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ok Historlans and Cognitional Theory

Historlans do not need a cognitlonal theory elthsr teo
learn or to develop thelr procedures or to carry them out with
discrimination and finesse., But at times they are led to do
more. They may feel lmpolled to say Just what they are doing
when dolng hlstory. They may be obliged to defend thelr own
practice against encroaching error. Then, whether they wish
it or not, they are making use of some more or less adequate
or lmadequate cognitlonal theory. The resnlts are quite lnteresting.
For however much the alstorian may be handlicapred by a ra11u¥ro
10 master philosophlic complexities, he easlly is a skilful =
‘writer _and .os conveyi bowdthe dlagerning just what goes--ow
o-histerical Anvestigation now :1s the time for all good men
wrlter and can convey to the discerning -- to peopls that
deslire not to argue but to understand -- just what goes on
in historical investigation.

It will not be posaslble iqg thls subsectlon to portray
the wealth and penetratlon of such reflections of historians.
But we may hope to entice our more enlightened readers to go

point

on to a study of the originale and, lnasmuch as we cigs$1up

gong of the dlfficulties in cognltlional theory, our outlines

may provide a hslpful introductlon.

1

o= | Insight and “Verstehen"

Qur terms, Ilnsight, act of understanding, refer to
co*gnitional events that occur in all human knowledge, in
mathaematica, in natural sclence, in commonsense knowledge,
in philosophy, in the human sclences, and in history. In

thls generallty, an inslight is an act in which, in response




3.4 Soms Further Issues

we
Because w3 have been presupposing a preclse cognitional

theory, we have been able In a rather brilef compass to indlicate
the field of historical ingqulry, the oblect of hlstorical knowe
ledge, and the activities of the critleal historlan

)
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3.4 Some Further Issues

The advantage of anpew an adequate cognitionsl theory
1 that 1t enables one to say within a brief compaes
narrate, wlthin a brlef compass, what 1s the flelds of hilstorical

inqulry, what the object of historical knowledge, what the

activities of the crltical historian. But, of course, such
a cognltlonal theory ls not needed elther to discover or to
develop or to pa practlice critical history, for the mode in

which hlstorical lmelghts accumulate and coalesce 13 gulte

similar to the mode in whlch commonsense understanding growa.

v e
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3¢4 Some Further Issues

We have been lndlcatelng the fleld of hlstorical Lnquiry,
the ob Ject of historlcal knowledge, the activitles of the critical
bhistorlan. In dolng so we have presuppomsed our cognitional
theory, and that presuppositlon, gulte automatically, has
slde=tracked & number of lssues, to which historlians, with some
theoretlical interests, have devoted not a little attentlon.
For two reasons it would seem to be worthwhile to advert
expliclitly to these lssues. First, because it would make our
own presentatlon both more clear and more concrete, Secondly,
because 1t would mmimbtemmme put our posltlon 1n the context of
the reflections of professional hlstoriams and, I hope, entice

our readers to a first-hand study of auch reflectlions.

3.41 Facts and Theorles

Data are one thing, facts are another. There are the
data glven to sense and the data given to consclousness.
Thelr common and unfalling characterlstic 1s that they are
glven or may be glven. They may or may rniot be attended to,
inqulred into, understaood, classifled, Invoked as evlidence
in Judgement. In ao far as they are, they are not merely glven
but also entering into comblrnation with other cognitlonal
components. In so far as they are not, they are glven indeed
but merely glven.

In contrast, a fact is & known event, and human knowledge

1g & compound of experienclng, underastanding, and judglng.

A fact, accordingly, has the concreteness of an cbject of

experience; 1t has the preclelon of an object of understanding
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3.4 History and Cognitional Theory

Historians do not need a cognitional theory elther to
discover or lmprove hletorical procedure or to carry out thess
procedures with dlserinlnatlon and finesse. None the less,
when they come to tell what jpreclsely they are dolmg when
dolng history, when they endeavor to defend correct procedure
agalnat erroneous methodologles, then whether they like it or

not they are maklng use of some more less adequate or inadequate

cognitional theory.
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to inquliry about sensible presentations or representatlions
(1ncluding words and mathenstical symbols), an intelligible
unity or relatlonshlp ls grasped; % and thereby there la
conatituted the actlve ground whence proceed conceptlon,
definitlon, hypothesls.

Now, asince the days of Schlelermacher Gernan wrlters
on hermeneutlics, philology, and hlstory have » been employing
the word, Verstehen. But they use 1t, not with the generality
2R uadd

]::"*our"‘lnsight, but rather with a restriction to huran ai?s

Fd  espéclally - now 1s-the time forall good. mem to tome. §O
of our lnslght, but rather wlth a reatriction to an understanding
of human affalrs and, partlcularly, to an understanding that

might admlt but at least does not seek

dass-not-adet some unlversal and systematlic expressilon.

Verstehen, then, ls understznding of what 1is human and, ln

some sense, indivldual,
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and conception; it has the "stubbornness™ of what has been
grasped as (approximating to} the) virtually unconditioned

and so as something (probably) lndependent of the knowing

sub Ject.

dee Insight on data, pp. 73 £.3 on fact, pp. 3I31l. 347,
366, 411 rf.

Now as an investlgation proceeds, insights accumulate
and overaslghts diminish. This on-golng process of change,
whl le it does not affect data inasmuch as they may be glven,
does affect enormously the data that are sought out, attended
to, combined nov ons way now another in ever larger and mopee
complex structures. On the othexr hand, it 1s only as the
structures take on a definite shape, as the proceegs of asklng
® further questions begins to dry up, that there commence
to emerge the facte. They enmerge, not before we have understood
the data, but only after we have understood them thoroughtly
and satlsfactorlly. It followe that the theory, bdim der

Zusammenhang, la synthese, so fax from being determined

by the facts, 1ls what determines what are the facta.
state of affalrs
Not only is thiaguﬁluiu-int\quite paradoxical to nalve

set
reallsts. It proved a trap to empiricist thinkers and.a

/\
recurrent problem to those with ldeallst leanings. The
emplriscist wants his facts to be objects of observatlon,
and he wants hls theory to bs, not any procduct of subjective
;ctivity, but something gham somehow contalned in the
observable facts. On the other hand, the ldealist is fully
aware that emplriclst notlone regardlng facts, observations,

and theories are just a tissue of fletione. He 13 quite ready

to acepet what we hrve o say about data, insightis, and ofe=sdl~
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oversights. But he has falled to dlscover how such procedurxes
come to reveal, now Just what the historian happens to thimk,
but what was thought, sald, and done by people centurles ago.
Here two maln difficulties stand 1in hls way. He has to e
liverated from the Kantlan notlon that Verstand is the faculty
of Judglng, and learn to distinguleh between dlrect understanding
whlch issues in concepts and hypotheses and, on the otheﬂ%&nd,
reflective understanding which grasps an unconditioned and so
issues in judgements. Agaln, he has to distlngulsh two motlons
of the "real': there 1s the nalve reallst and emplriclst notion
that the real s the object of seng%iva intultion; there is the
eritical reallat notlon that the real is what ls intended An
questions and revealed through correct answers.,

Jo G« Droysen (1808-84) wrote and rewrote a Grundriss

der Historilk, publishing it as manuscript in 1858 and 1862,

and then edlting 1t femviuevpuinike more formally in 1868,
1875, and A8 1882. now is the time for all good men to cone
der Hlstorlk. It was edited flve times in his life tinme, and

Rudolf Hubner has given us a critical edition with all the variants.
Quite interestingly, Droysen's method divides into four paris:
gie Heurlstik; dle Kritik; dle Interpretation; dle Darstel lung.

relevant
The firat 1s concerned with the art of uncovering the rem lns,

nonunente, and accounte of the past
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{1768-1834)
Now since the days of Schloiermacheﬁhﬁerman writers on

htmtee hermensutlics, phllology, history have been employing
the word, Verstehen. But they use it nelther with the pure
intellectuality nor with the generallity of our insight. It
1s an Intellectual event but 1t 1s not sharply dilstinguished

feelln% or
from ¢4 accompanylng Intersubjectivity or empathy or congeniallity.

Agaln, 1t is restricted to an understanding of human affalrs

and, particularly, to an unders*tanding that might perhaps
admit but at least doess not ae;i some unlversal and systematic
expression. So Verstehen is contrasted with Erkliren,

Even thls limlted generality wei- had heen reached by
generallzation, Prlor to Schlelermacher hermensutics had
exlsted in blble study and ln c¢lassical phllology as * pets
of helpful obaervatlons'&provided by teachers for thez; pupils.
Schlelermacher gave the\;ubject a general scope. Hermeneuticsa
became relevant to every imetemt instance in which another'a
speech or wrltlng night be misunderstood. Therewlth, underatanding

a2,
beqpme somsthing comaon to all cases of interpretation.

Schlelermacher directed his attention, not so much

to the object to be understood, as to the procedures of under-
standing itself. He dlstlnguished between grammatical
interpretation, whlich grasped the meanlng of the word{% and,

on the other hand, W@ psychological (technlcal) interpretation,
which almed at penetrating to the indlviduality of the speaker

or writer and, indeed, not so much to the sequence of his thoughtes
as to a revelatory moment in his life, to a deed intertwined with

other deeds,
many a%honaaﬁpmnﬂﬁla-aven those of a different kind.
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It was the merit of J. G. Droysen (1808-1884) to have
endeavored to transfer the concept of Verstehen out of the

vague context of esthetlc and panthelat communlon
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J. G. Droysen (1808 - 1884) in his Historik took the
1tz prevlous
notlon of Verstehen out of the vague context of esthetle and

1 pantheist communion
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To remove the notlon of Verstehen out of thls vague
esthetic ® and panthelst context, J. G. Droysen (1808 -1884)
avhvaim in his Historlk set about determlinimg its conditions.
The first of these was expression (Ausdruck). Verstelen is
understanding expression. In expriesslon something inweard
1s imnedlately present, and that inward something 1s the firsi
and genuine reality.

While historical Verstenen is not fundamentally different
from grammatlcal interpretation, still it can be ldentified
neither with grammatlcal nor with psychological 1nterpretatlon.
For the historical process 1s neither what is written 1ln a book
nor what individuale will and plan. Historical process 1s the
movement of "moral powers," and so far 1s the historlan from
being concerned with the secrets of indlviduals, that he attends
to thelr deeds and thelr ends only in the measure that they

rise to the level of the moral community




MIT VIL 72 1

D
As for 8Sroysen, so for Dilthey Verstehen was the understanding
expression
of expression. Further, 1ln the sprvessedow tLhere is present

the expressed; and 1t ig present in a manuer different from

expressed
the presence of a cause in its effect. For the epxressed 1ltself
1s pressnt in the expreasslon, and it 1a understood when the

211 expresslon is underatood.

But further Dilthey found Husserl's Logxical Investigations

epoch-making. For the doctrine of intentlonallity revealed

how how there could be meanings and structures that were not %
constltuted out of elements but rather preceded and generated
if them. This eliminated the problem of getting historical !
i eventis 1nto & slngle consciousness or experlence so that l
thelr intelligible linkage could be grasped by Verstehen.
The problem was no longer to llnk up atoms of experlence

into some intelllgible lnterconnectlion. On the contrary,

consciousness is ever in possession of such 1nter£fconnectiona, !
“212 and 1t has its proper reality in acts of meaning interconnectlons.
However, while Husserl's meanings were loglcal, Dilthey's

vere expresslons of life.
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Dilthey's basis step was a transposition of Hegelian
thought from idealist fyhwisvs§ Gelst to humsn Leben. In human
living a distinction was drawn between a realm of cauaallity
(subject-matter for the natural sciencea) and a realm of
meaning (subject-matter of the human sciences). Normally the
former is contained within the latter and subordinate to 1t.
Thus, when s woodsmsn cute down & tree with an elect!ric povwer
8av, the actual cutting is a matter of physics,chemistry, and
blology, but thie process 18 contalined within p the man's
parpose, his relating means to ends, the economlc and sccial
Interconnections that ground these relatlions, and the sclentiflec

and technologlcal knowledge that produced the power saw
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Dilthey's basic step may be conceived as & transposition
A of -Hegiet Hegellan thought from 1dealist Geist to human
leben. Hegel's objective spirit returns but now it ie the
cbjlectificatlion of concrete humen living. Such living 1s not Just
8 natter o?ﬁiﬂi;:i.n chemistry, and bliolegy. It ls informed by
acts of meaning, moved by values, gulded by purposes, structured
by Intelligible patierns, by the interdependence of whole and
¥ parts, by the mm cumulative influence of previous on later

chanses, by the distinctlon and intimate relationship of inward

and outward, by the endlese interactlon of different llves.
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has empiriclst leanings; his mclence based on Vert Verstehen

has 1deslist implications. Though his position is enormously
clarified by Heldegger's deriving 1ife's projects from Verstshen,
By and by his tak consldering Verstehem as an exiaten{gggi

that already is mres:nt in living, nelther the full
intellectuality and generality of insight 1s reached, nor are

the problems set by empiricat and ldeallst tendencles overcome.
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Ja42 Facts and Theory

Already we had occaslon to mention that Gustav Droysen
divided hilstorical investlgatlon into four partss heuristie,
crlticism, interpretation, and presentatlon. Ve have now to
add that he traced the origins of hlstorical criticlam to
the criticlem of philologlans and, since the philo= philologlans
were concerned with the edltlon of texts, he gramted that thelr
eritlclem almed at ascertalning objective facts. He denled,
however, that historlcal criticlam aimed at ascertalning the

objective facts, the events of nistory. It was 1limited to
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3e42 Facts and Theory

In Droyeen's Hlistorik the ascertalnment of facts and
the determination of their intelligible interconnections are
not assigned to different stages of the investigation. Criticlsm
ls limited to determining the reliabllity of remalns, monuments,
writings, Interpretatlon has to bring to light the reallties
of history in the fulneas of thelr conditions. While philo-
loglical criticlam ascertalned objective facte, namely, 1t
settled what the orlginal texts were, historical critlclsm does
not ascertain the events of history and to suppose that 1t does
1s merely a consequent of a nlstaken cognitlonal theory.

However, in Ernst Bernhein's Lehrbuch der historischen

Methode historical critlcism is divided into outer and inner.

Outer criticlem 18 concerned to determine whether the single
gourcaa are rellable historical witnesses. m Inner criticlem

has to settle the factuality of the events wlineased by the several
E sources, Once these two tasks are completed, there remains

the task of the Auffassung, of determining the 1interconnectedness

(Zusammenhang) of the events.

As in Mernhein's Leshrbuch, 80 in the Introduction to the

Study of History by C., V. langlels and C. Seignobos Book II
the

deals wltﬁkanalytical operat 1ons of historlans and lts eighth

chapter is entitled "The 5:Eérmination of Particular Facts,"
while Book III 1s concerned with synthetlc operations that
agsenble the facts in groups and comstructlons. Once more,

their
then, facts andﬁftructure are determined separately.

o )
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It remaing that, if Bernhelm asslgns to an inner criticisnm
the determination of events, still he Joes not eond conslder
this determination t¢ be independent of the way in which
the historlan puts the events togethex, On the contrary, he
explicitly asserts that the determimation of events and the
aprrehenslion of thelr connections axe Interdependent and
inseparable and even adds that, without an objective apprehension
of the Interconnectiona, one cannot ewen properly ascertaln
the eources relevant to one's ingulxy.

In an introductlion

In thelr Introduction to the Stuiy of History C. V. lLanglols

and C., Selgnobos devotes a second book to amalytlcal operatlons
and a third book to synthetlc operatlons. The last chapter

of the second book 1s entitled "The Determination of Particular
Facts.™ Book 111 III 1s concerned with systhetic operations.
These begin from Lsolated facts. "Hlstorleal construaction

has thus to be performed with an incoherent mass of mlnute
facts, with deteil-knowledge reduced as 1t were to powder."

For the criticlam of documents ylelds omly dsolated facts.

80 1t 1s that historlecal constructlon has {o be performed

with an incoherent mass of minute facts, with detall-knowledge
reduced as it were to powder. The constructive process ltself
is a matter of question and ansver, of analogy, of grouping,

of inference. But the authors seem more nelpful on the

errors to be avoided than on positlve directions -- a fact
confirmed by M. Langlois' own practice, for in later life

he seems to have been content simply to reproduce original

docunents.

i 1 i AR
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It follows that a historical method that wishes, first,
to settle matters of fact and, later, to assemble them 1n
Intelligible unitles, dfm can only nislead historians that
take 1t serionaly.

In an essay firat publlshed in the Atlantic Monthly
for Octobsr 1910, Carl Becker




	Page 1
	Page 2
	Page 3
	Page 4
	Page 5
	Page 6
	Page 7
	Page 8
	Page 9
	Page 10
	Page 11
	Page 12
	Page 13
	Page 14
	Page 15
	Page 16
	Page 17
	Page 18
	Page 19
	Page 20

