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History

1. Relatively fixed object
Research on sources; analysis of textg; determlnation of facts
What was known by contemporary common sense and can be settled
by common hilstorical ressarch

2. Relatively fluid object. e &4

What was zolng forward {through contemporary comaon sense; beyord
lts Intentlions; beyond its effective powers

Whet was brought to llght subdequently: drame, tukhe and anagkhe,
fata, providence, dle List gder Vermunft, the unseem nand of the laws of
supply and demand, the materlalist dialectle

By sgubsequent events: the end of the battle, war, serles of wars;
the end of a people, state, type of government, art, style, culiure

By subsequent un .erstanding:

Nietzsche: past svents are pulled out of thelr shadows by the
rregent sun of preatl men

¥k NT latebt in V¥; VT patet in WT

Plato in light of Arlstotle; Aristotle in light of Aqulnas; etc.

By subsecucnt sclence: Rostovtzefl, Social and Beonomle History
of the Roman Emplre; Max W-ber, Protestantilsm and the Rise of Caplitalisnm

By shift of Weltanschaouung: Butterfield, The Yhig Inte pretatlion
of History
. The medlatlion of tradltion; parallel to the transition from

congclousness of gelf to knowledge of gelf

The mediatlon that coastltutes a meeting with the past;
Ebeling on Cathollclem as Begexgrung with past, ZIThK 47(1950), lé-22.
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Higtory

1, Distinguish (1) the history that is writhken about and (2) the
hlstory that 1ls written.

The history that is writtemhbout (Geschichte) may be conceived
as (1) the totality of human thoughts, words, desds, omissions or (2)
heuristlcally as the objlect of inquiry, the to-be-known, of the
history that ls written.

A general account of the notion of hlstory is an account, a
determination, of this heuristic concept. It sets, orders, tne
guestions to be asked and answered in a written historym (Historie).

2. Time.
There 1s the time of material objects generally: numerus et
mensyrea motus gecundum prius et pasterius.

Since there are many motlons, there ls the problem of concelving
a single time: Acoulnas, Newton, Einsteln.

There is human time, which Includes the time of material objects
generally, but adds on dimenslons of its own.

Time and eternity are contrasted as the nunc entls mobilis and
the nunc enils immooilis,

The nunc entls mobllis may be consldered mrkaimxt secundum esse
naturale and secundum egse intentionale.

Secundum esse naturale there is the same substance that remains
identical through time and the accldents that change 1n tlme.

Secundum esse lIntentionale there 1g the same subject that remalns
ldentlcal through time, that changes by the esse naturgle of accldental
acts, that remembers the rast, acts in ther present, anticlpates and

_ dw-Linfluences the future by the essem intentlonale of accidental acts.
3 “ffk Over time the individual 1s continuous, not only by the ldentity
Ly © of the substance and subject, but also by the nature of developaent.
} ﬂ;& Development from the viewpoint of esse nsturale iz the achulsition
?’ v;f of nabits, and tals occurs by smsall increments, by adding furtaer
uﬂ pi and furtiner differentiations of opsrations, combinations of
' @yﬁ A differentiatéd operations. The slowness of development makes for
N continulty, because in general it is easler to repeat wnat has alr-ady
been le rnt than to learn afresh.
Developunent from tins viewpolnt of esse intentlonale thematizes
o spontameous development: one plans one's future, sets one's ideals,
- reccgnizes prioclples, makes commitments, enters contracts, ete.

Time of the individual, then, ls a complex entity involving
substance and ac:ident, subject and operatlon, esse naturale and
esse Intentionale, natural continuity and development and more or
less consclous and deliberate continuity and development.

e : Such tims is not » to be represented by a mathematlcal point;
: it is a volume of lntasrconnections, interrelatlons, int-rdependences;
o 1t %= rises from the unconsclous to the congci . us; it is like the
N time of toe musle, the symphony, int its multiplicity, variety,
S mounting tensions and falling resolutlions.

Individuzls are 0t alone. The:e 1s a social mediation of
~ the human pood. In cooperation, in dnstitutlons of every kind,
in personal relationsnips, indiv.duasl times fit togsther.

does not Just operate but one operate
understanding that, perates with and on the common

One
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Higtory 2

There results a soclal continuity and a social time, Whonm one
operates with, on what ¥ comron underst-nding one operates with,

are subject to change but, s0 to speak, they are not subject
to change without notlce.

The common understanding that is presupposed by the cooperztlion
ls itself somethning buiilt up over time; it is fixed 1o hsablis and
cugtoms, ingtitutions =nd laws; it is no more easlly changed than
are all the individuals involved. On the contrary, one of the most
difficult achleveuents of a socisty is a com.on willingness to
change, & notable dssree of soclal fleaxibility, mobilliy, adaptating
and that can be achleved only on the basls of a decper immobillty,
the lmmobility that wlll maintaln the willingness to changs.

O Bxlatential and Narratlve History.

Existentisl hlstory 1s the knowledre of the past that makes
social continuity possible.

Were a man to sufler complete amnesia, he would not know who
he was, wisther he was marvied or single, whetier he had any children
or perty, how he earnad his living, where he lived, etc.

Similarly, national amnesla would be national annihilation:
personal relat’ onshlps would be wiped out; the comiaon understanding

that underpins cooperatlon would heave to be reconstructed from scratch.

Such existential history exists In every sociaty in so far as
it fundtlons as a soclbyy, In so far as its menbers are avare of
taelr membersnip vf and of the common understianding uncer which they

, work together.

However, the whole of it does not erist in each mind; rather,

$J£w \ each knows the part tant concerns himself, the pert that rsg-rds
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a's rights and hls duties;, mmdmmmmhmmmmmmnlymmmmmmmhmnmmhmmhmvanmnﬂy

Mapnannohtonse each nas some geonerlic notiona on the righte and dutles

of others; but 1t 1s only in the vaguest fashlon that anyone attempts
to plece together these many partial aprrenensions into a single
x and fully dekaiixd artlculatzd wnole.

Harrative history narrates: it tells who sald what and who dld

vhat. It may addswhen 1t was said or done, where it was s2id or done,

for what reasons, with what results, und:r what clrcumstances.
Narrative history effects a tronsition from le vécu to le

thémetloue: it draws attentlon to the broader aspects of the society

a8 8 whole, in its main divisions, In its pri-cipal interdependences,

in ite origins and and its development, its setbaclks, perils triumphs.

Narrative history explaing: it draws on Aristotle's efficient
cause, the beginning of the movement; p-ople huve some uncerstanding

of why thelr sccial set-up ls what 1t is, because they know who started

this, who did that, and what happened afterwards.

Narvative histery 1s artistic, ethical, apoloretic, prophetie,
and existential,

Artistiey 1t ies not an exhsusiive catalogue, but a s-:laction;
and the gelectisn ls in part dererialned by artistic exlgences, B

by conslderations of how much materisl can be worked into the narvatlon

without destroying its unityxz, rhythm, form, effectiveness.
Ethical: 1t pralses the good things and denounces the bad.
Apolozetic: 1t mcets objlectlons and criticisms, particularly
from forelign viewpoints.
Propuetict it expresses a viewpoint on what the direction of

the future should be; it interprets or reinterprets the past coherently

with its ethical and prophetic views.

Existential: g larser social unit could not fn Qction without
parrated higtory & o wodts wek Kaens o S e axd .
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Hlstory | 5

4, Critical History.

Critleal history revises narrative history to set the problem
of a "kritik der historischen Vernunft.'

It proceeds from "sources," i. e., the totality of surviving
monunents and documents. Its basis accordingly is not merely the
exlsting narrative nlstories but also any other documents or monuments
that mey prove relevant.

It proceeds from sources critically: it scrutinlzes them for
authentlcelty and trustworthiness; it locates thelr origdn in place
and tlime; it analyses out exactly thelr precise meaning and bearing.

It understands tae sources.

There 1s the detective type of understanding: it k=xmn putls
together tue data ln an Intelliglble perspective of Interrelationships;
as Col'lingwood 1llustramted, in The Idea of Hisbory, Oxford 1946,
such understanding can bhe reached even when all the wifnesses are
lylng and all the clues are planted.

There Ls the sclentific type of understanding: a historlan will
draw upon contemporary natural sclence, psychology, economics,
soclology, political theory, anthropology, to reach a better
understand ing of the past than was possible In the past; Rostovtzeff,
The 8oclal and Economice History of the Roman Empire.

There 1s understanding on the level of philosophy, theology,
Weltanschauung: the historlan is expected to understand the polngt
of view of am allen civilization, culture, people, age; he is not
expected to agrse with 1it.

It communitates 1ts understanding of the sources by telling
what really happened, "wie es eirentlich gewesen,"

It sets the problem of a "Kritik der his‘orischen Vernunft."
This Kritlk was the ideal =~oal of the labors of Wilhelm Dilthey,

- 1833-191 ; Gesammelie Schrif en, 8 vols., Leipzig & Berlin, Teubner,

1921; Stuttgart & Gottingen, 1958, His first effort was Ein eltung
in die Gelsteswlssenschaften, 1883,

His ldea, according to Gadamer, W&M 206, was to establish and
Justify the a priorl of historical science, as Kant had established
and justified the a prioril of natural sclence. He sought the
grounds of & historical a priorl in a Lebensphllosophle, but he
failed to free nimself from scientific and philosophie (Cartesian)
ldeals not compatinle with a Lebensphilosophle. Gadamer L05-229.

The need for the Kritlk, according to Gadamer, was that die
historische Schule (Ranke, Droysen], wh'lle clalming to set forth
the facts and repudiating all philosopnic insplration, particularly
the a priori historical thought of Hegel which did not fit the faects,
none the less unconscioisly operated on the basls of a nuaber of ideas
inherited from the Enligntenment and Hegellanism. Gadamer, 185-205.

Them®® dilemma of the critleal historian is between an 1liusion
that leads 10 relativism and a disillusi>nment that leads to blank

pagesd.,

tﬁaﬁ—te&ésﬁjoﬂre&atrvfmw~&s—%nBaaseumptien_zhat
3eciqlist In history by settling the facts also.settles thek
orrect interpretations  In reality, ae 1s operating on the basis

Wlg own Weltanschauung and. Me-the~Te dertben-ofThanitica
1356 Bewnse T :
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Heussl

‘historical relativism, and {3) historical method.

Hist:ry

More basically, distinguish (1) historical consclousness, {(2)

What we call hlstorleal conscisusness 1s the good sense of
Hlstorismus developed In F. Meinecke's Die Entstehung des Historlsius,
Munchen and Berlin 1936.

Hlsoplcal Relativism ls the meaning of Historismus attacked by
Karl Lowith, Dle Dynamik der Geschichte und der Hlstoricmus,

Eraonos Jahrovuch 21{1952), 231 ss, Cf. his Weltgeacalchte und
Hellsgeschehen, Stuttmart ©1953.

Historlcal method 1s the problem 1n many recent studles of

hermeneucics, e.g., H G Gadamer, Wharhelt und Methode, Tubingen 1960

Historical consclousness 1s concerned with men, not as nature
and subgbance, but as subject, knower, chooser, agent,

8o that the Tormal constltuent of man, of his actions and his
Ingtitutions, his art,languages, literature, religlon, history,
sclence, philosophy, theology, 18 in the intentlional order: 1t 1is
meaning, significance, intention, purpose; hence man is a symbolic
aniaal iCassirer), and man is a symbol (Morel),

The Intentional order develops; the development of meanings 1is
the develorment of man, of institutlons, of actions, of all filelds of
knowledge, of all cultural achlevenent, of all civilization, of all
religion.

This develoument occurs in and tiurough human meaxnings, purroses,
actions, but 1ts product de.ends @ ag much on what man overlooks
a8 on what ne lantends; the hlstorical process Includes an anagkhe
end a tukhe, a "fata volentem ducunt, nolentem trahunt," a dlvine
providence, a List der Vernunft, an unseen hand of laws of supply and
deaand, a dlalectlec :roceeding from the forces and conditiong of
production, etec.

There 1s a systematlec disregard of man as he really is that
results from classlcist preoccupation with prout sempiternis
ratlonibug egse debeat, wkth from its presclnding from temporal
contingencles, from its ready-made universals, ideals, laws, pr-cepis,
rules, models, exemplars,

Romantieist attention to the singular, the conerete, the odd,
the bizarre, the pas-lonate, the 1rratl nal, medlates the emergence
of historical consciousgness from classicism.

Historical relativism arises from the failure of classlical philosochy
to effect a parallel development.

Classical philosophy concelved in terms of abstract universals
and necessary princlples is irrelevant to the needs of hlsiorical
consciousness, Concepts and princivles that prescind from time
and development can only be applied to abstract and necessary
aspects of tne historical process; and the abstract and necessary
agpects are but an inconsplcuous [ragment In tnat process.

The successor to classical philosophy hng to be concelved as
its prolongation in invariants that englobs the whole process,
toat are differentiated within tne ppocess, that are immanent,
op:rative, and normative in the process. .

Without such a successor the relativism K. Lowlith ascribzs to
Dilthey is a necessary, though self-contradictory, conseaquence.
Metaphyslcs ylelds place to a hisbory of metaphysical gystems;
there 1s no human nature, but the type, man, becomes a Froteus.
Whatever happens to be thought or done is squally true, ecually
correct, equally right. Phllosophy can make no clalms to absolute
truth; 1t is limited to Besinnung, Verstehen, Deuten; and these
change with every phase of the historicel process.

The 1nner contradictlon ls the fact that Histor: smus itsslf

is the oplnion of an age, and so0 it too has no more than a r-lative
validity.
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6. 4 Methodlcal Clngssification of Historlcal Studles.

The ¢las-ifilcation ig of fields, levels, components in historleal
studles; and its basis 1s the type of oper=tion that succeeds, taat
settles lssues as declslvely as they can bes settled, in that fleld,
on that lavel, with regamrd to that component.

¥itnout such dlistingtlons one is apt to think of nistory is
as 1f 1t vwere sgome single, unidform entity with a slngle standardlzed
method. Instead of atteapting to deal with a livinpg and cgmplex
manifold of different types of problems, one wonld set onef1f the

; Insoluble problem of flnding a single definltlon for history
o and a single matnod for studylng hlstory.

a) Common Historglcael Research.

. ' Common historical research has at its dlsposal (1)} contemporary
ad=¢™!  lnstances of comnon sense, (2) anesmuenfpotentlal to develop a

participation in the common sense of other times and places, and (3)
a set of generally accepted methods and tecinlgues for the discovery,
collection, classification, dating, edliting, analysing, evaluating,
eritlcliom of sources and Lor the determination of elementary matters
of fact (Did Brutus %ill Caesar?}, the determlnation of elementary
interdependences, and the deternminationn of elementary developmenta
of lnterdependences.

"Elementary" = what may unhesitatingly be left to commonsense
underst nnding and its participation LIn the com:on sense of thep past;
what does not fall under the more stringent requlrements set forth
In subseguent sectlions.

The field of comnon historical research is the field in which
universal agreement 1s esusily reached and d-ubt about that agreement
ls extremely dlfficult.

The extent of this fleld i1s a matter of debate: but it consists
approximately in the area of agreement tuat wonld be found anong
hi torians of different countries, difie:ent continents, different
philosorhies, different religions, dlfferent perlods. .. -
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b) Historical Essays.

(@) The hlistorical essay dlffers from common historical research
by introducling a speelally qualifled common senss,

Such speclal quallifications arise by medlatlont the common sense
of a man tnat knows & sclence differs from the common sense of a man
who does not kuow the sclence; in *he former case,RhE comaon sense
hags been medlated by sclentific knowledpe, it 18 stlll com on gense

. but it has underrone a sea~change.
o Common sense, then, wnay be medlated by knowledge of the natural

' : or the human sclences, by knowledge of philosophy or of tneology,

by exceptional development and refinement in such flezlds as art,
liter-ture, langnuages, technlcs, personal relations, politlcs,
arduous achievemnents, religion.

_ The historlceal essay confronts issues that cannot be left
spdinaryl unfesitatingly toAcommonserse understandlng; kkzxkxezmrax 1t reaches
: an understanding of the past that will not be convincing to anybody
and everyhody.

o
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2
The funection of historlcal essays,h flocls of them, 18 to
relse deeper lssues, to promote the educatlion of hlstorians,
to effect in time a rising of the level of common historical research,
and to effect in the short run by ixx thelr questioning the confinement
of common his*orical research to the type of issues with wihleh it is
comoetent to deal,

¢) History and Sclence, Pallosophy, ReTSSHY
a' There are the speclallzed histories: hisiory of particular sclences,
alstory of sclentific method, history of philosopny, hlstory of
theokogy. not fromﬂcomnonsense knowledge but

Such hlstorles proceed,from sclientlflc knowledge in its present
state: one cannot wrlite a nistory of matnemetics 1f one does not know
contemporary mathematlcs; conveorsely, if one knows contemporary
nathematlcs, then the history of the subject easlly becomes the
understanding of the development of mathematics.

In gencral, understanding the history of the developanent of
a sclmentificidoctrine terminates at understanding the doectrine; and
inversely, underste@ping the doctrine hemmknateanab grounds und eratanding
the hintory of the dev~lopment of the doctrine.

b' There is thes application of con“emporary xE natural and human
sclence 10 the understanding of historical events and processes.
in tne light of ths con emporary sclence of economics, it is

- posglble to write an economlic hlstory of the Roman Empire that

wvould far surpass any Roman's understanding of the Empire's economic
history. Etec. Rsbwbad,

e! Conversely, there ls the development of the numan scliences

baged upon hisPirical knowledge.

The human sclences are empirical; they arise from and are judred
by humen matters of faect; but a vist portion of huwman matt<rs of
fact are found in the past.

Note that this use of historical knowledge derives itas questions,
i1ts terms, 1its criteria of verification, from the sclence. It is
n:t seeking 1o understand the past as the past understood itgelf;
it i1s not seeklng an integral apprehension of the past; it is putting
& preclse question and the historical data hnve to be capable of
nerely conflirming or not confirming.

The function, then, of historical knowledge 1n the development
of the human sclences is the functlon of the needle pointing to
3 number in a sclentiile experiment.

The historical “nowledge in ocusstlon hamhhe may be elther of :
the type of comnon historicsl rescarch or of the type of the historleal
gssay. But the historian, unless he understands the sclience, 1s not
competent to judwe whether or not the appeal to alstory is valid.

On the other hand, tiere ls a real dependence of the sclence on
historical knowledge. Just as ths natural scientlst has to know
his apparatus, else he wlll read a pressure gauge as though 1t were
a volimeter, so also the human sclentist must be initiated in the
basic complexitles of historical lneulry.
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a' A critical philosophy provides the foundatlons for historical
method and fully consclous historlcal operations.

It 1s the basls of theldistinctionfbetveen ordinary and
exceptlonal developments of com:on sense, between comaon sense and
sclence, vetweenfthem ami phllosophy, phllosophy and falth, falth
and theology,

Grounding thése distinctlions ag ultimate, 1t also determines
the pecullar compe‘ence and limitations of each, the modes of their
mutugal complementation, ete.

e' As 1t grounds and directs historical metihod and operations,
80 alsoc a critical philosophy crovlies an ultimate bagis for a
eritioue of the results of hlistorical work.

Because 1t explores the resources of human cognitlonal activity,
the critical philosophy can discern exactly what the hlstorlan was
dolng and, no less, what he was overlooklng. Because it can do so
in each case, it can do 80 in all, and so go beyond the multiplicity
of historlies on the sublect to tnelr mutual complemmentarity.

Because it 1s sware of the x®E roots of systematic oversights,
1t can reduce the oversights to thelr causes, theoretical and
exlistentlal., 9o critical philosophy introduces the n rmatlve element,
Iminanent not only in the phllosopher but also in the hlatorlan and
in those that read phllosophy or history. By that normatlve element
1t 1s able to pronounce judgement.

Such critlcal operations may bs performed either by the historlan
with a grasp of critical philosophy or by a critical pnilosocher wlth
a grasp of history. It cannot be performed elther by a 4 mere
philosopher or by a mere historian. v

anding of nistorian

nd thelf work Ut also-of human liie and ite living. -

_ ustdga“it groynds an acge nt/;gf;bf/%asic elefients ipAtlstoriopl
e nodfgn operations, 80 also it pprevides a paglic analysls of hum

_ viggg a basig 8et of pategorize~Tor the racterization of-fo
or wiys of life, the pPlncipled on which-Tundamgntdl stages an
ariations-1in hum n’dgxgloﬁment and “Sberrat low can berdonretvsy,
Istingulished, etvaluatéd.

Hergs, hoWeve

y -

£ What a critical pnilosophy can do with regard to historical
methode, operationg, resultis, it also can do wlth respect to
each of the humsn sclences. 8O

What 1t can do with each, it can do wlth all; and doing with all,
it will produce not & only criticlzed results in each but also
the principles on which the mutual complemenvzry of the lot are vased.
A critical phllosophy 1s a principle not only of foundatlons ané of
criticsm in each human sclence but also a principle for the integration
of all,

Finally, what it does for the human sclences, 1t does for them
in tnelr interactions wlth historical study, in the light they
throw upon history (b') and in the development they achieve through
knowledge of history {e').

i.(ﬂ" ’h..‘.ilbl

g' A8 a critical philosophy stands to hlstorf,and to the kkskzx
hunan sclences, so also it gtands to human 1life and lliving.

It is In possession of the kep positions not only with respect
to the sublects, hlstorians and human sciesntlists, but also with
respect to the objects, whose history 1is written and whose nature is
Investipated. :

° ) | A
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It is In pogssession of the esmentlal elements in the obJects,
0of thelir modes of devclopment and aberratlon, and so of the baslc
categories which the human sclences differentliate and the historian
particularizes.

h' As the huaan sclences may be éilied to yileld a fuller understanding
of historical processes, Bo also may the genetic and dlialectical
principles of a critical philosophy. Insight VII, XVIII, XX.

Ag the humanx sclences may develop by appealing to historical
fact, 80 also mey philogophy.

However, the parsallel 1s analogous., The philosophy has an
indepencence of historical fact that the human sclences, as enplirlcal,
do not possess. The dependence of philosophy on himhomyndm particular
historical facts 1s derendence on a suggestlon, offered by the facts
as a problem on the phllosophic level. Convergely, the alternatlves
set by a phlilosophy for the iAnterpretation of historicml processes
are implications of a2 transceniental method: thelr exlstence and thelr
nature are egtablished in thse phillosophic cltadel; they function
a prlori.

AT A S S T e e A e i A e e

it Let us now attempt to put pleces together.
The historlan is concerned to formulate a totality of true
Judgements about the human past.
TheLobject of these Judgements 1s what was golng forward in
particular pinces at particular tlmes,
What was golng forward means: the actual course of the batile
a8 distincet from the lntentions plans experlences of the combatantis
from the renerals down to the Rawx troops; l.e., what results not
enly from human intentlions amd actlons but also from thelir confllet
from} and from the oversights 1mpllcit Iin the intentions andfthe i& lnadequacy
' of the actxlonsg; l.s., history ultimately is concerned with what
‘}ébgt " contemporaries do mov knows 1t stands to what contemporarlies kuow
" ) ag gelf~knowledge stands to consclousness; l.e., in thelst terms
N &y hist:ry 1s concerned ultimntely with what God disposes through
&J}$ *Y man's proposing; l.e., in ilterary terms, history 1s concerned with
{wff{ the drama, wlth what resulte through the characters, their decislons,
. Nyrsand their actions but not only because of them but also because
A@h{‘gw%rof their oversights, short-comings, ilnade~uzciles.
vw“ » What was goling forward does not mean: the instance of & general
law, thesls, principle but, on the contrary, esach singular and
concrete instiande of golng forward in its singnlarity and concreteness.
What was golng forward dees not mean what was improving, becoming
better; 1t may eoua2lly be decline; 1t may equally bhe merg sound and
fury, revealing d¥-w3diuate Iincapacliy, blindness, inadeligacey.
What was going forward is the concrete, complex form ir
imnanent Lin the events (fransmitted by contemporaries) understaod
In those events, andX functloning as the princi?le of s=lection,
of ordering, of Ilnterxrelating in the historian's presentation of
the events, &dL
What was going forward, because singular and concrete, is the w»*
object of a com:onsense type of understanding.
But the commonsense of common historical research is comaonly
sonal to ascertaining no more than the bare bones of the matter,
Woat ls needed 1s a commonsense medlated by philosophy, by
the hum'n sclenceg, and by various exceptiounal developments of
comnon sense,
In other words, the full object of history 1s as much a remote
1deal goal as 1s the full object of nztural or human science.

That full object 1s approached nethodically by the scissors*aciion

of an upper blade (develocing philosop
L , rhy, developlng human sclence
and & lower bkade of com:zon and uncommon’histnricalgresearch. o)
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oblivion his own Geschichtlichkelt, Godamer, p. 283, HNotes p, 3l.
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d4) History and Tradition.

Earlier we distingnished exlistentlial and narrative hilstory,
and sald that existentlal stands to narrative history as le vécu
to le thématious. Because narrative nedlates existential nlstory,
1ts setting forth of the past is not only informative but also
explanatory, artistlec, ethlecal, apologetic, and existential.

Critical histopy broadens tha basis of history writing by
1ts gystematlc study of all possibls sourcea; ut by the 1llusions
of on:.icompetent com ion sense and mistzlen cognitlonal theory
1t hea 8 for the imrasse of Historlsmus.

Moreover, critical history as a determinnte 19th century
phenomenon was enraged in a specliic operatlion on exilstential
history, on tradition; to a notable extent it was a component
vart in & movement that was liquida: ing Christianity and creatlng
the modern wardd secularist world; its specific functlon was to
make the pmkxim past Llntelligihle, to present 1t in teras that
made s-nse, to the liberal protestant and o the aﬂculariat.& ot 1980

A Keambt Ol sahuh-l‘isn-fm\s drr weitarsalhalivshan hofirsing 1211 Ju) illimgin

This point has been scored by . TG &ndamer.

Erst solche Anerykenmung deg wesennaft-n Vorurtellshaftlzkelt
alles Vefstehens scharft das heraeneutische Problem zu geinsy
wirklichen Spitze €u. An di-ser Elnsicht gemessen zelzt es sich,
dass der Historlanmus, aller Kritik am Batlonalismus und am
Nat:rrechtsdenken zum Trotz, selber zui dem 3oden der modernen
Aufklarung steht und ihre Vorurteils undurchschaub tellt. Es glbt
naml*ch aehr wohl auch ein Voruriell dar kufklarung, das lhr Wesen
tragt und bestimnt: Dies grundlegendg Vorurtell der Aufklarung ist
g da: Vorurtell gegen die Vorurtelle uoerhaupt undd damit die
Entmachtung der Ube. lleferung. W & M, p. 255.

Das Virstehen Lst selber nicht so seRr 318 eine Handlung der
pub jektivitat zu denken, sondemn als Eilnrmecken 1n eln
Hberliefernngsgeschehen, in dem sich Vergangenneit und Gegenvart
bestandig vermitteln. Das ist es, was in der hermenisutischen
Theorie zur Geltung komuen muss, die viel zu sehr von d-r Idee
geines Veprfahrens, einer = =t 10de, beherracht ist. Wl p 274 s.

In history the historian is coming to lkasow expllicltly the
exlstential history, the tradition, wnleh produced him.

What was golng forward, was whnat terminated with me and my
contemporaries, our opportunities, our dlffiealties, our situation,

In teaching and writing history, the historian ls medleting
that tradition; he is laboroing to carry it forwsrd, to conserve
it in the active sgnse of conserving (= creating) by being a
living embodiment of it, not only living but also ¢ articulate, 1nformed,
intellirent, wise, devote or he is laboring to destroy it elther
by & passive conaervqtism,xoy liouisating it,Aby endeavouring to
put a new tradition in its place.

This aspect of hilstorical tihoumnt and activity ls clear In
such manifest efforts at transforming tradition as the Enlightenment
and the French Revolution, Marxism and the fuszian revolatlon,

But it Is nox less a reality, when things are done more anletly
and more unobtruskvely,

Can the historian as a historian escape from his personal
existential decisions?
That he can is the assuuption of Historismus. The hist:.rlan

by nls r:llance on an extrinsecist texhnique and method consigns to

0 1 _
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That he cannot is the doctrine of E. Rothacker's relativism;
all synthesls is gulided by cholce.

We have to dlstinpulsh carefully.

The historian endsavours to understand what was moing forward
in a particular place at a particular time. That understanding is
Of the comnongense type; 1t Includes the intelligibility xham that
vanishes when one enuntlotes univsrsal lawsg, that has to be recovered
when one understands sltuatlons as comlng under laws.

Moreover, the hilstorian's effort at understanding is an effort
at making the past intelligible to hlmself; but the intelllgibllity
of the past may be beyond hls initial horizon, and he has the alternative
elther of broadening his horlzon, or of attempting to fit within
that hori.on what cannot have a place thers.

Richard Re Niebuhr, Resurrectizn and Historlical ¥ Reason,
A Study in Theolopical Hethod, New York, Scribners, 1957,

There exist hnistorical issues tnit cannot becoms Intellirible
to the historian without an existentisl decision on the historian's
part. In the measurs that such issues become rslevant to & writing
history, the escaps of Hlsiorismus leads to a falsificatlon,

On the other hand, while choice is an essentlal part in an
existential decislon, still 1t Lls not necessarlly a blind leop;
1t can be follimgowing intelligence and ylelding to reasonablensss
a8 well as golng agalnst Lt. UMy views would not be what they are,
vere it not for declsions I have made; but it does not folliow that
ny declsions were not based on Intellicent and ratlonal views, that
inteliect does not lead.

Where fothacker's relativism goss wrong 18 the oversight of this
olnty 1t 1s a gystematic oversight in the Aristotelian and the

, egelian traditions, which concéive Judrsement not as absolute positing
M/ but as gynthegj_g; ) I ‘?C.f-uﬂq/{.,'*m-ﬂﬁ’-&bwwt Pucche MLl ey t:;uj‘u.»rt’»u-

The historian, then, who 1s not simply engared 1in tnowlng the
past but also in teachling and writing about history, cannot escape
the functions =aslly descried in what we termed narrative hlstoryx.
The fact that critical history broadens the basls from walch
Information is derlved and uses a variety of technirues and fzexx
types of knowledpge to arrive at the intelliglhllity of the information
effects, indeed, a vsry notable difference in histpry. St1ll this
iy very notable difference 1is on the materizl side. In so far as the
| historian teaches or writes hlstory,kx he ls operating on a tradition:
he may r-=duce 1t to triviality 1f he limits nhis hist.ry to the
o products of common historical research [ef Husserl, Krisis ]
he may by his medlocrity bring the traditlon to an lnauthentic
gimulcrum of itself
he may bring the tratdition to a full conscicusnesg of ltself,
its achlevements, it: potentlalitles, its glaring fallures
he may make himself the instirument of a movement that 1s destroying
a tradition and endeavouring to create a new one
f The foregoing alternatlives are ineluctable, not indeed in the sense
© indivi thatkmnm cannot find safe havens 1n whlch mmm}can yard do honest
duals padestrian work without accesting any serlious resionsibility, but that
they, history as & field canncot avold them without®z creating a vacuun
s K' that will be filled with a historical myth [Germans and Nazi myth]




= not, only the medistion of the imnediate but also the medlatlon of

' History 11

e) History and Religionm

The fipst siz volumes of Arnold Toynbee's Study of History
unit operate on the premiss that thelobject of history is the
clvillzation, L.e., the relatively closed fleld of interdependent
centurie -events. One can write a history of Enrops because 1t la self-
g of contained; references to China, ete., need only be incldental;
one cannot write such a history of Checkoslovakia.
In the later volumes the unit shifts from the clvilization
Lo the world religioen. "
¢(f, E. Voegelin, in Gargan, The Intent of Toynbee's History,
Loyola Univ Press, Chicago, 1961.

Does thls arlse from the nature of the thing?! Is the experiment,
Toynbee, an accldental c nseguence, or does 1t arise from the nature
of the case?

Hisbbry, we Jjust concluded, is the medlation of & tradition,

But tradition iz what enriches the social medistion of the individual
By this I mean that the indlvidual can develop into somethlng only
8lightly better than what his tradit ome offers him: born in an
untouched primitive tribe, 1n Hayfalr, in Boston.

Traditlon then and so expllcit consclous tradltion, history,
mediates the indlvidual; 1t medlates the immedlate, the exisgting
subjeet; it is the gromd of the development of tine immediate.

But development alms not only at a medlated Immedlacy bhut also
at a nediated ultimate.

As all desire is ultimately desire of God, the presence of the
Abgent, [Sum theol I 44 4 3m], so too all development Ls ultimately
towards God, towards a gx partlicipated possesslion of God.

[Coiragt Hegel for whom Religlon mediates Philosorphy; and
Philosopny is absolntes Wissen; the term 1s a medlated lmmedlacy
of Abgolute Splrit. As E. Coreth rightly notes, prllsophy nedlates
religion; it phwasmnadimdom is about Belng and so most of all about
Being Itself; 1t glves religlon an intellectual depth without thereby
constituting more than a component in a fully religlous belngx.
But what 13 true of philosophy, alaso ls true debita proportione servata
of all development]

Not only is history concerned with the development, tnat 1s

the ultimate, but also thls developnent itselfl Is not unaware of
ites concern with the ultinate.

Contemporary Western Civilization is in universal hlstory
the exception in which in Nietzsche's parase, God 1s dead.

How much that 1s a matter of fornicating after false gods,
®.8., the vanlshed god, Progress, how dtmhs much it Lls a rejection
of false notlons of God, how much it is inauthentic flight from the
guestlon of the ultimate, are nice ~usstions.

In any case, religion remalmns a basic peint In history, whether
it 1s present and influential, whether 1t is sound or aberrant,
whether 1t 1s no more than the presence of a vacaum.

‘\./'“‘ s
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£} History and Apologetic.

The truth of Catholicism 1s not independent of singular and
concrete hlstorical facts located 1n the Near East during the flrst
century A. D.

But the foregoling affirmation 1s %= not to be confused wlth
the statement that the truth of Catholiclam ls to be settled by
common historical research ilnvestigatlng events in the Near East
In the first century A. D.

Common historical research ylelds no more than the bare bones;
it 1ls not history but the hlghest comion factor in historical ingulry.

Agaln, while the truth of Catholicism is not independent of
yr:clse and anicient historical facts, still these facta are not i
the one &himg and only thing on which such truth ls dependent. :

Truth presuppos-s the exisctence of & mind: verum et Falsum sunt
in mente.

Supsrnatural truth presupposes not only a mind but also the
grace of God and the existentlal response to that grace.

Truth about the past presupposes the medlatlion of a traditlion:
fldes ex anditu., It 1s the massive, unparelleled tradltion of
the Catholic Church, an exi:ztentlal history, that always h-s been
the fundamental medlaotlion between the béllever znd the facts about
Jesus of Nazareth.

Jistory, the medlation of that traditlon, 1is transfer from
le véeu of existential history to le thématlque of narrative, critical,
methodical history, ls a secondary phenomenon for the Cathollie.

[FB It 1s not a secondary phecnomenon for the protestant, the
liberal, the secularlst ln Western civllizathon. For them, that
existential history containg an aberratlon thet began in the middles
ages, ln the Greek councils (Harnack as the theologlan on undosmatie
Christianity), in the Fruhkatholizismus of the later eplstles in the
NI, in S%. Paul in the leap hetweaen Jesus of Nazareth andi the Ehe
Urgemsinde. To establlish the aberration of the tradition, xis
tradition 1s not enough; there also 1s needed the medlationz of
the tradition and its ddstructlion by ceritlicism.]

Irenaeus' and Tertullian's appeals to prescription xk stlll have
in an analogous form their point. The Catuolic tradition is a

Yy heriafd 8
E higtorical fact about historical facts prior to any medlatlon and
: explicitation by historians.

@ ? If the facts, to which the tradltion bears witness, are a
j stunbling-block to common historical research, 1t remains that
1 the tradition itself is as much a s8ign, a signun levatum in Gentlbus,
¥ ag the signs te which it testlfies
i
\_J_ _' ‘
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3. Historismus. E*n*(c““bf( el $

Hismtorismus has been delined as the accepted "correct" amnner
of writing history about the year 1900. X. Heussl, Die Krlsls des
Hlstorismus, Tublngen 1932.

De Smedt, Principee de la critique historioue, Lliege, Parils, 1884.
Bernhelm, Lehrbuch der historlschen Methode, Leipalg, 1894, 41903.
Langlois et Seignobos, Introduction aux études historiques,

Paris 1892,
E. C. Butler, The Modern Critical and Historlecal School,

Dublin Review, 1898, pp. 121~139.

K., Heussl agsigns four characteristics to this manner of
concalving the proper writlng of history.

First, 1t Ls concerned to determine for us what In themselves
are already structured facts. To reach them one hags no need of
any set of systematic or philoso:hic principles. The structure is
already there and all the nistorian has to do 1ls follow his method
to determine just what it ls; this method is totally independent of
philosophic views.

Secondly, historical objects are related; there Is an Intelllsible
Zusammenhang that Llinks the lol together.

Thirdly, there 1s historical development.

Fourthly, historical studles mf are not concerned with “die 'Tiele'
der Dinge.. den eligentlichen Geh=lt, die Subetanz, das Wesen, die Idee,
die Gestalt, den Sinn der Dinge.." p. 89. Such essays as Harnack's
Wesen des Cihristentums are historicelly marginal, peripheral; they don't
help or contribute anything of moment to alstory.

The grounds of Historismus seem to be (1) the anti-Hegellan
reaction of die historische Schule, (2) the conception of the
autonomy of the sciences which developed by prescinding from
philosophic issues, {(3) the desire of the speclalist to do his own
work without any meddling from such obviously incompetent people as
philosophers and theologians, and (4) a set of surerficlal assunptions
about the nature of human knowledge, wwa (&) &b Ok Fu buatpricad e e (P
;,\,..1‘.,07 A\ U, itk S andiny dnstill ke deden)

It geems neces=zary to distingulsh between the exrperience that
leade historians to re ject Historlsmus and, on the other hand, tne
reasons glven by such men as Heussi, Marrou, Aron.

According to Marrou, a follower of lenglols and Sef%obos ends
up uxlking o{fering as history a beook of blank pages. The more one
sets all preconceptions aslde, the more one 1s driven simply to
editing texts with indices and foot-notes. De la conmalgsance
higtoriaue, Parls 1954, p. 54.

A, Descamps, Sacra Fagina, I, takes Harrou to task for nis
scepticism [pp. 132-136]. But Descampsigeems to presuppose the
Historismus that Marron attacks: he holds that biolical theology
is primarily a matter of philologico-historlcal nethod, tuat there is
no need for & hybrid method that is at once mi~historique and mi-
théologlaue, that the intsrpreter has to acknowledge tihe authors to be
bellevers but need not himself be a believer [pp. 137-144].
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Them need of distingulshing the historians' experience fromk
thelr reasons 1s 1llustrated by K. Heussi:

pe 64t .. dasi&eschichtschreibung und Philosophile durch kelne
klare Linle getremnt sind.

p. 62t .. es lst gewlss richtlg, dass exakte Quellenbearbeltung,
reine Tatsachenkritll, streng im Rahuen exaxzter Tatsacuenfestatellung
sich haltends Geschlchsthreibung nicht unmlt'elbar beeinflusst werden
konnen; aber e¢s erschelnt als ganz susgescholossen, dgss prinziplelle
Brvagerungen, wie sle nf\yr anrestellt wurden, nicht X ybsrhaupt auf
dle Bache selbst, also auf dle Geschichiscreibung, zuruckwirien und
sle verandern.

p. 56: Damals [um 1900] war es so, dass man den "subjektiven"
Aptell an allesr historischen Erkenntnis sen¥ stark hetonte, ihn aber
fur elne unvermeldliche, mehr oder minder starke Tyubung der
Auffassung eines an gich fest gegebenen, egin fur allemal eindeutig
strukturierten Gegenuber betrachtete. Danach wandeln slch die
Anschruungen der Henschen, cs bleiven die Dinge. HNach der von uns
vertretenen Auffassung sind die so strukturlerten Dinge nur im Denken
der Menschen, aber vom gleichen Standpunkt erreben sich dle gleicn
strukturierten Dinge im Denken der Menschen; das Gggenuber lst nlcht
gindeutig und fertig strukturlert, keine starre Grosse, sondern
unerschopflicher Anrélz zu lmier neuen historischen Auffassungen.

What 1s true in the foremolng 1s that observation without
understanding will not lead to any structured knowledge.

What is false 1ls the relativist perspectiviam.

By perapectivism ls meant that there are several viewpoints,
standpointe, from which the geveral aspscts of the historical facts
come to light.

By an absolute perspectlivism las meant that the sevekal viewpolings
can be ploced in a genetie series (that exclades dlalectical aberrati-ns)
and toex several aspects can be united in the aspects of one objective
reality. In brief, absolute perspectiv sm adnits the complexlty
yet retains the absolutensss of truth, the existence :f a goal of a
ginpgle and coherent set of propositions ln correspondence w th reallty.

A relativist persprctlivlism, while It acknowledces the lntrinsic
relationghlips of philosoghy and history-writing, still has no philosophy
by whlch it can resolve the problem of historical truth.

Relatlvist perspectlivism seems to be ultimate with E. Rothacker,
Logkik und Systematilt der Gelsteswlssenschaften, Bonn 1947, p. 1l44:

«» das ;heitem Glied einer neuen Kritik detr Vennunft. Es galte
nitcht nur zu zelgen, dass’ der Einfluss von Weltanschauungen auf das
Erkennen und Schafien eln mehr oder wenlger grosser, sondern dacs
er ein radikaler ist. Als neuss Glied musste dxpm in diesem
Zusammenhang dis Erkemntnils treten, dass.es primar Forderungen des
Willens und nicht kognitive Akte sind, die hinter dizsen Weltanschau-
ungen stehen... A41le Synthesls ist vom Willen geleltet.

Ibid., Diess Form des Relativismus begrundet nuﬂ."wahrheit"
gnf den Willen. Dle Richtigkeit kritisch festgestellter Daten und
"aﬁten oder tueoretlsch richtlger Folgerungen wird durch dieselb:n
uberhaupt nicht berurht.,

Es gllt deshalb zunachtst, theovetische und empirische Richtigkelt
von weltanschaullcher Wabrhelt éhavf zu unterschelden.

Nicht als griffen dlese Weltanschauungen nicht auch in den Berelch
der loglschen Systeme sin.
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E. Rothacker, Loglk und Systematlk, p. 149:

Weshalb vermag sich dle Einsicht, alle Synthesis xm sel vom
¥1lllen mithestimmt, 4. h. dopgmatisch, dennoch 8o schwer durcnzusetzen?
Es lst sclbat eln typlech dogmatlsches Vorurtell, das lhr entgegen=
steht! Das Dogmatlsche will sich nle selbst erkennen. Und so sehr dle
Aufgabe deS Philosophle ip ihrem Re mgdernen 'wigsenschaftlichen'
dtadium gerade die sein musste, gegenuber allen doumatischen Inhalten
Grenzlinlen zu ziehen, so unterliegt sle 1n bezug aul sich sslbst
meist einem immanenten Zug Jedes 'Glaubens' elner (diesmal wirklich
pgychologlach zu verstehsnden) Schutzmassnahme des handelnden Labens,
das der Unbefangenielt bedarf, um selne aubstanziellen Zlele nicht eus
dem Auge zu verlleren.... Der Ideallemug der Frelhelt 1st dle
Dogmatlk der Autonomle, der gbjektive Idealismus die 4 Dogm~tik
einee harmonischen Iebensgefuhla, der Naturalismus dile Dogmatik der
Sinnlichkelt. Alle drel Systepgruppen sind auf dem Grunde der mit lhrem
Titel bereits bezelchkneten Pramissen erbau} und aus diesen sind ihre
Systemg in (ldealiter) unwiderlegbarer Schlusslgkelt abzuleiten. An
dle Pramissen wird aber allezeit geclaubt. uhxghﬁmngahgqmu

p. 157 Einzig and allein die Verblindung mit der Welt des Handelns
und der Anspruch siner schliesslichen Anwendimarkelt ist es, welcher
phllosophiache Systeme lihre Elnssltigkelt verdankesn, aber zuglelich
mit' dleser verdanken sle ihr auch ihre Form, namlich den Charakter,
inhaltllche Waphrheltien zu verknupfen. Im Felde der ¥Yahrhelt glbt es
nur einseitire Systeme, dle Weltanschauungafraele Systematik aber
gpricht nicht mehr von wehren Inhalten der Ve nunft, sondern allein
von Strukturgesetzen derselben. 3, uwﬁﬂlgﬁdxm-ﬁnxu@gzhﬁ

G. Ebeling, Die Bedsutung der historlsch~kritischen Methods,
ZEThK 47 1950 33:

Der Historismus am Ende des 19. Jahrhunderts, in dem diese
Entwichlung gipfelte, zog alle Hormen und Weorts hinein in einen
grenzlosen Relatlivismus, der dle grosse Krise ofienbar ¥ machte,
in dle der Gelst der Neuzelt hineingeraten war. Es ware eine Tauschung
zu, behaupten, dass diese JQurch den Historismuas gekenntelchnete Krlse

uberwunden ware. (Evidence from efforts to eliminats historical
approach and so be rid of problem; efforts from Dlilthey and from
problem of historical understanding give much promise of possinillity

of reaching a solutlon witbout surrendering die Strenge der nistorisch-
krithkschen Yethode).

P. 34: Dle moderne Geschlchtswissenschaft ist fraglos noch welt
entfernt davon, die hilstorisch-krimtische Methode in dieser Welte
des hermeneutischen Problemg mlt sufriedenstellemnden Kategorien
theoretisch elnvandfrel darleren zu “onnen.
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R. Bultmenn, Das Problem der Hermeneutik, ZfThK 47 1950 63 s.

63: Historical phenomena are, not vieldeutig, but vielseitig, komplex.

They can be lnvesticated tm from many viewpoints,{historlcal,
socielogical, paychological, or any other that growas out of the
historical conmnection between the phenomenon and the intcrpreter.

++ 8le nur aus der geschlchtlichen Verbundenhzlt dgs Interpreten
mit dem Phanomen erwachst. Jede solche Fragestellung fuhrt, wenn
die Interpretatign methodisch dupchgpfuhrt wird, zu eindeutigem,
objektiven Verstandnls. Und neturich st es 1'e:m Einwand, dass sich
das echte Verstehen 1n der Diskussion, 1m Streit der n Melnungen,
herausbiliet. Denn die simple Tatgache, dass jJeder Interpref in
gelnem subjektiven Vermogen beschrankt ist, hat keine grundsatzliche
Relevanz.

Dis méthodische erwonnene Errenntnis ist eilne 'objektlve,®
und das kann mur helssen: eine dem Gegenstand, wenn er in elne
bestimmte Frarestellung geruckt ist, angemessene. Die Fregestellung
selbst 'subjektiv' au nennen, is} sinnlos. Sle mag so helssen wenn
man, darsuf blleckt, dass sie naturlich je ‘ellg von elnem Subjekt
gewaﬁlt werden muss. Aber was helsst hier wahlen? Als solche
erwachst die Fragestellung Jja nicht aus 1lndlviduellem Belleben,
sondern aus der G.schleh' e selbst, in der Jedes Phanoaen, seiner
komplexen Natur enusprecaend, veréhicdene Aspekte darbictet, d. h.
nach verschiedenen Richtunsen Bedeutung gewinnt oder besqer'
beansprucht, -~ und in der jeder Interpret, entsprechend der in der
Mannigfaltigkelt des geschlchtllicpen Lebsns wipkenden Motlve, dle
g Fragestellung gewinnt, in der fur ihn das Phanomen redend wird.

Perspectivisms tae interjyretation fits the object, when the object
is placed witnin a determinate Fragestellung.
The perspectiviast interpretation ig objective, because the
Fragestellung results from nlstory: on the one hand the object is
such tuat 1t presents many aspects, wins or demands signlflcance
from many viewpoints; on the other hand, 1t 1ls history agailn that
produces the interpreter, the multiplicity of human motivew, the
arlsing of the Frapestellung that brings to light the significance of
the historical object.
This 1s phenomenzology, Insipghts unier the control of method,
wnere method escapes involvement In the baslc context of a realist
philosorhy.
The oblectivity that Bultmann can claim is the objectivity of
the fact that the interpretation occurs, that it expresses a significance
grasped from an historically occurring po:nt of view, Ml gub p% Neows dnrteg -
But there 13 a further objectivity that asks whether the historically
oceurring point of view is or is not part of a historical aberraticn,
wnere jJudgement wh-ther i1t is or is nct such an aberration rests on
the criterima of basic context.

What 1s to be granted to Bultmann is: (1) that the historical
object is not dignificant without an effort to understand (re jsetion
of Historismus); {2) thai ef.orts to understand occur only in congrete
historical clrcumstances under concrete historical influences; {(3)
that methodlcal errors, such as I believe Bultmann exemplifies, are
corrected only X within the historical process of people coming to
re ject them as errors (as Historismus has been rejected).

Hence, the Archimedéan point is method, Die historisch-kritische
Die Bedeuting, ZfThK 47 1950 44,

Methode has developed and it can develop still further. Cf. Ebeling,  }
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