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Chapter Nine

History and Dlalectile

Some account has been given of the fleld that hlstorians
explore, of the difference between hilstorical experience and
historlceal knowledge, and of the procedures by which historleal

experiences are &* agcertalned and promoted to historlcal kriow-

ledge,




Chapter Nine

History and Dialectle

Qur account of historical knowledge has been that 1t
conslsta in an adaptatlon of the every-day procedures of human
understanding and Jjudgement. For this reason hlstorians have
no need 0f a cognitional theory elther to learn or to develop

thgéier procedures or to carry them out with dlsceriminatlion and
finesse. 80 one 1s not to be surprised when one reads that

leopold von Ranke
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Chapter Nine
Hlstory and Dlalectic

Historians do not need a cognitlonal theory elther to

learn or to develop thelr procedures or to carry them out with
diacrimlnatlion and finesse. Then with Leopold von Ranke km they.

| will explain thazhgéz practice arose by a sort of necesslty,

G 75 in ite own way. But at tlmes they are impelled to Ao more

B than Just write hlstory. They may feel obliged to defend thelr

practice agalnst encroaching error. They may be led to state
In part or in whole Just what they are doing when they are
dolng history. Then, whether they wish it or not, they are
making use of scme more or less adequate or lnadequate cognitlonal

theory,s and they run the %% risk of being caught in some
philosophliec undertow that they cannot quite naster.
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Chapter Nine

History and Dilalectie

Normally hlstorlans do not approach the problem of the
st 14 nature of historlecal knowledge. For hlstorical knowledge ls
reached by an adaptation of the every-day procedures of human
understanding. Wnile the adaptatlon has to be learnt, the
too lntimate,
underlylng procedures are,@tcninn&&t&r, too spontaneous,
too eluslve to be objectified and described. 8o even a great
innovator, such as Leopold von Ranke, wlll explain that his
practice arose by a sort of necesslty, in its own way, and
@ 75 not from an attempt to imltate someone else.

At times, however, hlstorians are lmpelled to do more
than Just wrlite history. They may feel obllged to defend
thelr practlce against encroachlng error. They may be led
to state in part or in whole Just what they do when doing
history. Then, whether they wish it or not, they are uslng some
more or less adeouate or inadequate cognitional theory, and
they easily are involved in some philosophic undertow that
they cannot quite master.

cir atventures: -oan-be-nighTy Lot rac t Ivem i 1P e
Log fiympa:tﬁ-ettna:rly‘f’&‘ﬁé ’

bE-
Such adventures can be highly instructive. For the
then
historlan 1B,Pringing to 1light them nature of his craft and
and llvely
1ts problsma in the concrataAfashion that only a practitloner

can display. One nuast not, of course, expect a prscise vocabulary,
a rounded theory, logically valld proofs, One is offered

the testimony of a witness, &and one's maln task is not to
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stress deflclencles but to listen and to try to understand.

L. Three Handbooks

Handbooks on the method of hlstorlical investigation
in the latter part
and composltion have gone out of fashion., But tewssdsstweend
0of the nlneteenth century they were common and influentlal.
I shall select three and compare them on a single polnt,
the relationship between single historical facts and, on the
other hand, thelr intelliglble lnterconnectliona.
p
Johann Guatav Droysen (1808-1884) Rublished his

Grundriss der Historlk firest as manuscript in 1858 and 1862

and then in full-fledged edlitlons in “SEN 1868, 1875, 1882,
Rudolf Hubner has brought together all the varlations in the
Grundriss and added Droysen's lectures on the encyclopedla and

.  H 51 methodology of hilstoryx 1ln a single work that had 1ts fourth

: printing In 1960. now 1s the time for all good men to come to
In a single work -- already in its fourth printing in 19603 --
Rujolf Hubner has given a new edition of the Grundriss, in

vhich there are comglled the varlations in the successive editions,

f”ﬂﬁ ani has added an edlition of Droysen's lectures on the encyclopedila
@: and methodology of history,
@
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stress deflclenles but to listen and to try to understand.

1. Three Haindboogg.
J

Handbookes on the method of historlcal investigatlon ang
composltion have gone out of faghion. But in the latter part
of the nineteenth century they were common and influential.
I shall select three that represent dlfferent tendencles,
end shall compare them on a single but significant lssue, namely,
the relationshlp between historical facte and, on the other hand,

thelr Intelligible interconnections, thelr Zusammenhang.

------ _—e

- FoETY Gustagsiroysen={1808- «-1884}) hadwisetared
Johann Gustav Droysen (1808 - 1884) for twenty-five years
had constantly revised hls lectures on the encyclopstdia and

methodology of hlstory. He alao composed a Grundriss der Historik

whlch appreared as manuscript in 1858 and 1862 and in full-fledged
editions in 1868, 1875, and 1882. Both the lectures and, with
thelr varlants, the Grundriss have been published by Rudolf
Hubner.

In the Grundriss Droysen divided MAWMMMMME the historlan's
task into four parts: Heurlstic, Criticlem, Interpretation, and
tatlonvPhough te HAd abWaTRa hle [PEdecessapedand B
tos g towl ™ SR THE " ITHALIDY 0 eriticlan, and ao-w

@5

&Hﬂneﬁthat“tﬁey“COnSIdéré&‘éaslgnéd to eriticism now 1s the tih
Presentation. Heuristlc uncovered the relevant remalns,
monunents, accounts. Oriticlsm evaluated their rellability.
Interpretation had to bring to light the realities of history
in the fulness of their conditions and the process of thelr

emergence. Fresentatlon, finally,made an account of the past

a real 1nfluence in the present on the future.

° )
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It wonld seem that 1n this d9v division Droysen was
aware of his departure from views of hls predecessors and his
contemporarles. While hex limited r criticlsm to determining
the reliabllity of sources, they assigned to critlclsm the
further function of ascartalqté}ng hlstorical facts. But
thelr positlon, Droysen felt, was due to mere inertims. The
nodel for historiecal criticism had been the textual criticlsm
of the philologlsts. The textual critie, of course, 1s concerned
to establish objectlive facts, namely, the original ataté of the
text. But hlstorlical critlclsm 1e qulte a dlfferent matter,
For what is meant by an objective fuct is somethlng that can
be alngled out and observed 1n a single act. But the facte of
history are not so simple. They are like battles, counclls,
rebelllons, They are complex unities that result from manifold
actions and Interactions of individuals. They sxtend over
space and time. They have to be put together by assembling
a manifold of particular events into a single interpretative

Hu 112 f£f unitye.

It follows that for Droysen the hlstorlan did not flrst

KAN? determine the facts and then proceed to the dlascovery of their
6 intelllgible comnections. On the contrary, the intelllgible

: econnections are intrinslc tkh to the facts that are, not Jjust

P momentarily the objects of

7 0 perceived events, but Ilntelliglble unificatlons oﬁﬁmanlfold

:_ perceptlons.
e




MAT IX | | 6

80 far‘&,from being exempt from this principle, hlstory with
1ts imperfect modes of acquiring information had to be subjected
to 1t all the more rigorously. There followed the necessity of
Independent and mutually supporting testlmonles for the

195 £ determination of historlcal facts.

It was emphaslzed t?&t the facts s0 determined vwere
an

211 1solated facts, They werghan-incoherent mass of minute facts,
214 with knowledge of detall reduced as it were to powder."

had
30 the analytlcal operationa}:r Book II kaws. to be followed
A Byntheals was to be
by the synthetlic operations of Book III.!\?hsygpnaeacodod-bg

achleved by
e¥it classlficatlon, by question and answer, by analogy,
by grouping, by inference, by working out general formulae.
But all of these ran the risk of various aberratlons and agalnst
bhu:E:?he authors contlnually sounded thelr warnings. In fact,
M. langlols himself 1ln later life, lnstead of atiempting to
write hlstory, 1s sald to have contented himeelf with the

- M 56 reproduction of selected documents.
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S0 far from belng exempt from thils princlple, history with its
An perfect sources of information had to be subjected to it all
the more rigorously, Thers followed the necesslty of lndependent
and mutually supporting ##r testimonles for the determinatlon
195 1 of historical facts.
The effect 0f such analysis was to take the facts out of
the context mf provided by the sources, to isolate them from
211 214 ome another, to reduce them ag it were to powder. 8o analytical
operat long had to be followed by synthetlc operatlions. These
vaere described as claseifylng, as question and answer, as analogy,
se groupirg, a8 inference, as working out general formulae.
Bat each of these ran the risk of numerous aberratlons, agalnst
vhleh warnings were sounded continuously. Indeed s0 many were
the pltfalls that one cannot be surprised that M. Langlols himsgelf
ln Later life, instead of writing history, coessewded was content
M 56 tO reproduce selected ‘ documents.
With Langlols and Selgnobos there emerges a clear-cut
separatlon between the determination of wstm facts and the
determination of thelr interconnectlons. It is a view that

tere0ua.ly. from.Aany..smpiricist or-rationaddwt-“uet sung

. 0¥ muman.knowledger - BUt"6rie-has to.ask whether one can oyserye
¢ . alntain-that sepasration and- none the less syeEddd In wrlting-~
1story. now s the tlme for-all mbod men £0-come-bo- the-atd
se@eme t0 have arlisen from the attempt to subsume history
o under the precepts of natural sclence as concsived 1n nineteenth-
\J ¢entury poeitivist and empiricist clrcles. But one has to ask

whether accept such a view of hlstory and stlll succeed in

vxiting history.

Bernhein 64867, Gardiner. Mazlish. Stern 16 Be 20 Bu
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gradually comes 4o master the area under investigation, both
to know with assurance the meanlng, scope, and worth of the
= documents, and to percelve the course of eve’nts that they

A
once c¢oncealed and now reveal.

4. Verstehen

Already I have mentioned Droysen's concept of historical

investigation as forschend verstehen and Aron's introduction of

German historlcal thought into the Frenchh mlilieu. To thle older
anid sounder tradition we must now revert.

It gitwo components. The baslic component was the German
historical school, with its charter in the rejection of Hegel'a
8 priori construction of the meaning of nistory, and with its

glory in the achievements of Ranke and Mommsen. Its super-structure

consisted in reflsction on history, interprestation, human sclence.

Its opposltion to Hegel made 1t emplirlcal. Its reflectlon

om 1tz own achlevements prevented it from becoming empirlcilst.,
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gradually comes to master the area wnder lnvestlgaticra, Doth to
know acquire confldence that one ¥nows the meaning, scope, worth
of the documents, and to aprrehend the course of events that

once they concealed and now reveal,

4, Verstehen

Already I have mentioned Dreoysen's concept of historical

investigation as forschend verstiohen and Aron's Lntxociction

of German historical reflection into the French niliews,

To this reflectlon we must novw revert. It was eaplirical,
for 1t was connected with the Gersan historlcal scheol, and that
o school's charter lay in its re&ection of Hegel' s & priort
congtruction of the meaning of hiatoriy. It was not enplricist,

and centrally

for 1t adverted fSSEAD explicitlyf\to the fact of unierstanding,
though only gradually have the full ramiflcations and lumplications
of that fact been coming to 1lght,

For #e Schlelermacher a btasle characteristile of anderatanding
was had from its opposlte, misundexstanding. So tke function
of hermeneutics was to elimlpate mnisunderstanding and L.hereby
pronote understanding. Further, 1t was by understanding that

hermeneutlc

one surmounted the,\mm circle, That circle cimslisted
in the slmple fact that an interpretation can reach the whole
only through the parts yet must understand the parte ln the
light of the whole. Breaking that c¢ircle is beyond the reach
of conceptual procedures. f’!lft can be done only by the self-correcting
process ii;hwhich preconceptual insights accunulate t o complement,

qualify, correct one another. Flmally, understand Ing <an cope
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with the imdYividual, The more creative the artist, the nmore
orlginal the thinker, the greater the genius, the less can his
work be subsuzed under general princlples or rules of thumb.
If anything, he la the source of new rules and, while the new
rules wlll be followed, still to follow them all in exactly
the manner of the master would be =EEFLmesim slavishly
derivative. Even lesser lights have their orlginality.

But underatanding 1s not llmlted to the understand ing of
general prrinelples oxr rules of thumdb. In the first instance
it is the understaniing of data what 18 glven to sense or

, &galm, of what ls
consclouwsries s or repyesented in images, words, symbols, signs.

What 1s O giverlx\or Topresanted, 1s iIndividual. What 18 graasped
by understanding is the intell 1glbllity of the 1ndividua1.
T expres-spd-An: concepte-and words-1s-the undeprs

a1 EReW A —thretinrefor-z00. ..o 200G Mo Hr0— OWE -t
Gereralizatdon is el ther a later step or else a fallurs to
control properly one's use of langnage .

The scope of understanding was sraduall}y extended.
Hoxr Schlelermacher distlngulshed grammatical :;d paychologlcal
interperstation., Grammatlcal Interpretation was concerned
to grasp the meaning of texts. Psychological 1nterp“}'atation
almed at understandlng persons, especlally at divining the

basic moment of & creative writer's imspiration. August

Boeckh, a pupil of Schelermacher's, conposed a Methodologils

und Enzyklopadlie der phllolozlachen Wissg¢nschaften in whlich

the 1dea of phllology was formulated ae the recons‘truction
AV

of the constructions of the human spirit., J. G. Droysen

knew Boecki's work and considered 1t to stand to philology

as his >wn Grundriss did to hlstory.|
w
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4, Dlalectle: The Problem

The horizon of any glven investigator may or may not
have undergoons the transformation of intellectual converslon,
ogfmoral converslion, or of religious conversion. This means that
there are eight possible horlizons that are dlalectleally
opposed; for no converslon may have occurred, or any one, or

any tvo, or all three
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4, Dialectlic: The Problen

The problem 1s the existence of dlalectlcally opposed
horizons. Complementary and genetle differences of horizon can
be bridged., But dlmalectical differences lnvolve mutual repudlatlion.
Tach considers repudlation of the oppossd position to he the
one and only intelligent, reasonable, and responslble stand.

Now all investigatlon is conducted from wlthin some
horlzon., But dlalectically opposed horlzons result iIn opposed
value jJudgenents, oppesed accounts of historical movements,
opposed lnterpretatlons of authors, and dlfferent finddings
ln special research, Unless somne solution is found for this
problem, theology cannot c¢an .ardly clalm to be an acadenle
discipline.

Other flelds know about the problem and wlith greater
oxr less success evade 1t, Nﬁtural sclence decreed that 1t
considers only the ouestions that can be answersd through an
appeal to observatlon or erperﬁynent. it thereby excluded
pbllosorhlc questionsy and averted the danger threatened by
a lack of intellectwal converslon. Agaln, wvalue judgements
are not comstltutive of phy knowledfe knowledge of physlecs,
chemlstry or blology and, whlle value Judjements are relevant
Lo the manner in which sclentlista are trested and the wse
homvindonhedrnznomiadgenta vputymbasyntave vivamonsh
to which thelr knowledge ls put, a llberal clinlate of
opiiion has respected thelr freedom and their manifest utility
guarantees thelir survival,

In the human sclernces Max Weber intrecduced the distlinction
betyeen soclal sclience and social policy. Polley supposed

wvalue judgements, but science was to be value -free.

A P A S P PR PR P e R R ORI JUE R L
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A recent development of this scheme has been presented by

Gibason Winter 4n his
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of lnsight lies in Fuclld'e failure in hls Elements to formulate
hle thought accurately. While hls conclusions ars all true,

none the less they dox not follow rigorously from the definitions,
axloms, and postulates he asslgns, but depend on insights for
which Buclidean thought had no concepts. did not possess

bl 64 aprropriate conceptions.

3econd ly,
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of insight is had from Euclld's failure in his Elements to
formulate his inslghts fully. Brlefly, problems are solved
and theorens are established, not solely on the basls of Euclid's
definitions, axioms, postulates, and previsous conclusions,
but on thebasle of valid insighte that easily occur but cannot ; |
BL 64 be expressed in Euclidean language.
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of inelght 18 had from Euclid!s failure in his Elements to

formulate his insights fully: there are problems and theorems,
which are solved or establihshed correctly, not however because
they follow from Euclid's definitions, axioms, postulates, and :
conclusions, i I
previous stmdewe¥omsy bui bDecause there are and easily occur '
BL 64 valld insights that cannot be expressed in Euclidean language,
Jecondly, the lnadequate account of human underatanding ﬁ'[f
combines wlth an inadequate account of Judgement, and the double
inadequacy results either in Husserl's bracketing existence
Richarden endlessly subtle
Insight388 or Heldegger's combination of positions and counter-positions.

Secondly, once anyone grasps a developed account of human

understanding, there follow no less momentous developments
of the account of judgement, of self-knowledge, of belng, of
oblectivity, of method. Moreover, 1t isonly 1 only in this
manner that one can make expliclt the prsclse nature of the

poesitlion that moves beyond both empirici
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of ineight 18 had from the modern reformulation of Euclldean
geometry. Euclid's elements rests that Elements depends

on inesighte that were not acknowledged in his definitione,
axiome, or postulates and, indeed, cannot be expressed within
a strictly Euclldean vocabulary.

Secondly, experlence and understandling taken together
yield not krnowledge but only thought. To advance from thinking
to knowing there have to be added a reflectlve grasp of the
virtually unconditioned and its rational consequent, Judgement.
There 1s an lnsufficlent awareness of this third level of
cognitional activity in the authors we have been mentlioning
and a resultant fallure to break cleanly and coherently away
from both enplricism and ideallsm.

Thirdly, in so far as Husserl's epokhe 1s & rejection of
the enpiricist notlon of reallty, it 1ls to be regarded not
a5 provisional step but as a permanent liberation. Agsain, 1in
so far as Husserl not only judges rationally but also thematlzes

Judgement and lIts rationality, he 1s moving towards a critical
one ellmlnates Husserl's 1llusory cult of necessity and unveils

realism. Finally7\bhe—un¥e&%&ng«oﬂﬂian&ic&%y”iﬁfanhlo#e&ra

facticlty
not by dropping the epokhe, but by adverting to the criterlon
epokne

or ki,ground of truth, namely, the virtually uncondltioned,

that is, a condlitioned whose conditions happen to be fulfilled.
Heldegger's brilliant ambivalence, one

It follows that to winnow out what ls good 13\

should restore the gpokhe inasmuch as it means a rejectlon

of empiricist notlone of resality.
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It remains that the methodologlst cannot be sbasolved entirely
from a consideration of the conflict of methods or philosopnies,

especially when he is not the first 1n the field, and when

there are wldely heald held views that would pronounce hils

endeavors to be Iimpossible.

It has been stated that since ™.. thei‘ publicatlon of g

Wittgenstein's Philosophical Investications there has been

a growing consensus that the meaningfulness of language is
essentlally public and only derivatively private., Unleas thle
were 80 language could not serve as & vehicle for Intersubjective
comtunicat lon... A coosequence of this positlion... is that the

meaning of a word ls not explicable by reference or reduction

Proc(TSA to private mental acts."
23 68 30
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blases, undergo converasions, come to understand the qulte
different mentallties of other times and places, and even anove

towards understanding one another, each in hls own ma dlstinctive

b o et i

manner. I1f they are Ilnvestigating the same area, they ask
different questions. When their questlions are similar, still
thelr suppositions and implications differ. Agaln, X one will

take for granted what the other struggles to prove. Each

. will devote much attention to things that people of his own ?:7 
background would tend to overlook or misesteem. Thelr paths
may cross & thousand times, but they are looking in different i 1

directions and seelng different aspects of an endlessly complex

Sgna i el b e e

and many-aided reallty. 8o their hilstories dl {fer, yet of both
it can De sald that it offers a selective and apo approximate
account of a reallty that, in its fulness, never iz known
completely and exactly.

Such l1s perspectivism. It rests on the enormous complexity
selectivity

R of historical reality, on thojeemries®ben that every hbsteme
- practlse,

historian must s Cmetdoe, and on the weamwiyeed spontaneous,

unob jectified controla of commonsense development of understanding.




o

N 296

MiT 1IX 26

blases, undergo conversiona, come to understand the quite
different common sense of other times and places, and even move %
towarde understanding one another, each in his own dlstinctlve
fwsttp fashion. If they are investligating the same area, they
will be asking different cuestlons. If the guestlons shpperts
happen to be simllar, they wili be underatood In a Tghidky-
slightly different manner. One will take 20 granted what the
other struggles to prove, Each wlll stress what people
f;;?his own background would tend to overlook or mié:}steem.
Thelr paths may cross a thousand times, but they are lLooking
In dlfferent directlions and seelng different sspects of an
endlessly complex and fe#§® many-sided reality. 8o thelr
histories differ, though thelr procedures were lmpeccable, though
each wags conpletely open and free from blas, 0f each it can
be gald that he attained an incomplete and approximate account
of a reality* that, in lts fulness, never 1s completeldy and
preclsely known.
Such 1s perspectivism. It throws out the nalve view
that historians are objective inasmuch as all repeat the sane
gtory. That event, for the perspectivist, 1= most unllkely.
Again, perspectivism 1s another way of rejecting the view that
the g historlan & should relate all the facts and let thm them
speak of for themselves, of deploring the sclssors-—and-paste
view of history, of lamenting with M, Marrou the havoe wrought
by positivist theorles on history as scierxce. But it adds a
new moment. It reveals that history is not just the past but
also the present. Hlstorlans go out of fashion only to be
Yty rediscovered. Then thelr account of the past may well de
more out of date than ever. But the account survives because of

a1l that the author incarnated 1n it of his own humanity. It

~ becomee & flrst-rate wlinesas about the hlstorlan and hia time.

=
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blases, undergo conversions, come to underatard the quite
dlfferent mentallties of other places and times, and even

move towards understaniing one another, each in hls own distinctive
fashlon. They may Ilnvestigate the same ares, but they ask different
questions. If the questions are slmllar, stilll the defining
contexts of suppositions and implications may diverge. Some

may s take for granted vhat others labor to prove. Discoverles
can be equlvalent, but approached from different angles,

expressed in different terms, to be followed by a diverging
retinue of further questions. Even when results are much the

same, stlll the »napestseel reports wlll he written for different
audiqéfcea, and each historlan has to devote special attention

to matters that his audlence would tend to owerlook or

misesteen.

Such 1s perspectivisn. It denles nelther truth nor

obJectivity nor the determinacy of historlcal method. What it
denies 1s what obviously must be denled, thet history 1s not
gelective, that hlstory attalns not merely truth but the whols
truth., If hlstory attalned the whole truth, then history

would be one and unlque, and there wonld be mo room either

for selectlon or for perspsctivism. But the truth history
attalns 1s never more than partlal; which % partlial truth

is reached depends upon the historian's selsctlon; the selecting
occurs in a development of understanding, and that development
is conditioned by the historian's previous development and

historian's
attalnments. In thehprevioua developaent and attalnments

resldes thef variable. VWere 1t not a varlablde, there would
\‘!
not be the diversity of hupan cultures each with %ts own

history of change. Were 1t not a variable, it would be a mistake

A0 2an.000.-in- termg of.nature-but irpterns ofhistori
bo~siRrtl oway sfrom; the-nature -of man Lo the histortetty of-mam

R J g A
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unfortunately, will not work.
Thi%l I findl a very clear and helpful statement, I wonuld like
to clarify my own positlon by adding a few renmarks, :i_v

the meaningfulness of
First, 1t seems to me tautologous m to clalm that,ordlnary

A
language 1s prximar essentlally public and only derivatively
private. For language becomes ordinary only when it is in conmon

use; and it is in common use only when the public using it

understands what 1t means; hence, it is the public's understanding
and uge of language that 1s essentlal to its being ordinary
language.
Secondly, to learn the proper use of ordinary language
one obviously has to study instances of proper usage. So the
Oxford Bnglish Dlctionary elucldates usage by quotations.
Thirdly, ¥I® 1in his Grammar of Qgg-gggggi John denry Newnan
explain;?at length when he meant by notlonal apprehension and
by real apprechension, by notlonal assent and by real assent,
I think these distinctlions are quite valuable but the present
occaglon, I feel, calls for thelr extenslon, Besides ngtional

and real apprehenslon, there is merely verbal apprehension.

Besides not ional and real asgsent, there is anerely verbal assent.
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of what 1s experlenced, A real apprehension of real apprenension
supposes consciousness of the mimmant® private occurrence

uncond ltlonally
0f the ac¢ts lnvolved in real apprehension. Real assent
affirms the object of real apprehension. In contrast, syntax

and semantlee pertaln to nmetalanguages
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he does not know everythlng; he does not explaln everything.

Dld he d0 80, there would be room nelther for perspsctivism nor

for selestlion. In other words, the error uc:?‘n{;istoriana about the

year 1990 was, not that they conceived historical reallty

a8 fixed mnd unegqnuivocally structured, but that they assumed
conld be reached without knowing and

that ob jeet attainabls fy by finlte minds. Thirdly, the hlstorian

selects ! the selectlon is effected in an already described

developmemt of understanding of the commnonsense type; Ammiarm

but the develompment of wurld undsratand ing effecting the

pelectlon is 1tself conditioned by the historian's previous

devel opmemt and attalnments. Now this prewious development

0of the hlstorlan and the sum of hle attailnments are varlable.

varlable ard the varlation cannot adecuately be speclficsed.

They are viriable, elee there would not be the dlverslity of

human cultyres and the dlverse histories of each. They are

varlable, slse we would be mlstaken In thinking of nan in

terms of muture and more of him in terms of history., Finally,

the var latlon cannot be speclficed adequately: an adequate
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he does not know everything; he does not explein everything.
Dld he do so, there 3 would be room neither for perspectivism
nor for selectlon. DId he do eo, hilstorical reallty would

be known in 1lts real fixity and its unequivocal structures.

not
But he does and he cannot do 0. In the third place, then,

The error, then, current among historlans at the turn
of the century was not, in ny oplnion, that they regarded
the past as fixed and as unequivocally structured, but that
they thnought 1t could be known without a fulness of data,

& completeness of explanation, a certitude of judgement

that no historlan ever dreamt of attalining.

the hilstorlan selects; the process of selecting is by identity
a gradual development of understanding of the commonsense type;
the preic preclse course of the development is conditioned by
the historian's previous developments and attainments, which (1)
are varlable and (2) are not adequately specifixzable. They are
varlable: for man 1s a historical belng, a being whose living ls
informed by meaning. Such meanlng shifts as situations change

and different indlviduals responid differently. Secondly, the

previous developments and attalnments are not adequately specifiable:

for an adequate speciflcation would be a fully informed,
completely a complete understanding of the man, and biography,
no more than hlstory, ls not total informatlon and complete

explanation.
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to concelve man not in terms of nature but in terms of hlstory.
Perspectivism, then, is ancther mamner of rajecting the
view that the historlan has only to narrate all the facta and let
them speak for themselves, of deploring the sclssors-andi-paste
concept of nistory, of lamenting with ¥. Marrou the havoc wrought
by positlvist theorles of history as "sclentific." But 1t adds
8 new moment. It reveals that history can reveal not only the
past but alsoc the present. Historlans go out of fashlon only to
be redlscoverad. The rediscovery finds them more out of date than
gver. But the slgnificance of the rediscovery itz lles, not in
the past the historlan wrote about, but in the historlan's
gelf-revelation. The account Ls now prized because In 1t the
author has incarnated so much of his own humanity. It 1s a

first-rate witness e about the historian himself srd his tlinme.

fa Horizon

TP VPR
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lives and frrom which he acquires unconecliously certain fixed
sonvict lors about the nature of man and of the world. Once
such convict.ions are established 1t 1s easler for him to belleve
that any riumber of witnesses are self-decielved than for him
to admlt that the lmpossible has occurred.

The resder will recognlze what we have called horizon.
The world nedlated by men meaning ls something we have
attentively, intelligently, reasonably, responsibly to construct.
In that constructing options have to be taken and, once taken,
they have tO be malntalned, or else we have to go back, tear down,
and reconstruct. The hlstorian 1s engaged In conateucting for
hingelf amd for us the world of mankind., He haes to do it on
his own pyimclples, and those principles can conflict with
the principles on wi which others construct their world.

It las been thought that the analogy of the presant is the
principle on which the historlan should construct the past.
But Collimgwood has polnted out that, while nature is unifornm,
man 1s not Just nature but hlstorical and, indeed,
culture Lis mot; it 1s subject to the greatest variatlons,
Somewhat taxrtly he added that the Greeks and Romans controlled
thelir populatlion by exposing new-born infants, andtgiz fact ls
not cast in doubt because it lles entirely outeide the mperlence

e
experience of the contributors to the Cambridge Anclant History.
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6. Horizons
8ir lewls Namler neatly defined a hlstorical sense as
3t30 "an intultive understanding of how things do not happen®
- 375 Moreover, he placed lts orlgln in historical study,
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6. Horizons

9ir Lewls Namler thought the crowning attainment of
historlcal study was a historical eense, and he defined the
latter as "an intultive understanding of the way things do
not happen." Thls, of course, 18 guite true: the better one
understnands the past, the better equipped one 1ls to understand
more of 1t. But thls truth cannot be lnverted, as if it
implied that




6. Horlzons %

Hlistorlans are entrusted with a notable part of the
task of constructing the world mea medliated by meaning. Their
part regards the human, the past, the particular. But they do

not come empty~handed to it, or equipped only with historical
training and knowledge
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What we have already narrated on Becker' s views, will have

prepared the reader for thle open acknowledgement that historians

do have preconceptions that lnfluence thelr conclusions.




Thls opem acknowledgement a that hlstorlans do have
preconceptions that affect thelr writlng of history is qulte
1n accord, not only wlth what he have already recounted of
Becker's opinions, but also with whatwge have sald early earlier
on horlzon and on meaning. Each of us llves 1ln a world medlated
by meaning. It 1s & world constructed by our conseisus and
intentlonal activities over the years, It 1s & world, not merely
of details, but also of hasic optlons. Once such optlons are
taken and bullt upon, they have to be melntalned, or elase one
has to b go back, tear down, and reconstruct. Such an effort
1s not easlly undertaken, not qulckly completed,
1s not easily undertaken; 1t is not comfortably done; 1t is
not quickly completed. It can be comparable to ma jor surgery.
Now the hlstorilan is engaged 1n extending his world medlated by
meaning and, as well, 1n providlng us with the means of

not only

extendlng our own. He has to settle not only questions of detall
but a2lso to take a stand on larger issues. Taking such a
standy 1s to reject any oprosite stand. Rejectlng any opposite
stand lmplies that contrary witnesses can have a place in the

historian's world only if they are self-decelved. Whether they

are two or two hundred or two thousand, sl is quite irrelevant.
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