forming ourselves. This tradition includes at least individual

and group mewories of the past, stories of exploits and legends
about heross, in brief enough of history for the grour to have
an identity as a group and for individuals to make their several
contributions tovards maintaining and preomoting the conmnmon good
of order. But from this rudimentary his tory, conbained in any
existential history, any living tradition, we must row attempt
to indicate the series of steps by which one may, Inm thought,
move towards the notion of scientific history.

In general 1t is & process of objectification, and we

R 5) For & contemporary reaction against the destructive aspsets
of the Enlightenment and a rehabilitation of tradition as the
condition of the possibiliby of an interpretation, sse

1 H.G. Gadamer, Wahrheit und Methode, pm. 250-290.

6) It is from %the wécu to the thématigque, from the

115 exlstenziell to the existenziel, from sxercite o s ignate,

from the fragmentarily exXperienced to the methodically Erown.




shall begin from the simpler instances of autoblography and
biography before going on to the more complex matbter of history
which regerds groups.

Tovards an autobiography, a first step is a diary. Day
by day one records, not every event that occurred -- one has other
things to do -~ but what seems important, significant, exceptional,
new. So one selects, abbreviates, sketches, alludes. OQne omits

most of what is too familisr ¥o be noticed, too obvious %2 be

mentloned, too recurrent to be thought worth recordicg.

Now as the years pass and the diary swells, retrospect
lengthens. Wnat once were merely remote vossibilities, now
have been realized. ZEarlier events, thought insignificant,
prove to have been quite important, while others, thought
important, turn out to have been q&ite ninor. Omitted earlier
gevents have to be recalled and inserted both to supply the
omitted context of the earlier period and to make later eventsa
more intelligible. Earlier judgments, finally, have fo be
complenented, qualiried, corrected. But if all this is

attenpted, one has shifted from kesping a diaxy to writing one's

memoirs. Cne enlarges one's sources from the diary to add %o
<3; the diary all the letters and other material one can acquire.

. One ransac¥s one's memory. One asks guestions and to meet them
one starts reconstructing one's past in one's imagination,

depicting to oneselfl now this now that former Sitz im Leben,

to find answers and then ask the further guestions that arise

._J frowm these answers. As in intercretation, so here too there

gradually sre bullt up conbexts, limited nests of questlons




and answerg, each bearing on some malti-faceted but determinate
topic. In this fashion the old, day-by-day,organization of the
diary becomes gquite irrelevant. Muech that had been overlooked
now has been xestored. What had merely been juxbtaposed now is
connected., What had been Qimly felt and remewbered now stands
in sharp relief within perhaps hitherto unsuspected perspectives.
There has emerged a new organization that distinguishes periods
by broad differences in one's mode of living, in one's dominant
conicern, inone's tasks and problems, and in ezch pericd dis-
tinguishes conbexts, that is, nests of questiowns and answers
bearing on distinet but releted topics. The periods determine
the sections, the topies determine the chapters of one's auts~
blography,

Biography aims at much the same goal bub has to follow a
different rouie. The autobiographer recounts what "I saw,
heard, remembered, anticipated, imagined, felt, gathered, judged,
decided, did...." In the biography, statements shift to the
third person. 1Instead of stating what is rewembered or has besn
recalled , the bilographer has to do research, gather evidence,

reconstruct in imagination each successive Sitz im Leben, ask

determinate concrets questions, and so builé up his set of periocds
each containing a larger or smaller set of related contexts,

In the main there are three main di fferences between auto-
biography and blography. The biographer is {ree from the
embarrassment that may trouble an autobiographer in his self-
%revelation. The biographer may appeal to later events that

put in a new light the judgments, decisions, decds of his =subject,
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to reveal him to be more or less proefound, wise, far-~sighted,
astute than one otherwise would have thought. ¥inally, since
the biographer hz=s to make his subject intelligible to a later

generation, he has to write not Just a "life"” but rather a

" ife and times". |
While In biogravhy the ""times" are a subordinate clari-

fication of the "life", in history this perspective is reversed.

Attention is centered on the common.field that, in part, is %:}

explored in each of the bilographies that are or might be

written. Still this common field i{s not just an area in which i

biogravhies might overlap. Thexe is social and cultural i;?i

process, It is mot just a sum <of individual words and deeds.

There exists a developing and/or detberlorating unity cownstituted
o (=]

[
e by cooperations, by institutlons, by personal relations, by a - 3
<%{) functioning and/or malfunctioning Ff good of order, by a
\—-/ :I L 1 Ly L] L 1) L L]
communal realizaticon of origlvating and terminal values and
P‘UW disvalues. Witi such processes we live out our lives. Aboub
L -
them each of us ordinarily is convent to learn enough to attend
\ to his own alfaixys and perform bis public duties. To seek a

view of the actusl Tunctioning of the whole or of & nobtable

part over a significant period of time is the task of the

historian.

iR o Mk Bt P e 1 ¢ e e it e T

As the biogranher, soc too the historian proceeds faeem

oA

¥ (1) from the Aeta wmade availadls by research, (2) througs
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imaginative reconstruction and cumlative gquestioning and

answering, (3) towards related sets of limited conbexts.

But now the material nasis s Car larger in extent, far more
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complex, more roundavount in relevance, ‘The center of inberest

has shifted from the individual to the group, Lrom privite

to public life, from the course of a single Iife to the course

of the affairs of a community. The range of relevant topics

has increased erormously and, o2 many, specialized knowledzs

may be a necessary prerequisite to undertaking hnistorical faventi-
gation. Finally, bhistory itsell becomes & specialty; historians
beconie & professionzl class; the field of historical lnvestiga-
tion is divided and subdivided; and the resulis of investiga-
tions are communtiizabed in congresses and accunulated In

periodicals and boolks.

3. Crivieal History

A firat 3tep towards undefstanding critical history
lies in an account of precritical history. Tor it, then, the
community is the conspicuous community, one's own. Its vehicle
is marrative, an ordered recital of events, It recounts who did
what, when, where, under what ¢ ircumstances, from what motives,
with what results. Its funetion is praciieal: a group can
funciion g5 a group only by possessing an identity, knowing
itself and devoting itself to the cause, alt worst, of iLs
survival, at best, of its betterment. The function of pre-
critical history ic to promote such knowledge and devotien.

So it is never just a4 narrative of bald fackts. Tt ds axrtistic:
it selects, orders, describes; it would awaken the Teader's
interest and sustbain it; it would persuade and convince. Again,

it is ethical: it nob only nsrrates but also apportions praise
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and blame. It is explanatoxry: 1t accounts for existing institu-

tions by telling of their origins and development and by con-
trasting them with alternat ive Institutions found in other

lands. It is apologetic, correcting false or tendentbious accounts

of the people's past, and refuting the calumnies of neighboring
peoples. Finally, it is prophetic: to hindsight about the past
there is joined foresight oun the future and there are added the
recommendations of a man of wide reading and mnodest wisdom.

Now such vrecritical history, even purged of its
defects , though it might well meet very real nesds in iihe
funct ional specialby, cormuuvications, at least does nobt gualily
as the functional specialty, nistory. For that specialty,
while i1 operates on the four levels of experiencing, urderstancing,
judpging , and deciding, still operaties on the other three with a
principal concern for judging, For settling watters of fact. It
is not concerned with the highly important educational taslk of
cormunicating to fellow citizens or fellow churchmen a proper
appreciation of their heritage and a proper devoiion to its
preservation, dewvelopwent, dissemination. It is concerned to
set Torth what really happened or, in Ranke's perpetually guoeted

phrase, wie os eirentlich mewesen. PFinally, unless this work

is done in detachment, quite apart from political or apolozetis

aims, it is attempting to serve two masters and usually surfers

7

the evangelical conseduences.

7) See, for exawple, G.P, Gooch, History and Historians in the

Nineteenih Century, London (Longmang) 11913, 21952, chapter

VIII on the Prussian School.,
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Vext, this work is not just a matter of [inding
testimonies, checking them for credibility, and stringing
together what ha: been found credible. Tt 1s not just that,
bocause historical oxverience is one thing and bistorical know-
ledge is quite another. The siring of credibls testimonies
merely re-edits bhistorical experlence. I{ does not advance to
historical knowledge which grasps what was going foyward, what,
for the most part, contemporaries did not know. Ilany early
Christians way have hed a [ragmentary exverience of the manner
in which the elements in the synoptic gosvels were formed; buk
Rudolf Bultmanmn uas concerned to set forth the process as a
wnole ard, wnile he found his evidence in the s moptic gospels,
51111l that evidence did not presuppose beliel in the truth of
the evangelisis' atatements.a

Thirdly, only a series of discoveries can advance Lhe
historian from the fragmentary experiences, that are the source
of his data, to knowledge of & process as a whele, Like a
detective confronted with a set of clues that =t first leave
him baffledﬂz the historian has fto discover Ln the cluss, piece
by plecs, tzé evidence that will yield a conviring account of

what happened.

8) R. Bultmann, Geschichte dex synoptischen Tradition,

Gattingen (Vandenhoeck & Ruprecht) lwi-'I"7’5'8. The first editiou
wes in 1921. On the sawe topic, I. de la Potterie, (ed.)

De Jésus aux Bvanciles, Gembloux {Duculot) 19677, where

Formreschichie vlays an inbermediate role betueon Tradibions-

~
geschichte and Redaktions geschichte.
A4
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Since the esvidence has to be éiscovered, a distinet icn
has to be drawn between potential, formal, and actusl svidence.
Poténtial evidence is any datum, here amd now percentible.

Formal evidence is sweh a datum in so far as it is usoed 3n
asking and answering & question for historical intelligemce,
Actual evidence is a formal evidence inwvelked in arriving st a
historical judzment. In other words, data as perceptible are

data as perceptible and understood arc fornal ewidence;
potential evidenceawiata as perceptible , a3 understood , aand as
grounding a reasonable judgment are actual evidence.

What starts the process is the question for hisborical
intelligence. Uith regard to some defined situation in tha
past one wants Lo understand what was going forward. Clenxly,
any such quesilon presupposes some historlcal knowledge.

Without it, one would not kwow of the situation in auestion, nor
woul.d one knov what vas meamnt by "going forward”. Histery, then,
grows out of history., Critical history was a leap forward from
precritical history. Precritical history was leap forward {rom
stories and legends. Inversely, the nore history one kmows,

the wore data lie in onets puxview, the more questions one can
ask, and the more intelligently one can ask them.

The question for historical intelligence is put In the
light of previous knowledge and with respect to some paxrticular
datum. It may or way not lesd to an insight into that datum.

If it does not, one moves on to a different questien., If it does,
the insight is expressed im a surmise, the surmise is represented
imaginatively, and the image leads te a further related qusstion.

This process may or may not be recurrent, If it is not, one has




como a dead end and must try another approach. If it is
recurrent , and all one attaing is a series of surmises, then one
is following & false trail and once more wust fry another
approach, But if one's surmises are coineident with further data
or approximate to them, one is on the right txack., The data are
ceasing to be merely potential evidence; they are becoming
formal evidence; one is discovering wnat the evidence might be.

Now if one is on the right track lomg enough, thers
occurs a shift in the manner of one's questioning for, more and
more, the furkbher guestions come Lrom the data rather than from
images based on surmises. One still has o do the question-
ing. One still has to be alert. Bul one tas moved out of the
assumptions and perspectives one had prior to one's investiga-
tion. One has attained sufficient insight into the object of
one's inquiry to grasp something of the assunptions and per-
spectives oproper Lo that object. And this grasv makes one’s
approach to further data so much more congenial that the further
data suggest the further questions to be put. To describe this
feature of historiecal investigation, let us say that the
cunulative process of datum, cuestion, insight, surmise, image,
forma)l cvidence, is ecstabtic. { It is not the hot ecstasy of the
devotee but the cool one of growing insight., It takes one oud
of oneseld, It sets aside earliex assuwiptions and perspectives
by bringing to light the asswiptions and perspectives proper to
the object under investigation.

The sane process is selective, constructive, and

critical. It is selective: not all data sre promoted from the

LI it o ok et b LA
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status of petential evidence fo the status of formal eviderue.

It is constructive: for the sslected data are related to cne

another through an interconnected set ¢f questions and answers or,

expressed alternatively, by a series of insiguts that complemerst
one another, correct one another, and eventually coalesce Inte

a single view of a whole. Finally, it is critical: for insights
not only are direct but alsec inverss. By direct insignt ore
grasps how things {'it together, and one murmurs onefs "EBurska'.
By inverse insight one is pronpted fto exelaim, How could I
have been so stupmia as to take for granted.... One sess thal
things ars not goinz to it and, eventually, by a direct imsight
one grasps that some item fits not in this context bub in =omme
othexr. So a text is discovered To nhave been intervolated or
mutilated. So the pseudo-Dionysius is extradited from Lhe

first century and relocated at the end of the Tilfth: he quol el
Proclus., So an esteened vriter comes under suspicion: the
source of his information has been discovered; iu whole or in
part, without independent coni irmation, he is used nol as
svidence for wha®t he narrates but in the roundabout fashion

that rests on his nmarrating -- bhis intentions, readers, uethois,

9

omissions, mistalkes,

9 Note that word, critical, has two quite differeunt meanimgs,
In »recritical histoery it means that one has tested the
eredibility of onets authorities before believing them. In
eritical nistory it means thab one has shifted data from ore
field of rélevance to another. On this topic R.G. Collinguood

is brillisnt and convincing. See hiz two studies, "Thg

4 4 & ¢ =] | =4y s
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Now 1 have been attributing to a single process of
developing understanding a whole series of different functions.
It is heuristic, for it brings to light fke relevant dats.

It is ecstatic, for it leads the inquirer ocut of his original
perspectives and into the persvectives proper to his object.

It is selectiwe, for out of a totality of data il selects those
relevant to the understanding achieved, Xt is cpitical, for

it removes from one use or context to arwvbther the data that

might otherwise be thought relevant to resent tasks, It iy

constructive, for the data that are selected are knotted together

by the vast snd intricate wed of intexrcomnmecting links that
cumulatively came to light as ons's understanding vrogrsased.
Now it 1s the distingulshing maxk of critiecal nistory
that this process occurs twice. In the f{irst instance one is
goming to understand one's sources. In the second inatance
one is using one's understood sources inbelligently Lo come to
und erstand the object to which they are relevant. In both cases
the develovment of understanding is heuristic, ecstatic,
selective, critical, constructive, But iu the first case ore is
identifying authors, locating them and thelr work in place and
time, studying the milieu, ascertaining their purpeses in
writing and Gheir prospective readers, investigating their
sources of information and the use they made of them. In a

previous section on Interpretation ve spoke of understanding

the author, but there the ulierior aim was to understand whai

Historical Imsgination" and "Historicsl Evidence", in

The Idea of Histery, Oxford (Clarendon) 1916, pr. 231-262




be meant, In history we also seek to understand the authors of
sources, but nou the ulterior aim is to understand what they
were up to an%gow they 4id 1t. It is this understanding that -~
grounds the critical use of sources, the fine discrimination
that distinguishes an author's streagth and weaknesses and uses
him accordingly. Once this is achieved, one is able to shift
one's gttention to one's maln objective, namely, to understand-
ing the process referred to 1n one's sources. Whers before
one's develeping understanding was heuristic, scatatic, selective,
eritical, congtructive in determining what authors were up to,
now it is heuristic, ecstatic, selective, critical, and
constructive in determining what was going forward in the
cotmaunity.

Needless to say, the two developments are inter-
dependent. Not only does understanding the authors contribute
to understanding the historical events, but in coming Lo under-
stand the evenbts there arise questions that may lead to a
revision of one's understanding of the authors and, consequently,
to a revision of ¢ne's use of them.

Again, vhile each new insight uncovers evidence, moves
one avay from previous perspectives, selects or rejects data as
relevant or irrelevant, and adds to the picture that is bsing
constructed, still what gainsg attention is, not each single
insight, but the final insight in each cumulative series. It is
such final insighis that are called discoveries. With them the
full force of the cumulative series breaks forth and, as the

cumulation has a specifiec direction and meaning, discoveries




now are of Lhe new evidence, now of a new persvective, nbw of a
different selection or c¢ritical rejlection In the data, now of
ever more comnlicated siructures.

So far we have been thinking of structuring as the
intelligible pattern grasped in the data and relating the data
to one another. But there is a further aspect to the matter.
For what 1is grasped b% understanding in data, also is expressed 7
by unders tanding in coneepts and words. So from the intelligible
pattern grasped in the data, one moves to the intelligible

pattern expressed in the narrative. At first, the narrative is

simply the inquirer mumbling his surmises to himself. As sur-
mises less and less are mere surmises, as more and more they
lead to the uncovering of further evidence, there begin to
emerge trails, linkages, interconnected wholes. As the spirit
of inquiry catches every failure to understand, as it brings to
gttention what is not yet understood and, as a result, is so
easily overlooked, one of the interconnected wnoles will advance
to the role of a dominant theme running through other inter-
sonnecked wholes that thereby become subordinates themes. As

the investigation progresses and the field of data coming under

coentrol broasdens, not only will the orgenization in terms of
dominanl =nd suberdinate themes keep exXfending, bub also There
will emsrge ever higher levels of organization. So among
dominant themes there will emerge dominent topics to leave
other dominant themes jush subordinate topics; and the fate of
dominant i{hemes 2walts most of the dominznt ftopies, as the
process of organizabtion keepes moving, 1ot only over rors

territory, but up to 2ver higher levels of organization.




It is not to be thought that this proceés of advancing organiza-
tion is a single uniform progress. There occur discoveries that
comblement and correct previous discoveries and so, as under-
standing changes, the organizabtion also must change. Themes and
topics become more exactly conceived and more happlily expressed.
The range of their dominance may be extended or curtailed.

Items once thouzht of major interest cen slip back to leass
prominent roles and, inversely, other items cen mount from
relative cobscurity %o notable significance.

The exact conception and hapyy expression of themes
and topics are matters of no small momenv. Tor they shape the
further questions that one will ask and it is those furthsr
guestions that lead to further discoveries. Yor is this all.
Part by part, historical investigations come to a term. They
do so when there have been reached the set of insights that bhit
all nails squarely on the head. They are known to do so when
the atreamn of further questions on a determinate theme or topic
gradually diminishes and finally driss uvp. The deanger of
inaccurate or unhappy conception and formulation is that either
the stream of questions may dry up prematurely or else thav it
may %keep [{lowing when really there are no further relevant
questions,

It follows that the cumulative process of develoving
understanding not only is heuristic, ecstatic, selective,
eritical , and construchtive but &lso is reflective and judicial.
The understanding that has been achileved on a determinate
point can be complemented, correcied, revised, only if furttrer

discoveries on that very poln% can be made., Such discoveries

o')
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can be mede only if further relevant questions arise. If, in
fact, there are no further relevant guestions then, in fact,

a certain Judgment would be true. If, in the light of the
nistorians' knowledge, there avre no further relevant cuestions,
then the historian can say that, as far as he knows, the question
is closed- |

Trere is, then,a criterion for historical judgment,
and so there 1s a point where formal evidence beromes actual
evidence. Such judgments occur repeatedly throughout an
investigation, as each minor and then each major portion of
“he work is completed. But as in natural science, so too in
eritical history the positive content of Jjudgment aspires %o
be no uore tzhan the best available opinion. This is evident as
long as e historical investigation is in procesgs, for later
discoveries may force a correction and revision of earlier ones.
But what 1s frue of investigations in process, hes to be
extended to investigations that to all intents and purposes are
conpleted.

For, in the first place, one cannot exclude the
possibilitiy that new sources of information will be uncovered
and that they will affect subsequent understanding and judgment .
So archeological investigations of the anclent Near Fast
complensnt 01d Testamcnt study, the caves of Qumran have yielded
documents with a bearing on WWew Testament studies, while the
unpublished weitings found at Kenoboskion restrain mronounce-~

mentes o Gnosticisn.

Brt there i3, as well, another source of Tevision.

b
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Tt is the occurrence of later evente that place sarlier events
in 2 new perspective. The outicoms of & battle fixes the per-
spective in which the successive stages of the battle are
viewed; military victory in a var reveals the significance of
the successive battles that were Cought; the social apd cultural
consequences of the victory and the defeat are the measure of
the effects of the war. So, in general, history is an ongoing
process. As the vrocers advances, the context within which
events are to be understood keeps enlarging. As the context
enlarges, perspectives shilt,

Hovrever, neither of these sources of revision will
simply invalidete earlier work competently done. HNew
docunenta 131 out the pleture; ther Lllunminate what before
was obscure; they shift perspectiwves; they refute whal vas
venituresome or speculative; they do not simply dissolve the
whele netver of guestions and ansvers that made the original
set: of daba massive evidence for the earlier account. Again,
history is an ongoing process, and so the historical context
keeps enlarging. But the effects of this enlargement are
neither universal nor uniform., For persons and events have
theeir place in history through one or more corntexts, and thecse
contexts may be narrow and b?io% or broad and enduring with
any variety cf intermnediates. Only inasmuch as a context is
st 311 open, or can be opened or extended, do later events throw
new Yight on earlier persons, eveanbe, processes. As Kerl Heussi
put 1%, it is easier to understand Frederieck William TIT of

Prussia than to understand Schleliermacher and, while NMNero will
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always be Nero, we cannobt as yet say the same for Luther.

Besides the judgments reached by a historian in bis
investigation, there are the judgments paszed upon his work
by bis poers and his successors. Such judgments coustitute
eritical history at the second degree. For they are not mere
vholesale judgments of belief or disbelief. They are based
on an understanding of how the work was done. Just as the
historian, first, with respect %o his sources and, then, with
respect %o the objset of bis incuiry, undergoes a development
of understanding that at once ig heuristic, ecshatic, selective,
eritical, constructive and, in the limit, judicial, so ttre
eritics of 2 historical work undergo a similar development
with respect to the work itself. They do so all the more
easily and all the more competently, the more th%bistorian has
been at pains not to conceal his tracks but to lay all his cards
on the table, and the more the critics already are familiar
with'the field or, at least, witE neighboring fields.

The result of such ceritical understanding of a
critical history ig, of course, that one can make an intelli-
gent and discriminating use of the criticized bistorisn. One
learns where he has worked well. One has spotted his limitations
and his weaknesses., Onre can say where, to the best of present
knowledge, he can be relied oun, where he must be revised, where
he may have to be revised. Just as historians make an intelligent

and diseriminating use of their sources, so too the vrofessionsl

10)  Karl Heussi, Dis Krisis des Historismus, Tubingen (¥ohr)

1932, p. 50.
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historical community makes a diseriminating use of the works
of i¥s own historians.

Farly in this section we noted that asking historical
gue st ions presuprosed historlical knowledge and, the greater
that knowledge, the more the data In one's purview, the morek
questions one could ask, and the more intelligently one could
ask them., Our consideration has now come full c¢ircle, for
we have arrived at an sccount of that presupposed historical
knewledge. It is eritical history of the secord degree. It
conslists basically in the cumulative works of historians. But
it comsists actvally, not in mere belief in those works, but
in a critical appreciation of them. Such eritical aprreciztion
is generated by eritical book reviews, by the critiques that
professors communicate to their students and justify by their
explanations and arguments, by informal discussions in common
roorss and more formal discussions abt congresses,

Critical history of the second degre= is & compound.
At its base are historical articles and books, On z second
level there are critical writings that compare and svaluate
the bistorical writings: these may vary from brief reviews

to lomg studies right up to such a history of the historio-

graphy of an issue as Herbert Bubtterfield's Georse ITI & the

Historians, Finally, fthere are the considered opinions of

professional historians on nistorians and their critics --
opinions that influence their teaching, their remarks in

discussions, their procedures in writing on related topics.,

11) London (Collins) 1957, For a variety of views on the
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Before concluding this section 1t will be well to recall
what precisely has been our aim and concern. Explieitly, i%
has been limited to ithe functional spenialty, history. There
has been excluded all that pertains 5o the funeiional specially,
comnunicat ions. I have no doubt that bhistorical knowledge
has to be communicated, not merely to professional historlans,
but in some measurs to all members of the historical community.
But before that need can be met, historical knowledge has to
be acauired and kept up to date. The present section has been
concerncd with the prior task. It has been concerned %o
indicate what set and seauence of overations sscure the fulfil-
ment of that task, If it is commonly thougnt that sueh a task
is all the more likely to be performed well if one zomes te it
without an azxe to grind, at least that has not bzen my main
reason for distinguishing between the functionel specialties,
bistory and communications. My wmain reason has been that they
nare different tasks performed in quite different manners and,
unless their distinetion is ackpowledged and maintained, there
is just no pessibility of arriving at an exact understanding
of either task.

tggein, it is & commouplace for theorists of history

history of historiogravhy, see Carl Becker, "What is

|

Historiogravhy?" The American Historical Review, hh(19?8: 20-28;

reprinted in Phil L Snyder, {ed.), Detachment and the Writing

of Historw, Fssaws and Letbtters of Carl L, Beclisr, Tornall

University Press 1958.
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to struggle with the problens of historical relativism, to note
the influence exerted on historical writing by the historian's
views on possibility, by his value-judgments, by bhis

Weltanschauung or FPrages tellunz or Siandnunkt. I have omitted

any consideration of Ghis matter, not because it is not extremsly
important, but because it is brought under control, not by the
techniques of critical history, but by the technigues of our
fourth specialty, dial sc tiec.

The concern, then, of the yresent section bas been

strictly limited, It presupposed the historian knew how te¢ do

his researcnh and how to interpret the meaning of documents. It

left $o later specialties certain aspects of the problem of fﬂ
relativism and the great task of revealing the beering of ,
historical knowledge on contemporary.policy and action. Tt | 5
was confined to formulating the set of procedures that, |

caeteris paribus, yleld historical knowledge, to explaining

how that knowledge arises, in what it consists, what are its ' ‘g i
inherent limitations,

If T have been led to adopt the view that the technigues
of eritical history are unequal to the task of eliminating
historical relativism ftotally, I affirm all the more strongly

that they can and do effect a partial elimination. I have

contended that eritical history is not a matter of believing

credible testimonies bub of discovering what hitherto had been
exverienced but not properly known., In that process of dis-

covery I have recognized not only its heuristie, selective,

critical, constructive, and judieial aspects, but also an i
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ecstatic aspect that eliminates previously entertained perspectives
and opinions to replace Lhem with the perspectives and views that
energe from the cumulative interplay of data, inquiry, insight,

aurnise, Image, evidence. It is in this manner that critical

~ history of itself moves to objective knowledge of the past, though

it may be impeded by such factors as mistaken views on possibility,
by mistaken or wmisleading value-judgments, by an inadequate
world-viev or standpoint or state of the question.

In bried, this section has been attempting to bring to
light the set of procedures that lead historians in various
manners to affirm the possihility of objective historiecal
knewledge. Carl Becker, for instance, agreed he was & relativist

in the sense that Weltanschauunz influences the historiants work,

but at the same time maintained that a considerable and indeed
1
inereasing body of knowledge was objectively ascertainable.

Erich Rothacker corrclated Wahrheit with Weltanschauvuns, granted

that they influenced historical thought, but at the same time
aff'irmed the existence of a correctness (Richtigkeit) attached
13

to coritical procedures and proper inferences. In a gimilar

12) Quoted from Carl Becker, "Review of Maurice Mendelbaum's

The Problem of Historical Knowledre, ' Philosovhic Review,

1.9(1920), 363, by C.W, Smith, Carl Becker: On History and the

Climate of Opinion, Cornell University Press 19546, p. 97.

13) Erich Rothacker, Logik und Svstematik der Geisteswissen~

sehaf tern {Handbuch der Philosovhie), Munich and Berlin 1927,

Bonn 1947, p. 1L,
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vein Karl Heussi held that philosophnic views would not affect
crit ical procedures though they might well have an influence
on the way the historj as composed;1u and he advanced that
while the relatively simple form, in which the historian
organizes his materials, resides not in the enormously complex
courses of events but only in the historiants mind, still
different nistorians operating from the same standpoint arrive
at the sane organization.15 In like manner, Rudolf Bultmann
held that, granted & Fracestellung, critical metibhod

16
led to univeezl results. These writers are snealing in various

manners of the same reality. They wean, I believe, that there

exist mrocedures tnhat, cseteris naribus, lead to historiecal

knowledge. Our aim and concern in this section has been to

indicate the nature of those procedures.

1y)  Karl Heussi, Die Krisis des Historismus, Tubingen {Mohr)

1932, ». 63,

15} Ibid., p. 56,

16)  Rudolf Bultmabn, "Das Problem der Hermeneubik", Zschr.

f. Theol. u. Kirche, 47(1950), 6l; also Glauben und Verstehen,

II, Tubingen (Mohr) 1961, p. 229.
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