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Chapter Eight

HISTORY

The word, history, is employed in two senses. There ls
history (1) that is written about, and there is history (2)
at expresalng
that 1s written. History (2) aims te-emqmsﬁﬁxknowledge of
nistory (1}. ;f—ﬂ&ﬁﬁ*beﬁnlwﬂh&ll resolve any ambigulty tham
I;ght arise By yriting not just history. but: either:history- m«
hihﬁbry“fz}{

The preclse object of hilstorical imulry and the preclse
nature of historical investigation are mat tere of not a little
obgcurlty. Thls is not because there are no good historians.

g ood by and large
It 18 not because, historlans have not\}earnt what to do. It
mainly
1wﬂbecauae hiatorical knowledge 1s an lnstance of knowledge,
and few people are in possession of a satisfactory cognitional

1
theory.

1) A similar view has been expressed by Gerhard Ebeling.
He conslders it unguestlonable that modern hlstorleal sclence
i1s st1ll & long way from being able to of fer a theoretlceally

unobjectlonable account of the eritical historlical method,

and that 1t needs the cooperation of philosophy to reach that

@ goal. Word and Faith, London (3CM) 19§3, pe 49. Originally,
"DLe Bedeutung der historisch-kritischen Methode," Zschr.
f. Theol. u. Kirche, 47(1950), 34.

A more concrete 1llustration of the matter may be had

(]
by reading the Epllegomena in R. G, Colllngwood, The Idea of
et History, Oxford (Clarendon) 1946. The first three sections

on Nature and History, The Historicel Imagination, and Historilcal
Evldence, are rlght on the point. The fourth on History
Ty 1s complicated by the

a8 Re-enactinent

problems of idealism. See ibid., Editor's Preface, pp. vii - xx,
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#’1 Nature and History
N

A first step will be to set forth the baslc differences
between history and natural sclence, and we shall begin from
a few reflections on time.

One can thlink of Wtimee.in connectlon with such questlons

what 1s the dafé,

a8 what ls the time,ﬁpow goon, how long ago. On that basils
one demdwde. arrives at the Arlstotellan defid@ion that time
1e the number or measure determined by the aucceéﬁve squal stages
of a local movement. It is a number when one answers three
o'clock or January 26, 1969. It 1s a measure when one answers
three hours or 1969 years. One can push tois line of thought
further by asking whether there ls just one time for the
universe or, on the other hand, there are as many distinct times
a8 there are distinet local movements. Now on the Ptolemale
Bystem there did exist a single standard tlme for the universe,

since
ﬁﬂgkthe outmost of the celeatlal spheres, the primum mobile,

contained the materisl universe and was the first source of
all 3% local movement. With the acceptance of the Copernican

Fheory, there vanlshed the primum moblle, but there remained

a eingle standard time, a survival Newton explained by
concelving

Alstinguishlng true and apparent motlon and byA?odﬂntng true
motion as relative to absolute space and absolute time.
PAIELLy, with-Linstein, adbsolute tinmese-~venishad

Firelly, with Einstein, Newton's absolute time vanished,
and there emerged as many standard times as there are

A
r=ference frames that are ¥#¢ in relative motion.
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Now the foregoing notion of time certainly is of great
importance to the historian, for he has to date hls events.
It is not, lkewr however, an adecuate account of what time ls,
for it is limite}d to countling, measuring, and relating to
one another in a comprehensive view* all posslible instances of
such countling and measuring. Moreo;;r, 1t ie thls aspect of
time that susgeap&P the image of time as a raceway of indivisible
instants, an image that little accords with our experience of
time. i 3
e e G —tortawete Iy
Fortunately, besldes acuestlons about time that are answered

by numbers and measurements, there is a further dlfferent set

concerned with "now." Aristotle asked whether there is a succession

of "now'a" or just & single "now." He answered with a dhmbhmenhom
comparison, Just as "time' is the measure of the movement, s0
the “now" corresponde to the body thet ie moving. In so far as

there 1s succession, there iz difference in the "now." But

3
underpinning such difference is the identlty of the substratum.

2)  More on tuls topic 1n Insight, pp. 155-158.

3)  Aristotle, Physics, V, 11, 219b 12.
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Now this advertence to the identity of the substratum,
to the body that is moving, removes from one's notion of time
the total extrinsicism of each moment from the next. No doubt,
eech successlve moment 1ls dlfferent, but in the difference there
1s also an ldentity.

With this c¢lue we may advance to our experlence of time.

There 1sa ggy succession in the flow of consclous and intentional

acta; there ls #isw ldentity In the consclous subject of the

acts; there may be either identity or succession 1n the object
intended by the acts. Analysls&'may reveal that what actually

is vislble 18 a succession of dlfferent proflles; but experience

reveals that what 1s perceived 1s the synthesis (Qestalt)
of the proflles into a single object. 4nalysls may reveal
that the sounds produced are a succession of notes and chords;
but experience reveals that what 1s heard is thelr synthesls
into a melo&dy. There results what 1s called the l}psychological
present, which is not an instant, a mathematical polnt, but
g time-span, B0 that our experlence of time 1ls, not of a
_ An=oltey letsvnel
racovey 0T IIFtANt 8- Ot T BuCcession. Ql.DVonlapping tine-ppars.

raceway of instants, but a now lelsurely, a now rapld successlon

of overlapping time-spans, The tlme of experlence 1s slow

@_ and dull, when the oblects of experlence change slowly and
in expected ways. But tlme becomes a whirllglg, when the
objecte of experlence change rapldly and In novel.* and

o unexpected ways. ”
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Whether slow ¥ and broad or rapld and short, the psychological
present reaches into 1ts past by memorles and Into lts future
by antlcipations. Antlelipatlons are not merelxiihe prospective
objects of our fears and our dealres but also the shrewd
estimete of the man of experlence mx® or the rigorously calculated
forecast of applied sclence. Again, besides the memorles of
each 1ndivldual, there zre the pooled memories of the group,
thelr celebratlon in song and story, their preservatlion 1ln
written narratives, 1ln coins and monuments and every other
tface of the groups's words and deeds le¢ft to posterity.
guch is the field of historlcal iInvestigation.

Now the pecullarlty of this fleld resides 1n the nature

of individual and group action. It has both a consclous and

an unconscious side. HNommmiddyp Acart from nenrosls and

Bt
peychoels the consclous slde is ln control. wWesw,the conaclous
on
alde consista in the flow of consclous and intential acts
A
that we have been speaking of since our flrst chapter.

iat
What differenﬁes each of these acts from the others lies

in the manifold meanings of meanlng set forth in chapter

Plve. Meanling, then, is a constitut ive element in the consclious
normelly
flow that is the&controlling gide of human action, Common
meaning 1s a constitutive element in human community. It
is this constitutive role of meaning in the controlling
side of human actlon that grounds the peculliarity of the
historical fleld of investigation.
Now meaning may regard the general or the unlversal,
but most human thought and speech and action are concerned
with the particular and the concrete. Again, there are

gtructural and materlal invariants to meaning, but there also

are changes that affect the manner in wolch the carriers of
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meaning are employed, the elements of meanling are comblned,
the functions of meanlng are distingulshed and developed,
the realms of meanlng are extended, the stages of meaning ,
blossom forth, meet reaistgﬁce, conpromise, collapse. Firnally,
there are the further vicissitudes of meaning as common meaning.
For meaning is common in the measure that community gisee-
exists and functlons, ln the measure that there 1s a common
field of experlence, common and complementary understandlng,
common judgements or at least an agreement to disagree,
common and complementary comnitments. But people can get out of
touch, misunderstand one another, hold radically opposed vlews,
comuit themselves to conflicting goals. Then common meaning
contracts, becomes confined to banalities, moves towards
ldeological warfare.

It is in this field of meaningful speech and actlon
that the nistorian is engaged., It is not, of course, the
historian's but the *xegetea—erege%eﬁ exegete's task to
determine what was meant. The historlan envisages a qulte
different object. He is not content to understand what people
meant. He wants to grasp what was going forward in particular
groups at particular places and times. By "going forward'
I mean to exclude the mere repeyﬁplon of a routine. 1 mean
the change that originated the routlne and its dissemlinatlon.
I mean process and development but, no less, decline and
collapse. When things turn out unexpectedly,:;gggle say,

"Man proposes but God disposes." The historian is concerned

0 see how (od disposed the matter, not by theologleal speculatlon,

particular
not by some world-historlcal dlalectic, but througﬁﬂhuman

agents. In llterary terms hlstory 1s concerned with the drama

of 1life, with what resultas through the characters, their
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declsions, thelr actlons, and not only because of them but
also because of thelr defects, thelr overslghts, thelr fallures
to act. In military terms hlstory Is councerned, not Just
wttn?'réﬁ'é‘mm‘fﬁ'e“w@mw is the time for-sdd—gool—
with the opposing commanders' plans of the battle, not }ust
with the expﬁiiencea of the battle had by each soldler and
officer, but with the actual course of the battle ag the
resultant of conflicting plans now successfully and now
unsuccessfully executed. In brief, where exegeals 1ls concerned
to determine what a particular person meant, history 1s
concerned to determine what, 1n most cases, contemporaries
do not know. For, in most cases, contemporarlies do not
know what 1s golng forwerd, flrst, because experience 1s
Indlvidual whlle the data for history lle ln the experlences
of many, secondly, because the actual course of svents results
not only from what psople Intend but also from thelr oversights,
mistakes, fallures to act, thlrdly, because history does
not predlct what will happen but reaches lts conclusions from
what has happened# and, fourthly, because history is not
merely a matter of gathering and testing all avallable evidence
but also involves a number of Iinterlocking dlscoverles that
lssues and
bring to light the significant wm operative fomewe), factors.

S0 the study of history dlffers from the study of
physical, chemical, P blologleal nature. There 1s a difference
in thelr objects, for the objects of phﬁysics, chemistry,
bieclogy are not in part constltuted by‘:E%a of meanlng.

There is smiabfifiapammacaiee simllarity lnasmuch as both types
of study consist in an onfgoing process of cumulative dlscoveries,
that is, of original 1naIéhts, of original acte of understanding,

where by "insight," "act of understanding" is meant a
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prepropositional, preverbal, preconceptual event, in the sense
that propositions, words, concepts express the content of the
event and so £§ do not precede it but follow from it.
There 1s, however, a difference In the expression of the
respective sets of dlscoveries. The dliscoverles of physles,
chemistry, biology are expressed ln universal systems and are
refuted 1f they are found to be lncompatible with a relevant
particular instance. But the discoverles of the hlstorlan

expressed amdh Sederplions
are-eu@zsstkaalln narrativesbthat regard banbiui particular
persons, places, and times*. They have no claim to universallty:

[

they could, of course, be relevant to the atir understand ing
of other persons, places, times; but whether 1n fact they

, and Just how relevant they are,
are relevantAcan be settled only by a historical investlgation
of the other persons, places, and times. Flnally, because
they have no claim to universality, the discoverles of the
&3 historlan are not verifiable in the fashion proper to the
natural sciencea‘; in hlstory verification 18 parallel to

\r

the procedureas by which an interpretatlon is judged correct.

Let us now turn to such human sclences as psychology
and soclology. Two cases arise. These sclences may be modelled
on the procedures of the natural sclences. In so far as
this approach is carrled out rigorously, meaning 1n human
ppeech and actlon is ignored, and the sclence regards only
the unconscious side of human process. In thls case the
relations between history and human sclence are much the same
a8 the relations between history and natural sclence.

and soclology
However, there 1ls much psychologysthat does recognize
and norme lly controlling

meaning as a conatltut1VﬁA$Iement_in human actlon. To taelr

study the historian leaves all that is the repetition of routine

in human speech and action and all that is unlversal 1in the
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genesls, development, breakdown of routlnes. Moreover, the
more psychology and soclology the hlstorian knowa, the more
he will inerease his interpretative powers. Conversely, the
greater the achievements of historians, the broader will be

the field of evlidence on human speech and actlon that has

4
heen opened up for psychologlical and soclological lnvestigatlon.

4) For an extensive anthology and s twenty-page bibllo-
graphy on the foregolng and related toples, see Patrick

Gardlner, editor, Theories of History, New York (Free Press)
Where anthors there
gnd London (Collier Macmillan) 1959. I-downebediseuas-
diverge from the present approach, I think the reader will flnd
ddvergenees. from-mie my"vievey first, becanserit.would-be.
the root difference to lle 1n cognltional theory.
a lengthy businéds and; esetondly, because it would. be

sleorb~differericesin cognittonal: theory and.-not.about.hisLowy.

il? Historlecal Experience and Historical Knowledge

I conceive humen knowing to be, not just experlenclng,
but 2 compound of experienclng, understanding, and Judging.
Hence 1f there ls historical knowledge, there must be
historical experience, historical understanding, and historlcal
judging. Our present aim is to say something about hiator}ical
experience and then something about the thiought process ~
fron historical experience to written history.

Already there has been described the subject in tlme.
He is identical, ever himself. But hls consclous and
intentional acts keep shifting In one way or another to
neke his "now" slip ouﬁ of the past and into the future,
while the fleld of oblecta that engage hls attentlon may

change greatly or slightly, raepidly or slowly. Not only is
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the subject's peychologlcal present not an inatant but a
time~span but in 1t the sublect may be reachlng into the
past by memories, stories, hlstory and lnto the future by
anticipatlions, estimates, forecasts.
| Now it 1s sometinep sald that man 1s a hlstorieal
being. %ﬁu‘ﬁ?ﬁﬁ?ﬁﬂ The meaning of the statement may be grasped
most vividly by a thought experlment. Suppose a man suffers total
amnesia. He no longer knows who he is, falls to recognize
relatives and friends, does not recall his commitments
or hls lawful expectations, does not know where he workaﬁ or
how he makes his 1llving, and has lost even the 1nformation
needéd to perform his once customary tasks, Obvlously,
if he 18 to live, either the amnesia h=s to be cured, or else
he must start all over, & For our pasts have made us whatever
we are and on that capltal we have to llve or elae we must
begln ﬁ f afresh. Not only l1ls the individual an historical
entity, living off his past, but the same holds for the
group., For, 1f we suppose that all mem%bers in the group
guffer total amnesla, there will be as total a collapse of
all group functloning as there 1s 1n each individual in the
group. Groups too llve on thelr past, and thelr past so
to speak lives on in them. The present functioning of the

k mostly
good of order 1s what it 1iAPecause of past functloning anéd
only sllghtly because \ of the mlnor eiforts now needed to
keep things golng and, when possible, lumprove them.
To start completely afresh would be to revert to a very

dlstant age.
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Now I am not offering a medieal accoymt of amnesla.
I am simply attempting to portray the slgnificance of the
past in the present and, thereby, to communicate what ls
neary neant by saying that man 1s a historical belng.
But belng historlecal ies the hlstory that 1s written about.
It may be named, if considered interiorly, an exlstentlal

history «- the living tradltion whlch formed us and

5

thereby brought us to the point where we began forming ourselves.

5) For a contemporary reaction agalnst the destructive
aspects of the Enllghtenment and a rehabllitation of tradltionﬂ
a8 the conditlion of the possibility of an Interpretatlion, see

H. G. Gadamer, Wahrhelt und Methode, pp. 250-290.

tradltion ,at least
Thiahincludeskindividual and group memorles of the past, storles

of explolts and legends about heroes, in brlef‘enough of history
for the group to have an identity as a group and ke for indlviduals
to make thelr several contrlibutlons towards maint;Eng and

promoting the comman good of order. But from thls rudimentary
history, contained in any existential history, any living
tradgition, we must nov pmeeeed attempt to indicate the limi
of-process-that-tead o-now -t tie tIHE for-all good men. to.

geries of steps by whaleh one may, in thought, move towards the

b
notion of sclentific history.

In general it 1s a process of objectiflicatlon, and we

v‘ t’ -
E? It 1s from the Jecu to the Ahématigue, from the existenziell
L —

to the exlistenzial, from exercite to signate, from the

ﬁ‘fragmentarily experienced to the methodlecally known.

Attt
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shall begin from the simpler instances of autoblography
and blography before going on to the more complex matter of

history which regards groups.

Towards an autoblography, a first step is a diary.
Day by day one records, not every event that occurred =«-

one has other tnings to do -- but what,fsaaed seems lmportant, g&

slgnificant, exceptlonal, new, 8o one selects, abbrq}vi&tea,
sketches, alludes. Omne omits most of what is too famlllar
to be noticed, too obvious to be mentioned, tooc recurrent

to be thought worth recordlng.

Now a8 the years pass and the dliary swelle,-retroapect
lengthens. What once were merely remote possibllitles, now
have been realized. Earller events, thought inslgnificant,
prove to have been qulte important, while others, thought

Omitted earlier
imrortant, turn out to have been quite minor. fexsidex events

have to be recalled and inserted both to supply the o;;tted
context of the earllier perlod and to make later events more
intellligible. Earlier judgements, finally, have to be
complemented, qualifled, corrected. But if all this is
attempted, one has shifted from keeping & dlary to writing
one's memoira. One enlarges one's sources from the diary
to add to the dlary all the letters and other material one
can acauire. One ransacks one's memory. One asks aquestlons
and 1o meet them one starts reconstructing one's past

now this now that former
in one's lmagination, depicting to oneself onewe=fUrmer

81t% im leben, to find answers and then ask the further questlons

that arise from these answers. As ln interpretatlon, so here
are

too there graduallzhpuilt up contexts, limited nests of

guestions and answers, each bsaring on some multi-faceted

but determinate tople. In this fashlon the old, day-by-day,
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organization of the dlary becomes gulte irrelevant. Much that

had been overlooked now has been restored. What had merely been

Juxtaposed now ls connected. What had been dimly felt and
perhaps

remenbered now stands in sharp rellef withinﬂ?itherto unsuspected

perspectives. There has emerged a new organlization that

stinguishes~penbods; that™ 18, sets~0f . interreldted- eonte!tévw

“

¥here-each.context 1s a 1imited nest of qiestions~and answers.

dietingulishes perliods by broad differences in one's mode
of living, in one's dominant concern, in one's tasks and
problems, and iIn each perlod distingulshers contexts, that ls,
nests of questions and answerse bearing on dilstinct but related
topics. The perlods determlins the sections, the toplcs deteraine
the chapters of one's autoblography.
much

Blography aims atAF3P same goal but has to follow a
different route, Whaﬁsfhhe auntoblographer recounts what
hethonght-atid Tl tanmddidum~farizd—teo a0, the—btographer
dfferent-roite. "In the autoblography we read—4—twonpntil—

"I saw, heard, remembersd, antlcipited, imagined, felt,

gathered, Judged, declded, dld...." In the blography
statements shift to the third person. Instead of statlng
what 18 remembered or has been recalled, the blographer
has tgireaearch, gather evidence, amdmemmodude reconstruct

in imagination each successive 31tz lm Leben, ask+ determinate

concrege cuestlons, and so bulld up his set of periods each

contaig;é'a et larger or smaller set 0f related contexts.

In the main there are three maln di {ferences between autoblography

and blography. The blographer 1ls free from the embarrassment

that may trouble an antoblographer in his self-revelatlon.
Nhe-biegrapher Nis to wrttéﬂ"not~so much a2 "1 fet: as o

nore
"1 fe and’ times"-to wake his subjeat/\ intelideible -toa- utf"
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The blographer may appsael to later events that ﬂ in a new
light the judgements, declsions, deeds of his subject, to
reveal him to be more or less profoiund, wilse, far-sighted,
astnte than one otherwlse would have thought. Finally,
aince the biographer has to make his subject 1ntellligible to
a later generation, he has to wrlte not just a "1ife" but
rather a "life and times."

Wnile in blography the "times" are a subordinate clari-
ficatlion of the "1life," in history this perspective 1s reversed.
Attention 1s centered on the common field that, in part, 1ls
explored In esach of the blegraphies that are or might be
wrltten. 8tl1l1l thls common fleld 1s not Just an area in
which blographies wight overlap. There le soclal and cultural
process. It 1s not Just a sum of 1ndividual words and deeds.
There exiats a developlng and/%r deteriorating unity constituted
by cooperatlons, by institutlons, by personal relatlons,

aynd® and/or
by a functloning er malfunctloning good of order, by a

A
communal realization of origlnating and terminal values and
disvalues. Within such processes we llve out our lives.
About them each of us ordinarily 1is content to learn enough
to attend to hile own affalrs and perform his public dutles.
To seek & view of the actual functloning of the whole or
of a notable part over a slgnlficant period of time 1s the
task of the hlstorilan.
kﬁmtha_h;ggggnhgnlﬁggwteqwthsmhlﬁﬁgnianwpmaeée&b”ffaﬁy

the date made avallshle by reseanch,

i 1




MAT VII | ¥

258

As the blographer, so too the historian proceeds frem
(1x:££§é:;ﬁe data made ag?lable by research, (2) through
Inaglnative reconstruction and cumulative questioning and
anawerlng, (3) towards related sets of limited contexts.

But now the materlal basls is far larger 1n extent, far more
complex, more roundabout in relevance. The center of interest
hag shifted from the indlvldual to the group, from prlvate
to public life, from the conrse of a single life to the
course of the affalrs of a community. The range of relevant

» On many,

toples has 1lncreased enormously and , ow=nay: speclalized

knowledge may be a necessary prerequisite to undertaking

‘historical investlgation. Finally, hlstory itself becomes

a speclalty; historlans become a professional class; the

fleld of hlstorical investigation is dlvided and subdivided;

and the results of lavestlgations are communicated in congresses

and accumulated in periodlicals and books.

£l§ Critical History

glggadyw£~have“ﬁpokén'df‘xhnwextatentrai“hLatoryi
o§m¢neim§%plearwatoriés, legends neceesary.for *grdupfto
m "an- ident ity ang e TUNCE LA, A8, A0 u-p/.

A first step towards understanding critical history

y then,
lles in an account of precritical history. For 1t the

community is the conspicuous community, one's own.fxlts
vehicle is narrative, an ordered recital of events. It
recounts who dld what, when, where, under what clrcuastances,
from what motilves, wlth what results. Its function is

practical: a gronp can function as a group only by possessing

an ldentity, knowing 1teelf and devotilng 1ltself to the -l
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causs, at worst, of its survival, at best, of ite betterment.
The function of precritlcal history ls to promote such knowledge
and devotion. So it ls never jJjust a narrative of bald facts.
It is artikstic: it selects, orders, describes; it would awaken
the reader's interest and sustain 1t; 1t wonld persuade and
convince. Agaln, it 1s ethical: 1t not only narrates but also
apportions pralse and blame. It ls g;g&ggg&nxr: 1t accounts
for existing institutlons by telllng of thelr origlins and
development and by contrasting them with alternatlve lnstitutlons
found in other lanis. It 1s apologetic, correcting false or
tendentlons accounts of the reople's past, and refuting the
calumnies of nelghboring peoples. Finally, it is EE?BhEt;Q‘
to hindsight about the past theré.:: joined forseslght on the future
s are added
and there m;/;\ohe recommendations of a man of wlde readling
and modest wilsdom,
Now such precritical history, even purged of its defects,
woﬁ-lﬁWaﬂréum-bemr=r§-pecmm- ~Ab least,.it-de-not--th
funct tonal-specialty; history;=though it might.ell tiéet/ very
eal neede im the functionaléﬁgéidlfﬁ,communicatiOnJ?ﬁ
though 1t might well meet very real needs in the functlonal
speclalty, communlicatlons, at 3 least does not quallfy as
the functlonal speclalty, history. TFor that speclaity,
whlle 1t operates on the four levels of experlencing, understanding,
judging,{ and declding, stlll operates on the otherﬂ three
with & principel concern for jJudging, for settling matters of
fact. It 18 not concerned with the highly lmportant educatlonal
ek s--prover—sprresiaticr-amindanohdon- ot

tagk of commudicatiﬁg to fellow cltlzens or fellow churchmen

& proper appreclation of their heritage and a proper devotion

[ ——— —

0
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its
tohﬁhn preservation, development, dissemination. It is con-

cerned to set forth what really happened or, 1n Ranke's

perpletually ouo%ted phrase, wle es elgentlich gewesen.

A
Finally, unless this work is done 1in det$achment, qulte
1s attempting to serve “two masters and

apart from political or a%plogetic alms, 1t,usually suffers! the
_6evangelleal consequences. /\

'715) See, for example, G. P. Gooch, History and Hlstorlans

in the Ninetee%SCentury, London (Longnans) 11913, 21952,
chapter VIII on the Prussian School.

Next, this work 1sg not Just a matter of finding
testlmonies, checkling them for credibllity, and stringing
together what has been found credlble. It is not just that,
because historical experlence 18 sne thing eme and historcial
knowledge 1s oulte another. The string of credible testlmonies

re-edits It does
merelxanuas#&t historical experience. Theyudg\not advance
to hlstorical knowledge which grasps what was going forwargd,

e S

what\contemporariesaior the most ym parﬁ\égdgot know. Many
eerly Christlans may EX?E“EZE a.}rqgmentary experlence of
the manner in which the elementa in the synoptic gospels
were formed; buqéudolf Bultmann was concerned to set forth
the process as a whole and, whlle he found his evidence 1in

Fou V7
the syhoptic gospels, stlll that evidence did notngiszij:f

8
amy belief in the truth of the evangelists' statements.

.
é) Re. Bultmann, Geschichte der synoptlschen Tradition,

Gottingen (Vandenhoeck & Ruprecht) 41958, The first edition
i
was &sboait 1921. On the eame tople, see—i-d@-—tr—de

I. de la Potterie, (ed.), De Jésus aux Evangiles, Gembloux

{Duculot) 1967, where Formgeschichte plays an intermedlate

role between Traditionsgeachlchte and Redaktlonsgeschichte.

R TR A S W all R e ]




MAT VII | o BB ) !
3 :

gerles dlscoveries

/\M ofﬁm can advance the

historian % from the fragmentary experlences, that are the

Thirdly, only

gonrce of his data, to knowledge of a process ag a whole.

Like a detective confronted with a set of c¢lues that at first
In the clues,

leave hlim baffled, the hlstorian has to discover in—theme, plece

by plece, the evidence that wlll yleld a coovlnelng account

of what happensd.

9ince the evidence has 10 be dlscovered, a dilstinctlon
has to be drawn between potentlal, formal, and actual evidence.
Potentlal evlidence 1le any datum, here and # now perceptibie.
Formal evidence is such a datum 48 in so far as it 1s used
in asking or answerlng a guestion for historical intelligence.
Actual evidence ls formal evidence 1nvoked 1n arriving at
a historleal Judgement. In other words, data as perceptlible

proximately
are potential evidence; data as perceptlible andﬁintelligible

are .formal evidence; data as perceptible?wgfﬁm, and gg
grounding a recasonable jJudpement are actual evidence.

What starts the process is the question for historical
intelligence. With regard to some defined situatlion 1n the
past one wants to understand what was golng forward. (Clearly,

I 7 N
any such questlon presupposea»piatorical knowledge. Without
it, one would not know of the situation 1ln questlon, nor
would one know what was meant by "o '"going forward."
History, then, grows out of history. Crltlcal hilstory was
2 eps leap forward from precritical hilstory. <recritical
hiestory was a leap forward from stories and legends. Inverfsely,
the more hgipory one knows, the mere data lie in one's purJIew,

the more questions one can ask, and the more lntellligently

CNEHAH T ren
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one can ask them.

The question for historical intelligence 1s put in the
light of previous knowledge and with respect to some particular
datum. It may Yeaa{ or may not lead to an insight into that
datum. If it doee not, one moves on to a different guestlon.
If it does, the lneight le expressed \mtoM in a surnise, ami the
surmise ls ragiresented lmaginatively, end the image leads to

or may not
a further related guestion. Thls process mayﬁbe recurrent.
If it is not, one has come a dead end and must try another
approach. Ik If it 1s recurrent, and all one attains is a
series of surmises, then one ls following a false trall and
once more must try another approach. But if one's surmises
are colncident with further data or spproximate to them,
one is on the right track. The data are ceasing to be merely
potential evidence; they are becoming formal evidence; one is
dliscoverlng what the evidence b might be.

Now Lf one is on the right track long enocugh, there
occurs & shift in the manner of one's guestloning for, more and
more, the further questions‘ conme from the data rather than
from images based on surmises. One stlill has to Jo the questlonlng.
One Y st1ll has to be alert. But one has moved out of the
assumptions and perspectives one M8 had prilor to one's
investigation. One has attalned sufficlent 4zl insight
into the object of one's inquiry to grasp something of
the assumptions and perspectives proper to that object.

And this grasp makes one's approach to further data so much
more congenlal that the pommehmtbxm farther data suggest
the further questlione to be put., Dedtvusmgayqvihang

To describe this feature of historical 1nvestigaition, =t

. . e it
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let us say that the cumulative process of datum, guestlon,
insight, surmlse, image, formal evidence, is ecstatlc. It 1g not
the hot es=ecstasy of the devotee but the cool one of growing lnaight, It
/\ takes one out of oneself. It setes aside earller asaumptionslA
and perspectives to=iwdw by bringing to light the assumptions
and perspectlives proper to the object under lnvestligatlon.
The same process 1s selective, constructive, and critlcal.
It is melective:; not all data are promoted from the status
of potential evidence to the status of formel evidence.
It is constructive: for the selected data are related to one
an Lnterconnected
another tbroughhaazziubsdﬁget of ouestions and answers or,
PromahndtAdP expressed elternatively, by a series of ineights
eventually
that complement one another, correct one auncther, andAFoalesce
into a single view of a whole. Finally, it 1s critleal,
for insights not only are direct but also inverse. By direct
insight one grasps how ke things flt together, and one murmurs
one's "EBureka." By = 1inverse insight one is prompted to
exclaim, How conld I have been so stupld as to take for
granted,... One sees that things are not golng to fit and,
eventually, by a dlrect insight one grasps that some ltem
fits not In this context but in some other.

S0 a text 1s discovered

to have been interpolatad or mutilated. 8o the peeudo~Dionysius
K1t -8 AR VT Ll T et =

o..colna.: ngrge transferrgd fnomvmore ordinany Sistory 4%

e’

caxhhwn coins can be found to pertain not to more ord ary

b story bt Father” 5 The Ristory of propaganﬂéﬂ 86 “Wrltbrs
ar' found: valuatleé, not- fdrﬂthewhietarywaﬂmbheuebgeata.th}

w Lte about, but for .the evidence provided bx,their iptentieﬁs,

R g

. “thiptr ‘methods T thetr—omtestons, ‘thetr-mistekes.
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is* extradited from the #&E% first century and relocated at the

end of the fifth: he ouoted Proclus, 8o an esteemed writer

comes under susplclon: the source of his Informatlon has been

dlscovered; in whole or in part, wilthout independent ﬁ confirmation,

he 1s used not as& evidence for what he narrates but in the

roundabont fashigﬁ that rests on hle narrating -- his intentlons,

readers, methods, omissions, mistekes.

q) Note that the word, critical, has two quite different
meanings. In precritical mbieey history 1t means that one
has tested the credibllity of one's authorities before belleving
them., In crltlical history it means that one has shifted data
from one field of relevance to another. On this tople
Re G, Collingwood is brilliant and convincing, See his two

- studles, "The Historlcal Imagination" and "Historical Evidence,"

in The Idea of History, Oxford (Clarendon) 1946, pp. 231-282,

Now I have been attributing to a single process of
developlng understanding a whole serdes of different functions.
It 1s heurlstic, for 1t'brings to light the relevant evidence,
It 1 ecstatle, for it leads the Lngulrer out of hie original
perspectlives and into the perspectives proper to hiqifobject.
o It is selectlye, for out of a totallty of data 1t selects those
relevant to the understanding achleved. It is ¢rltical, for
it removes from one use or context to another the data that
might otherwise be thought relevant to pressnt taska. It ls

constructive, for the data that are selected are knotted togetiher

) by the vast and 1ntricate web of interconnecting links that

cunulatively came to light as one's understanding progressed.
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Now it is the distinguishing mark of critical history that
-da—to-Pre--nevedhowever; that—in“epdttea I Hreltomy

this process occurs twlce. In the flrat instance one 1s

coming to understand one's sources. In the second instance

one is using one's understood sources intelligently to come

to understand the objlect to which they are relevant. dfdizmthw

fitesh In both cases the development of understanding ls

heurlestic, ecstatlc, selective, critleal, construétive, But

1n the flrst case one 1s identifylng authors, locating them and

thelr work in place and time, studying the &2 milieu, ascertalining
th%t?poses In writing and thelr prospective readers,

investigating thelr sources of informatlon and the use they made

of them. In a previous sectlon on Interpretatlon we spoke of

undersatanding the author, but there the\é§b ulterior alm
was to understand what he meant. In nistory we also seek to
understand the authors >f sources, but now the ulterior aim
1s to understand what they were up to and hnw&hey did 1it.
It' 18 this understandlng tnat grounds the e¢ritlcal use of

upees; the- fine diserimination-that. enables an-inwestigatop .
Z:MQHP}QI;EgﬁxﬂéE@Qﬁﬁﬁrbpginmsevera&mquite differentimann
sources, the fine dlscrimination that distingnulshes an author's
strength and weaknesses and uses him accordingly. Once thils
W 18 achleved, one 1la able to shift one's attention to

main namely,
one's ohﬁaatﬁueﬂﬁggapﬂuﬁgqibjective,hpnasaﬂoamor to understanding
the procesa‘i referred to in one's sources. Where before
one's developlng understanding was heurlstie, ecstatie,
selective, critical, constructive in determinlng what authors
selectlve, and

were up to, now it 1is heuristic, ecatatic,Ffritical,bponatructive

in determining what was golng forward in the community.
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Needless to say, the two developments are interdependent.

Not only does understanding the authors contribute to understanding

in coming to understand

the historlcal events, buE/Pﬁ&azgywn&&n§7¢he events there arise

questions that may lead to a revision of one's understanding
of the authors and, consequently, to a revislon of one's use
of them.

Again, vwhlle each new insight uncovers evidence, moves

avay from

one mmxx®mEf previous perspectives, selects or rejeocts data as
relevant or lrrelevant, and adds corstewetivedy to the plcture
bedng--corptruaged;—still the emphasis-—-shifts: fromone of
Bartngconstriakedy s obasis

Lhﬁﬁﬁ“fnnctinns-eﬁhano%heﬂ”m@-thewknﬁbattgation proceﬁd%.

that is being construct&ed, 8t1l]l what galns attentlon ls,

not each glngle inslight, but the final insight 1n';;;ghulative
geries. It is such finzl inelghts that are called discoveries.
With them the full force of the cumulative series breaks forth
and, as the cumulatlon has a speclfic direction and meaning,
dlacoverliss now are of new evidence, now of a new wiswpolrts
perspective, now of a different selectlon or critical rejlectlon
in the data, now of ever more complicated structures.

80 far we have Dbeen thinking of structuring as the
intellliglble pattern grasped ln the data and relatlng the data
to one another. But there is a further aspect to the matter.
For vwhat s grasped by understanding in data, also 1s exprﬁsssed
by understanding in concepts and words. So from the intellligible
pattern grasped in the data, one moves to the lntelligible
pattern exrregsed in the narrative. At first, the narrative
is slmply the inaguirer mumbling his surmises to himself.

As surmises less and less are mere surmises, as more and more

they lead to the uncovering of further evidence, there Luism begin

to emerge trails, lin&kages, interconnected wholes. Ag the

: —
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splrit of lngulry catches every fallure to understand, as it
, 88 & result, ras

brings to attentlon what 1s not yet understood andAso easlly

overleooked, one of the interconnected wholes will advance

to the role of a dominant theme running through other

Interconnected wholes that thereby become subordinate themes.

As the investlgation progresses and the fleld of data coming
under control broadens, not only will the organizatlon In

terms of domlnant and subordinate themes keep extendlng,

but also thexre willl emerge ever higher levels of organlzation,
S0 among dominant themes there will emerge domlnant toples

to leave other domlnant themes just subordinate toples;

and the fate of dominant themes# avalts most of the domlnant
toplca, as the process of orgagzzation keeps moving, not

only over more territory, but up to ever higher levels of
organization.

It 1s not to be thought that thle process of aumg
advancing organizatlon is a single unlform progress. There
occur dlscoverles that cdmplament and correct previous dls-
coverles and so, as understandlng changes, the organlzatlion

alsp nust change. Themes and toplcs becoms more exactly

concelved and more # happlly expressed. The range of their

dominance may be extended or curtalled. Items once thought
of major interest can sl;p backt.'iéfless 2o S i
prominent roles and, inversely, other ltems can mount from
relative obecurlty to notable slgnificance.

The exact conceptlon and happy exrreasslon of themes and
toplce are matters of no emall moment. For they shape the
further guestions that one wlll ask and it is those further

questions that lead to YY¥ further discoveries. Nor is this all,
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Part by part, historical investigatlionsc coms to & term. They
do g0 when there have been reached the set of lusights that nhit
81l nalls squarely on the head. They are known to do 80 when
the stream of further questions on a determinaste theme or topic
gradually dlminishes and finally dries up., The danger of
inaccurate or unhappy conceptlon and formulation 1s that elther
the stream of gquestlons may dry up prematurely or else that 1t
may keep flowlng when really there are no further relevant
guestlons,

It follows that the cumulative process of developling

understanding not only is heuristic, ecstatic, selectlve, P

eritical, and constructive but also is Ef? reflective and judicial.
K The underetanding that has been achleved on a determinate
point can be complemented, corrected, revised, only 1f further
dlacoverlies on that very polnt can be made. Such dlscoverles
/an be made only if further relevant questlons arise. 1If,
in fact, there are no further relevent guestlons then, in fact,
a certaln judgement wonld be true. If, in the light of the
metoriars historian's knowledge, there are no further relevant
ovestlions, then the hlstorian can say that, as far as he knows,
the questiog{g;nmﬁe cloged.
There is; then, a criterion for nlstorical judgement,

and so there 1s a point where formal evidence becomes actual
evidence. Such Judgements occur repeatedly throughout an
lnvestigation, as each mlnor and then each ma jor portlon of

- St

«?hewwopk~isﬂcamplatedA ...As long as.the. Work~1eim prooequw
%?ff;,digéoveriea may force a correction and revision of{/)
éapi{ér ones. ag@in, once a work is completed the disi/jpry
&% further sources or the emepgence of new perapectivead;rom

aubaeqnant“ﬁvenﬁihﬁﬁy*make ﬁ@W“tnvgﬁfT““tTbﬁ”usuesaury
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the work ls completed. But as 1n natural sclence, so too in
critlcal history the positive content of Judgement asplres to
be no more than the best avallable opinion. Thls is evident as
long a8 an historical investigation 1s in process, for later
dlscoverles may force a correction and revision of am earlier
onea. But what 18 true of investigatlons in process, has to
be extended to ilnvestlgations that to all lntents and* pur poses
are completed. v

For, 1n the first place, one cannot exclude the posedadddy
posslbllity that new sonrces of information will be uncovered
and that they wlll affect subsequent judgement understanding
and Judgement. S0 archeological investigatlons of the anclent
Near East complement @&% 01d Testament study, the caves of
Qumran have ylelded documents with a bearing on New Testament
gtudles, ghiteam while the wwss® unpubllished writinge found at

restrain

Kenoboskio%qaonaﬁnnim~pronouncements on Gnostlcism.

But there 1s, as well, another source of revision. It
18 the occurrence of later events that place earlier events
in a new perspectlve. The outcome of a battle fixes the per-
spective in which the successlve stages of the battle are

military vietory in
viewed; bhﬂ»amtnemGWﬂng war reveals the slgniflcance of the
successive battles that were fought; the socilal and cultural

- are the of

congseouencens of the victory and the defeat measure the effects
of the war. 8o, in general, history is an oqiﬁoing process.
As the procescs advancés, the context within which eveats =i
are to be understood keeps enlarging. As the context enlarges,
peraspectives shlft,

However, nelther of these sources of revision will

simply invalldate earlier work competently done. New documents

111 out the plcture; they illuminate what before was obscure;




MET VII =73 A0
1 .

they shift perspectives; they refute & what was venturesome

or speculative; theydgaggge simply dissolve the whole network

of questlons and answers that made the origlnal set of data
massive evidence for the earller account. Agaln, history is

an oqigoing process, and 80 the historical context keeps enlarglng.
But the effects of this enlargement are mvhvmmhfnym nelther
universal nor uniform. For pereons and events have thelr place

in hlstory through one or more contexts, and these contexts

may be narrow and brief or broad and endurlng with any variety

of Intermediates. Only lnasmuch as a context ls still open,

wid -later ewants-through néw Tlght-om earlier persons and- events

or can be opened or extended, do later events throw new light
on sarlier persons, events, procesges. A4s Karl Heussl put 1t,
it 18 easler to;ﬁ& understand Frederick William III of Prussla

than to understand Schlelermacher and, whlle Nero will always
{o
be Nero, we cannot as yet say &% the same for Luther.

{d) Karl Heussi, Die Krisis des Historismus, Tubingen (Mohr)

1932, p. 58.

Besldes the Judgements reached by a historlan in his
Investligation, there are the judgements passed upon his work
by his peers and his successors. Such Judgements conatitute
critical history at the second degree. For they are not
mere wholesale Judgements of bellef or disbelief, They are

ed-om BN (IBdFTEFLand Lug-af-how. the work-was done, *howrvwell
relevant guestions were. answered powiaathew¢tmaﬁfdr“ali/}/
based on an understanding of how the work was done. Just as
the historlan, first, with respect to his scurces and, then,
with respect to the object of his inquliry, undergoes a

development of understanding that at once is heurlstic,
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and,
gcatatie, selective, critlcal, conatructivej-ﬁnqkin the 1limlt,

judlclial, g0 the critics of a historical work undergo a similar
developmnent with respect to the work ltself. They 4o 8o all
the more easlly and all the more competently, the more the
historlan has been at palns not to conceal his tracks but to

lay 811 hls cards on the téble, and the more the critics already
are famnilliar with the field or, at least, wlth neighborlng
fields.

The result of such critlcal understandimg of a critical
history is, of course, that one can make an Intelligent and
discriminating use of the criticized hiletorlan. One learns where
he has worked well., One has spotted hls limltations and hls
weaknesseg, One can say where, to the best of present knowledge,
he can be relied on, where he must be revised, where he may have
to be revised. Just as hlstorians make an intelllgent and
dlscriminating use of thelr sources, 8o tod he professlional
historical community makes a dlscrimlnating use of the worgé
of its own hilstorlans.

Early in this sectlon we noted that asking historlecal
gucstions presupposed historical knowledge and, the greater
that knowledge, the more the data 1nf one's purview, the more
questione one c¢ould ask, and the mo;; intelligently one could
ask them., Our consideration has now come full circle, for
we have arrived at an account of that presupposed historical
knowledge. It is critical history of the second degree. It
consists basically in the cumulative works of historians. But
it conslsta actually, not in mere bellef in those works, but
in a critical apprecliation of them. Such critical appreclation
1s generated by critical book reviews, by the critlques that

professors comminicate to thelr students and Justify 4emstemds
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by their explanations and arguments, by informal dlscusslons

in comaon rooms and more formal dlscusslona at congresses.
(ritical history of the aecénd degree 18 a compound.

At ite base are historical articles and books. On & second

level there are c¢ritlcal wrltlngs that compare and evaluate

the historical writings: these may vary from brief reviews

to long studies right up to such a history of the historlography

of an issue as Herbert Butterfield's George\EEE/III & the

i)
Historians. Flnally, there are the considered opinions of

on hiptorians and thelr critics
professlonal hlstoriansrr- opinions that 1nfluence thelr

teaching, thelr remarks In dlscusslons, thelr procedures in

wrlting on related topics.

—

\\) london (Gollinag) 1957. For a varlety of vlews on the
history of historliography, see Carl Becker, "What is-Hiutwrizmwewiy

Historiography?" The American Historleal Review, 44(19#8), 20-28;

(ed.},
reprinted in Phil L, Snyderv\Detachment and the § Writing of

o

History, Esgays and lLetters of Carl é L. Becker, Cornell

University Press 1958. N

—

Before concluding this sectlion it will be well to recall
what preclsely has been our ailm and concern. Explicitly, 1t
has been limited to the functlional specialty, history. There

has been excluded all that pertains to the functional speclalty,

communications. I have no doubt that historical knowledge

has to be communlcated, not merely to professional hlstorians,
but in some measure to all members of the historical community.
But before that need can be met, historical knovledge has to
be acouired and kept up to date. The present sectlon has been

concerned with the prior task. It has been concerned to

[RRTEU

.
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Indlicate what set and sequence of operations securs the fulfil-
ment of that task, If it 1s commonly thought that such a task
1s all the more likely to be performed well Lf one comes to it
without an axe to grind, at least that has not been my main
reason for dlstingulshing between the functlonal apeclalties,
history and comwunications. My main reason has been that they
igiz-diffggzgi tasks performed in quite different manners and,
unless thig, distinctlon 1s acknowledged and maintained, there
1s Just no pos=lbility %@w&ﬂ%«of arriving at an exact understanding
of elther task. l
Agaln, 1t is x a commonplace for theorists of history
to struggle with the problems of historical relativisnm,
’ﬁ\ to note the 1influence exerted on historical writing by the
histomiaqﬁjs vliews on possibility, by hls value-judrements,

by hls Weltanschauung or Fragestellung or Standpunkt. I have

omitted eny coasideration of this matter, not because it 1s not

extremely lmportant, but because it 1s mmiwmid brought under

control, not by the techniques of critical history, but oy the

technigues of gFadert® our fourth functional specilalty, dialectic,
@E The concern, then, of the present section has been

strictly limited. It presupposed the historlan knew how to

i““ﬁ do hls research and how to interpret the meaning of documents.
&) It left to later specisliies certaln aspects of the problem
of relativism and the great task of revealing the 1 bearing
of historical knowledgekggr contemporary policy and action.
It was confined to formulating the set of procedures that,
° caeteris parlbus, yleld hlstorical knowledge, to explaining
\\‘J how that knowledge ariees, in what 1t consists, what are its

inherent
proerent linltatlons,
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If I have been led to adopt the vliew that the technloues

of crltiesl hlstory are unenual to the task of elimlnating

hlstorlcal relativism totally, I affirm all the more strongly

that they can and do effect a partlal elimination. I have contended

that eritlcal history is not a matter of belleving credlble

testimonies but of discovering what hitherto had been experienced

but not properly known. In that process of discovery I have

recognized not only its heuristic, selective, criticel, constructive,

and judip}ial aspects, but also an ecstatic aspect that elininates

previously entertalned perspectlives and opinlons to replace thenm

with the perspectives and vlews that emerge from the cunulative

interplay of data, 1lnauiry, Ilnslght, surmiee, image, evidence.
of itself
It 1s in thig manner that critiecal historyfpoves to obJectlve

knowledge of the past, though it may be ilmpeded by such factors

- ' 88 whews—ow mistaken views s@p on posaibility, bylk ml staken
. or misleading value-judgements, by éhAQEBanxba an lnadequate
L

world-view or standpoint or state of the question,

In brief, this section has been attempting to bring to
light the set of procedures that lead hlstorlans inﬂ various
manners to afflrm the possibility of objective his“orical

y““ﬁ knowledge. Carl Becker, for Instance, agreed he was 8 relativist

in the sense that Weltanschauung influences the historian's work,

byt at the same time maintalned that & considerable and lndeed

[
increasing body of knowledge was objectively ascertainable,

h
Erich Rothacker correlated Wahrheit with Weltanaﬁ$uung, granted

o that they lnfluenced hlstorical thgught, but at the same tlime

afilrmed th%existence of a correctness (Richtigkeit) attaclhed

[
to critlcal procedures and proper lnferences. In a simllar yein
Karl Heussi held that phil% osophic views wonld not affect

critleal procedures though they mlight well have an influence
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Oon the way the hlgqory wag composed; and he advanced that

while the relatively simple form, in whleh the historlan
organizes hls materials, resides not in the enormously complex
course of events but only 1la the historiag&i; mind, stlll
different hlatorlans operating from the same standpoint

arrive at the same organization.l5 In like manner Rudolf
Bultmann held that, granted a Fragestellung, critical method

Ve
led to univocal results. These writers are speaking ini{various

manners of the samé reallty. They mean, 1 believe, that there

exlst procedures that, caeteris paribus, lead to hilstorical

knowledge. Our alm and concern 1In this section has been to

indicate the nature of those procedures.

1) Quoted from Carl Becker, "Review of Ma{iri“ce Mendelbaum's

The Problem of Historical Knowledge," Fhilosophical Review,

49(1940), 363, by C. W. 9mith, Ow=Hiaetes} Carl Becker: On History
and the Climate of Opinion, Cornell Univ. Press 1956, p. H97

1%3 Erich Rothacker, Loglk 1nd Systematik der Gelsteawlssen-

schaften (Handbuch_der Philosophie), Munich and Berlin 1927,

Bonn 1947, p. l44,

I4\ Karl Heussl, Die Krigis deks Historlamus, Tublngen {Mohr)
q
N

1932, p. 63.

6! Ipid., p. 56.
LQ) Rudolf Bultmann, "Das Problem der Herueneutik," Zschr.
f. Theol. u. Kiprehe, 47(1950), 64; also Glauben und Verstehen,

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