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_ebaeet as it sct

RS | CHAPTER I |
THE Pﬂom AND DEFINITION eF mams USED

: The' tem "apectatompamicipfam problem” does not. |
refer te any very new or modern problem of thought and .'
action but rather, 4t refers to a problem which has 1ong
been known to exist in the t&zeughts of mens The preblem‘ .A

| 4s onw of a basic conflict between theery and praetiee in

some reapects, but more broadly between the ebjeet.ive and

 the subgective approac:h to life in general and to philosophy
- end history in par‘b:lcular. ‘It 18 a conflict which arises

each time man makes any attempt to ‘Judge or describe one of
his fellows. The conflict appears in all ranges of experience
and is therefore one of which we a8 thinking beings must
taka ee@izaneea

In any act af represematien - verbal deseri.ptien or
artistie repmductian - two fundsmentsl methods lie open to - |
the one making the repmsenta‘eiam He is awax'e that there
18 an object which he is attampting to describe or portray
and thus he can either strive to represent or reproduce ‘t.hat
and 4s presented ‘ba his view

without any eolouration or modification from his own paraonality,
or else he can strive t.a repr;esent that object g8 he seces it
in the light of his own knowledge and experience. The first



a_ppmaf‘eh i8, Of course, the objective approach, snd the
second 1 the subjectives The first seeks to megate the
: peraané;lity which is doing the re‘presénting end the second
seeks to. ambellish and enrich the ebaect by reference te
 the parstmals.ty of the one eeneemed. sbaeetive appraaah
.attempw ter get at the truth of the matter, wh:!.le the subjee~
tive appmaeh, though none the less ‘concerned with the trumg |
'malizes the impossibility of ever mally gatting autsida of
itself, snd tharefera seeks to abtain ag graat aegree o:t‘
%mt.h as 18 posaible threug,h the madium ef a human mind w:i'hh
all :l.t.s camyleximeﬁ. ‘

| ‘}.‘he titla af th:}.s paper is derived in part fram an
“'az'ﬁcle written by ?mfesser To Ae Gﬁuﬁge; "The speetator
'Fanacy“ prin‘bed in the Journal of ‘Philosophy for January
1, 1042, In nie ddscussion Goudge attempts to discredit
the 1~eatablisheé notion that the philosopher is sm f
7aaz~t of dis&mbcdieﬂ spirit whe lives in an "ivory wwer” and,
in t.he words ef Plam, is "the speetatar et all time am’i all
vaxis't;ence" 3 By the ma,jarity of men this at&tement is t.aken
'te mesn ’aht the primary relatinn of the phﬂasepher w me
warld in whieh he is foreed to live is one of “det.acheé.
cantemplatim“ He 1s censtrained by their thinking to adept.

rm Book 6 [




mm laaé& easily: 4into such fallaeims thinki :
-above. Teo most people theory refers to the purely mental
operations of thought or reflection, while practice imrelvea

. :zmadiat.e

;:t@ f&rgﬁt ar ab b@ﬁt
 which govern end direct this motor. activitys We are all

AN

the position of an onlookery or "spectatory and only in so
111 he be sblée to theorize successfully as to the
nature end content of life. Goudge holds this whole opinion
to be falaa and t.he prehlem to which sueh 8 pasit.ien gs.vaa

;'iae he eafu.a nthe spectator i‘allaey"

: agndga ‘then proceeds to give the widely accepted
distinction between theory and practice + a distinction

ing as outlined

actual phvsiaa&, motor aetivit.y by whieh some chenges in the
ent are affeeteéa mnnaniw in general tends
¢ *'._'::.?j’ée more significance upon the latter - the praetieal
side of Mi’e = than on the former; -~ the theoreticals While

men is 1:1 t.he Pirst instance a meternbamg, that isy- Mﬂ |
‘ purpasa saem prixmrily t»o be the. actual physieal tmaafem- ‘
| mation m ma Way or axwthar of this, ‘his universey we tend

ze t.he mentaly thwmucal Fmeesses |

aeqnas.nwd ‘with the old mexim that we should pmet.iaa wha*&

we pregehg yet mnre often thsn noty what we :aractise tends

to beeeme ﬁiwrceﬁ from what we preach. ‘Herein lies the great
danger of “the. spectator fallaey « the _t-heo,ries of man cease to



be given velidity in terms of their operation in facts We.
disasseeiate our idess from our actions and make neither -
rasnible to the othera A , RSPy

| Gmé.ga claims much of the blame for this diviaiem can
be laid at. the feet of the philosophers themaelves whese n
pmfessienal utterences often tend to be at eamplaw variame e
with their own conducts They give the resder an imp; regsion | .
of %mzale% detachment from the worlds They eens’emet- theorias
whichy in themselves have a gertain merity zfet when refem‘ed
to the world of experiance are mmplete:.y invelidated due 0
a basie incansiatancy with both their own end sthers acuens.
Professor Broad hae referred to these as "silly theordes"
and such & theex‘y 4is "one which may be held at the time when

4 iking or writing professionally; but which only an
mme 6:&5 8 1ma’bi¢ asylum would -think of ca,rryj.ng into éaiiy
. 1ife".2 He cites as examples here the very extreme sahaals of
behavieriam certein "ideal” systems of phﬂasap}ay‘ I

" fhe inference; of coursey is fairly obviousy and it is
| from this thet the suggestion comes for the. second part, of the
t:ltz.e of this paper. The remedy for the spec%abar fallacy l:!.as

ic w&&ag out of .




wholly and complietel

6
the theories. Herein lies an excellent test of their v-aliduy,
103&, if t.hay can have a basia :Ln expers.ence. The m |
conditioning then of theory and practica eenaz.itutes the
penaces far the 41le herein mentioned. |

Kwaver this is only a small part of our paruealar |
problem and has been cited by way of introduction and explana-
tion of our title, Professor Goudge has utilized Plato's
term "spectator" in the semse of a detached "ivory tower

 meditatory while in reslity, I belleve Plato had o much wider
- mesning in mind when he used the terms Plato's philosopher

‘t'e be a participant in every sense of the wordj for
he was to be t.ha "philosophereking” and when the rapub:&ie would
be set up the philaaephar would pa.ay the most integral part

- in ite ﬂrganizatimg By a shift of emphasis theny we find
Plato's’ **apamator" becoming our "participant®. Whe then is

t.he part of our spectator? Here we foll into line

: ’wit.h Professor Goudge? s usage but we further look for mfama-»

tion in Henri Bergson's idese of metaphysical mwmiaa, .
| 21l seey develops a theory of

Bergeon, as we shal.
metaphysicsl intuitfon (which theory is mot altogether new to

~ philosophy) in which the knowing mind seeks W placeiwau

Ly within the object to be knowns The



- for our pupp

in the ﬁaz‘gasanian\ sensey results in a sevex

/’\
} J
e s

."=PWSG of. *th:lﬁ 45 to exclude all extrane

niotions S0 a8 to gain kno

wledge that- is cmlete and. mediateﬁ

»Thaugh this theory seems 1o imply é&me'a participatieng

pposes 4t must be called s spectator theory because

1t excludes sll participetion in the subject by the mind of

the knowers He mwet keep himsel coupletedy gut 62 Whe pleture
in en effort to become one with his objects Then tooy intuition
ing or departmentelizing
der considerations In the study of histo: |

- foxr exﬂamma;' m@uan 18 okin to the theories of the. objective
‘historians of the nineteenth century, who tried to see things

y setually happenedy end atie
- out of the studys. .
How that we have our tems explainaé; to wh:h:h field of

pted 10 keep thmse:’was

. thought, will we apply them? To my mind the £ield of history

snd historiogrephy is s very resl exsmple of the presence of
a spectator-participsnt problems In the writing of historyy
AMONE many others there are two very prominent schaals of
thoughts The first is the objective schooly o which I apply
our term "spectatorts The histerisns who subseribe to this
way of thinking regard themselves s passive apeetawrs of tha
gome pﬁ his’wxm to which game they brir

y no preconceived



/

notions; no subjectivity - nething but the blanky faeuhnnw
stare of ‘the spectator. In direct contrast to this we hage
~ the hiswriam of the subjective or participant snhaoz,, who
Tegard history as the creation of their own mindsy who feel
that %o gﬁve nistery life and meaning is to-give it the
rality of their interpretations ‘They regard themselves
as aatwe ‘sgents in the stream of his ;j_:_i§"§ 'a' stresm to which
‘they £i6a it {]ifj“aaaiba.e to come in any other guise than that
Cof thamsf;;{;vea, fa1lible men but with a wealth of experience %o
guiﬂe ‘thelir deliberations. '
8ueh 15 the content 6f the problem. In the fauowing
pages I propese to exsmine verious philosophies of hiswry
from this standpoint and attenpt 0 draw some aenelusiana

~ person

~ for the future: 'To Px*wiﬁe a philosophic basie for our: amdy,
L wild begin with o consideration af Henri Eergscn and his

" is much which is ¢losely

theory ef the metephysicel intuitiony for in this *t.heary t.hem‘
ilied to the olgective eppr _'ach to
his‘t.ery t,he “spect.awr” ;wint. of viewe - - ¢




: ayetem whereby m ghows thet man hasg mﬁergme and ceﬁstam&y
“ ing s process of evolutiony the impulse of which comes
gelk led the “é&aﬁ vitel"s Along with the

:Siizal mmmnﬂ a5 he calls u, and in a z.ec‘lmz‘e
eat.mea "Introduction 0 Matephysice” given in 1911, this t.heary "
is set forth. In the light of our eas%&agmsmm_ ,

historiographyy anb exemination of this doctrine will prove of
| eat I the point of v:kew of the ralat.im of the .
‘:,,;[;-:-raxl to hia subjecm : AR
© In his essay Bergsen begins b:,r outdining two besie ways
which we have of X j,._'_'{,j ninge Ths first is a type of
‘ airmmmavigatim; in whieh the mwar appraaehes hia eh“aet
- £rom sll possible points of view; e d attempte to go all around .
the subjeet« - The method employs points of view and depends for
much of ite 'knouledge on eymbols - representations of the real
obj ee‘&. ngam illustrates this first methed by an analagy
with. t.h& vay in which we know the characters of a novel or a




I :

. 4 e
playo We know them, from our own paim of view and by means ntf.
the varﬁ.aus artistie symbels - gest.uresg speeahes, actiena -

*whieh gwa us 2 familiarity with that, pez'sen. 'i‘h;!.s knawleﬁga |
| he tams ”relaa‘t,ive“ for :H‘. is enly had mediatedly aml by meana

_af relatimships with ather things.
The see type er meth@e’l of m* impliea 8 ale*be .

ring mw the ab,jeet af smwa.eagm This emple::s no zwintﬁ

| ‘af view nor does 1t depmﬁ on an,y symhcla ar relatimhipa. It

) atel g,ained, whera mt.hing mtaz'pesea
betmen *&she !mawar ana the object te be knwn The analoyﬁ |
of ‘the nwal and t.he et.age S.s here alsn emplaye& Hw much
u - our appracia%im ef varimm eharaewrs becema iz

we were'w baema one with t.hem, ta gee thin@s through ‘their
eyes and think emt pmblems wit.h t.heir minﬂst mg 1& where ‘
mwiﬁan entérs fer :lt is only by an effart of :l.nwatian -
that we aan achiave sueh a unique pra.jeetien of mind; 'I‘his ‘
second way af mwing ie mmaé “abselute“ fer we knaw the -
mjeet absolutelyy immediat, ',l,rf ’ wit.heut benefit or hindrsnce
af anyt.hing comi: between usv and the oh.jeet. known. Ve ‘enter
into it "by an aﬁ‘fer'b uf :Lmaginatim“; we grasp it frem w:l.th:lng
"in What. i’& _18 itsalf“ \ : /

 'In delineation ef eharaeter in 8 nwei, the authar :
attenipt.s by mea#a of his deaeriptiens te desemtbe m :!.ts a




| enmw éharaeter concerned. This is really f’utﬁa‘g aayéa
. aex‘ga‘. when yeu campaz‘e the rasults of such & methoﬁ to ’c.hase

make kﬁ.mself at. one with the ehe»mct.er baiug atué.iaﬁ- Ia such ‘, |

as.tuat.ian the reaéer waum get hsts Imowledge e£ t.he charaeter
irectly from ;!.ta aeme, fmm tzw essential nat.ure ef tha‘s
j’emm« Ka aeman af hs.a Weulﬁ have to be explainea by
. ;mfamca tn ather things heeause the reader s partf of him
| and guch reﬁem:me weum be auparﬁuaua. The Mpmssim |
givan wwld be nne nf eampleteneas and whalmsa.

| By maam ef the relative way eaf; knowing en ent:lraly
differant v&ew is had each time some mw cbametarist&c is
added 't.n t.hasa already known for then the fx*ame of rai’erenea
becma 1&};_;.; . and th.e wtal piema t.akes on new meanmg

Thus ald thase trai%s and ehamcteristica are aigns a:' aymbcls

'by which the aum makea the character known to tlm ma&ez-,
and each ts.me s&;, er symbals are amplayeé t.he readex‘ immeﬂiatal,y
':Ls placeé euwma t.he nhsraew ana he becemas an ansawer or

| a awetamr. ae is mme 1o graap t-!xe th:lng :tn its assame

‘,or "absalutenem“ @hus, according t.e Eergs:m*s wey of thin -_:‘._;  :
- any deaw&pu@n, any w, or any analysis :i.a of necessity

| pﬁ.‘&cheﬁ m the level of relative knewﬁ.. dgey for it is only by
- meehs nf a compl eté coineidence ws.’ch t.he charaeter that we can




\ﬁhil@ relative knawﬁ.eﬁge 48 to be had by analysiat
_¢ald ympa ¢ bywh&eheneﬁa

eeang?ae with what thgre 1& uaiqua emsaqaea Ly e
oxpressible in its Analysisy on tha contraryy is ‘tha
ot whieh reduces the object to elements airaaéy

that. isy commen to that objeet and to othersses«s

nalyzing then consists in expressing a thing in terms
/"“& it is nots All anslysis is thus a translation;
, relopment, into symbolsy a representation taken fre

, sueeessive poim.a of view .ch are noted s eermspen-
ding er of cont¥acts hatmeea the new object under
cmnaiéerat.i‘m‘ apd others believed 1o be already known
In its eternall, unsatisfied desire to embrace the

b,j e 'aroum ‘which it is condemned to turn, analysis

_ lies endlessly the pointe of view in arder to

,, emnplate th_e ever incomplete representation; varies
interminably the symbols with the hope of pex‘fee'bing the 1
aﬂ.ways dmperfeet translations It ia nalysis ad infindtum.™

W fji,}-.f,te the above éeﬁcrip%im makes eiear the werkings

of analyam, it alae serves by way of contrast to meke more

rkings of intuition. Howevery it is of tm
rtence at this point to meke clear exactly what i.s
axxi wh&t, is not in ';3.1@& in the term "intuition”s In a short

- but excel:i.ant u'aat.iaa ami.t.leﬁ “The Aeathaﬁc :Ehaery m?

Bergson', by Arthur sza-;_;' rys it is made very aertam beth

iwhat we are ami what we are net 0 reaa :Lnt.e the terms

‘I‘a t-he queat.i thaa whether. im;uitim is to be taken
_4n the vague ima | sense we nust’ rep in the mgatiw




',/“\

When Bergam says t.hat in orderto perceive an ebjeet
~ Yabgolutely' we must *place ourselves within it', he
' obviously does not meen this in eny literal senee, He.
- does . mt mean that we are to become one with the eb,ject
~ by some of spiritusl projection of ourselvess But
- what we axa “dnterpret him to mean by such statements
" ie this: In the ae¢t of intuition there is an intermal
: x'es onsey which srises from the direct feeling of the
ilities of an objeets This response is a part of the
mez* 1ife'; but it must not be overemphagized at the
nse of t.he Touter ‘préesentationss j Both elements are

integz'al 10 the experience of intuition. Ia this Mght,
intuition appears again ae an aesthetic notion, and we
are saved from Eha éark: eanfuaim of m;ystieai

| mwrgamtati B«

sae, thm 45 in some respeew the

" . However there is

etaeiy excluﬂes | any intex'pm'aw
tat.ian on ﬁm par‘i:. of the u:owmg mmé, ngwood maintains
the personality of the historian in the ,pmée'ss of knowings

ﬁﬁll seeka to re-think tim thoughte of the agants;

sgents

mesns éms:t, be e o
thingag ’

if there exi&t.a a means of passeaaing a realit.y




abselu tely, . instead of knowing 1t re:l.amvely a,eing
> within 4t instead of sdopting pe&nts ef

tewm'd :lt of having the intultionm of it inst,ead ef

 mgking the snalysis of it,; in shorty of grasp:

 and sbove all e:cpreasim~= translatian ar eymbel cai

x‘epresanta‘zien, ne tpphysic s is & | v

The process of k:tmwiag by meens of an intui‘bim», clalme
is especislly valuable snd in fact zndiapansahxe when

lin with idess in s process or idess of iurat.ion, such
ideas, for axampleg 88 one encounters when considering history. -
These types of idess can only be viewed with any degree of

by means of an intuition of them ---- cmeepta or
images am maequate representations of t.hat wh:i.eh tha
intuition affaz'ﬁs. ﬁ?ben eamzep’bs or images sre femed in |
such a sim'bieng aaeh retains of the obJ eet or idea under

srutingy only those charscteristics which it has in comnen
_with others of the same ordery and each expresses only those
eharaeteristies by which a zaﬁpax*ism may be made with others
éiasei& associsted to them,® |

shiectivity

But as the comparison has breught. a reaemblme, and
88 a Pro erty seems very much as though it were a part
of the object possessing ity we are easily persunded that
bﬂ;; juxtaposing concepts to concepts we shall recompose

) whale of the abgect w:ma its parts end obtain frem

ez'gam, SR+ gites Pe 3,93.
4 Ibid.y ps 196



14
i.tg 80 W apeak; an intelleetua; eqnivalant.
We think that by assiduously gath@ring tagemar vax'ians :
- ddeas ex* eaneepts which have a besrinw upen “the eb,ject, we are
thereby fai;

rudy aecurate representatim or pie’aw:'e of
its It is in sueh - e*
for ne mattaz- how aecux'at,e and intimat.e these eoncepts may

ng more than an artificial .
 representation of the reals General end impersonal aspects

g that we are aamit.‘aing an errar,

 appesry they yet remsin nothir

sre all thet these concepts can symbolize sndy as Bergeon

addsy i"“f:.hemforfe it is vain to believe that' through them |

one can gmep a reality when ell they present is ite shadow" +6
A cammte exsmple of how such fallacious ‘thinking

be spplied is teken from paychologys :m payckc-amlysis, the |

psyeholaggiet saeks to probe into the innermost recesses of |

the @a‘t.iezxt'a being and gersenaliw; with a view to abtaining

en Waardinary eppreciation of his essentiai nat.ure However

to éo thisy the snalyst attempts to isolate certain perti ant

aspects of the patient's makeup, in order to view each separate

gtate more completely. In so deing the p&yehowgist ten@a o

aisregard all t.he multifsrious shadings end emphases of the |

: nythin but effeet that

6 Im»g Pe 195
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en anals of the srtisty who 4s busy making

: reau‘t.y te onls gragpe
hanﬂling m- mnipmwim of emcepts; mr is it pcasmle to
- go fmm eaneap’os 't.a intuitiom |

particular‘ aspect under considerations ‘i‘hus, acceﬂding to
Bergaen* the payclwlagist is guilty of the crime of expae

1suslly comprehensive view by lining up particular .
atat&s; one beaide the e't.har, in a semi mechanical faahiam
o urt) er eubstantiate m argnment Bergson presents
sketches of
z* aazmets of the city of Paris. He might chosse to

sketeh Kam Bama, the Louvre, mmtmama, La Place ée la

~ Concorde « ~each of which to him represents Paris. He has seen
' Paris both as a singfl.a eemprehenaiva whole and in it.s particular,
'ms.zmt.e aapwwa. Ther‘efare it is poseible for the artist to

ga £rem these partieu&ar, isolated aketehas to an appreciation
or idea of the whole of Pariss Eewww, the case is entir e,

. dﬁ.fferm‘h for the person who has never seen Paria, snd who can

;-y laak at these psriicular sk*atehem xt is ut.mrly ﬁmmsaible
fer this persan 10 hava any couy DI .«hensive appreeiatiha af Pam
ne 8 aingle antit,y, with only theae s!s:etehes a8 food far hia

| tmu@t. ‘3:‘3 him these sketches ean represent nethé.nh, mqre
-, than Net.re Dasfze, 't.he Louvre aad 80 ORe

The m&nt is made and eweased repaate@.ly tha% true
ysped . by iatnité.eﬁ, and not. by a




. Bu‘& the mistake 1s to helieve that with these schemss
~ one could recompose the reals It cannot be too often
repented: from intuition ome can 93% on te analyssis,
but not. from analysis to :intuitiam )

By analysisg of cenrsa, is meant. the eritical

~ tion of cgnceptsy in much ‘the same way as 1s done by tha

psyehmanalyst in his waxjk,_s The same peint. is re~affimed
a few pag,es further one

It is ‘to forget t,hat. ir metfasies 1s paasibl: ;.:.,it.

- CE iy be an effort w re-ascend the slope natural to
t.he work of thought, to place oneself immediately
fireugh s Qlisidoe br Ui st in,the taing mé& -
B rtg to g0 re o concepts a
not from concepts t.o realzt;% y p :

- To m up bis discusaion of the memphysical intuitian,

B.ergaqn outlines in a progressive series the various primiples

or assmnpﬁens upen which rests his theory of the method of

this intuitions I will mention very briaf;y the éssence of

each pﬁncipla. ‘ o -
I “There is an extem; real:lw vm:i.ch is giwzz

| 11 “?his realiw is mebxli%y, This is o aay that -
hing m flowing or is in motion, with the result that

3 Mﬂ ps 215
9 ma*: p» 822



‘there are no atates or :fixed paim.s’

III T‘hef e

»»am eur ms.nds whieh require sametm.ng more

solid upan whﬁ.ch to. baae any knewledbe must, &nagine or creata

mch “sﬁates" aml "ihings" s
IV "Et ia unﬁersta that fixed cancepts cs.m ba
extracted by our thaugh’c. fram the mobile reslity; but t&zem

is no meam whatevax’ af receaatituﬁng with the fixi‘by ef
" coneepts the mehzlity of' the real "0

Ay “"The ﬁemonstratim vhich have been given of the
relativity af mzr knwledge are t.hemfwe tadnted with an

- original vie.es they CELL T 1s.ke the d@gna‘bism they attack,
~ that all kne |
~ defined csmaept.s in ¢ r to grasp by their mezans the

" edge must neceasarily start fm rigidly

flowing manw."li
“Te phﬂoeaphize mesns o reverse. t.he mm&
é.irectiﬁm ai' the werid.nga sf th&ught»“ Thﬁ.s mesns that

he pi hilosopher momenterily halte the ﬁ.mf, at least in ms
ovn mind, in oxder to €3 these mates or thinge mentianed
sbove. Howevery as is pointed mzt. in IV abovey 1t is
inpossible to replace these states into the flow from




~ with vhich one unconst
‘abt.aineﬁ whan we Prealize or appreeiam the mality in 4its

which they were axtraema, T'hey" remair farwar imaginax
ata‘t.es, ereatiam of the philasapherfs mmd Eevert.he}.ess,

a8 is painted aut in VIII ‘belowy it ia pnssible for the
4o go frem t:ue concepts = fixed states » Lo the mwmg pz*aeaas,;
- laaving the partzcular eencepw out of 't.he pmeesa stﬂx,, bn?.

the re&ult is only relative mlaéga.

' VIIL "Relatdve knowledge is symbolic knowledge through
pm«mmiag ceneep'&a, which goes from the fixed w the mw:lng,
but not so inwit.ive kmwledge whieh esmblisma msez.f in the
moving reality end sdopts the life itself of w:mgs. - ?his |
mtun.im attaine the absalute."l-a ' : |

Bergaaa had this ides that life was a "ilewmg reali’ay"
iously moves aleng; meleﬁge is

motion and such knowledge csm be achieved in two wayss The
firet &i?es rise to relative knowledge and is grasped by mesns
of concepisy or States, oF aiTested fragients of the motiams
These fragments remain external to all future motdon. “‘ha '

‘seﬂr givea rige to absezuw knowledge and is graapeé by
 means of intuitions, by which we conseiousl

 meve along with
the streamy and we gain insights into the ultimate nature of
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realitya 3:1; isy very QMGWI.Y; t»hia aec;an& type of kmwledga -.
which Bergsm aﬁvaeates as being of a hiy

";er value than amr

. other -t,ype.. Iﬁ is more Valuable beeauaa e.*.‘ i’cs ultdmate anﬂ
~ abgolute z:am;*e- It sarises out of aﬁ.reect, metaphysicaz asaaci.a-;

tion with tk;arga;- and thereby retains something of what it
itself has experienced, It is to be had by intuition, the

process by which the knowing mind becomes st em with the -

object to be knowns It is not by any manner of msans to be .
thought of £s » strange and mysti€al transmjtation of one
pere!mality into aaather, or of a personslity mw ‘the being
of an : %e objects -

Let it be saidy in conclusiong t.hat. there is nﬁthing, o
. mysteriougs about this faculty. Whaever has worked
‘successfully ot literary composition well knows that Y
-~ 'vwhen the suggant has been studied at great lengthy
- the decamems ‘gathered togethery all notes: tal«;ang |
thing more 1s necessary to get awm to the mrk. ef »
mpasim itself: sn efforty often painful, immediately
to place oneself in the very heam of ‘aha su bjee‘& and to
. .seek as deeply ss possible an jmpulsion whichg a8 soon -
" as foundy carrvies one forward of itselfs This ; :;;&aian,
_.onece receivea ‘sets the mind off on » road where it
finds both the informetion it had gathered and other
- details a8 wellj it develops; anslyzes itself in ternms
~ whose enmemuaa fellawa on mmm Limity the farmr

’ 'manage w aay eve-f hi one tumsv around -
- sufifenly to seize the -impulaim fait, it slips aw«y, S
for it wsas not a thing but an urge to movement,
‘elthough indefinitsly ‘extensibley 1t is simpl:teig z.tselfc
_ -j_sﬁ.eal mtuitien seeme t.a be some_;; e same




’ax‘e laber:ieu ji.'.f‘: y ga
. course, the cmscieus' {ond subcanseieus) ealleetion of experieneea
? :ané ebservaticma wmeh were maﬂe while t.he aub,jeet. was beﬂm |
studied ni alse by meane of a f'reﬂaetien of the mind on the

‘minﬁ“ Zntuitian is mot t.e be regarded nghtly or as the

b '
i‘hat which camapmds to t.he nataa and documemt.s which
hered sluring ‘ehe per:md af research isy ef

matura ef a day but. rathsr semething which is acnieved only

. by lang "eamraaeship w&t-h M;a superfiecial manifestatims”
‘ {"11:.&“ refe:;

_ w the subjeet under considéeration)s

* In hﬁ.ﬁ essay eailed “Philaaaphét Intuition”; also
printeﬁ m “"The Creative s&ind" ;5 Bergson makes direet reference
0 the writmg of the history of philmsaphy; . When we daai

- with a pm.leaepher end his’ thoughts and writings; we goa o

various ﬁacuments and sources snd sttempt to piace togethar

his ac’e.uaa. ‘hhoughts.

We therefere set te werk, we go back to th@ samz-eea;
we weigh . the influencesy we extract the . aimiliwes, and
in the end we distinetly see in the dectrine what we were
- looking foris s more or less original synthe&ia af t.he
- idess smong which the philosopher 1ivea.14

By a ean,;.;;,_j;, pﬂ?eeesa of stuéy and- impre@atiaa we
are thus able 'ba reaeh a poim. where all the parts fit

B hamenieualy wget&mr anﬂ they are reselveéi into ena tmiﬁe&

31 ._‘?_-é peinta. Kowever there ia 8 very grave danger '

_ which we. ams't. ba aareful te guard agains%, Thie pit.-;eal; :Lg;.




peinted ou‘t. ﬁ.n the fouowmg quet.ams o |
Anﬁ 1‘&_13 ne't. a question simply of assimﬂ.atmg the -

nding foctss it is neceasaéy to accumulate ami
fuze such on enormous mass of them that one may be

assured, in thie fusion, of neutralizing by one anm.h
all the preeance veé and premature ideans observers may .
| bave e‘ieit.ad awingly in. their ‘ohservations .3.5 L
' Though the importance to hi&mri@mpny af the abwa
&%tement will be painte&»ﬂ out 1&'&@:' in thia papar, it will
_ :w%. be smies to se.;!/ a word here. This idea has much wﬂ.ﬁer
| implieat.s.em then merely those to the writing of mswry.
. Are we not. often told that this must be the watehward of

' anyone whm emempta to critieize in any capsecity the mrk

of another or to e sluste external objectsy events an@ :
situatiens? This constitutes e very; smmg argument fer |
the objective approsch to snything end it s objectivity
~which Bergson geeks to obtain t.hmgh the imuitieng fw
~in the extreme degree of sympathy and assaeisstim reqaireﬁ
4n sny act af mtaphyszical intuitieng there is perfeme an
sbnegation of self and a swsi lowing up of personality in
'tha gelf and persanaliw of the persony event or objeet
bsing Sntuiteﬁ' '
Does intuition, then, result in a eemplete :Laek af

.interym‘&atim and persamz.iw in seeking to resch abs,;e;ute
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obj ectivmy? In aeeking to eomprehenﬂ the absalute immer
nature sf the person or objecty is the relatlenship t.o and the
’ effect. npen the a.nt.uiting subject to be completely forgotten?
These are two eﬁ the problems to be censidered with reference
t0 hiat.ery and histarﬁ.agraphy; the answara o which may or
- in the ensu:ing ‘pages.

Befex'e embarking upon our discussion of the “Spectat@r«-
Participant Problen" and its relation to the writing ef history,
let us see wher e Bergeon is led with his theory of the
intuition. Ve are told repeatedlyy both by Bergsan himssel.i'
and by his cwmematarsg that intui’oian ie no "divine science"

may not appear satisfactoril;

el..eam x_ipwever, even thm;gh intuition does not fmd its _ené,
in mmmg it does tend to leave one stranded in a world
of metephysicss Intuition fulfills the desire’»'tel gain an
mhimat.ra and obj ective lmowledge of thiﬂé,sg yet intuition
does not suceeed in making this knowledge velid for life
witheut the moﬁ:i.f{ ing influenca of 'the intellect, Intuitions
are only :Lsalawd steps in the fematien of comprehensive
lmnwledge, end the intellect fulfllls the funetion of brir
all the parmcular itema of Mwwleége - each gsined mtdtively -

in’w a hsmneny* ,



What therefore csn be the‘immanae to life of both
intuitional and intellectual knowledge and of the two which is
combination of the two gives us knowledge for sction. However,
in snswer to the second question; intellectusl knowledge is
more importent and effectual for life then is intuitional
because it offers us an unlimited range of activity.
Intuition takes us up into the heights but from there we must
return to life and living. :

_ Ve are continually confronted with the need of action;
while we live there is this unceasing demsnd to acts
There seexs to be only twd ways in which we may be qualified
to meet this demend: ome is by direct intultion which
drives us to sct in one path and one onlyj the other 1s
by the intellect, which ranges before us our experience
one that offers the best hope of success.l6
@ theoretical philosopher; it should now be noted that the .
claim is made that he attempts to apply these theories to -
the practical needs of life. Carr bring?s' this out in the
above quotation end so does Szathmery, as will be noted in
 the quotation following: | R
%o the arte. According te Bergson it is capable of

expresgion in fields not gemerally open to i, Apart

: . yow &1‘1" 1, Wildon, Henri Ber, Bam The ohilosoph;
of Change, ps ¢ SRks gelatee
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philosophical investigatione. Sueh a ph:ilosophy wsuld

use the instrument of intellect to show the inadaquacy

of formal intellectual framewarks. By means ef aesthetie

intuitiong ch receives ts ln atus £1 llect,

44 wilk gmsp [ts” content; Will cease Ea ) -orm;eél’ )
: .and will lead inta the *preper domain of life '.17 -

Thia ‘may seem like a reversal of the processy making:
intellect the handmeiden of the intuition, yet it will be
observed that Szathmery places in italics the phrase "which

receives ;,___ impetus from intellect". Intuition, with

asaistance and inspiration from the comprehensive, hmmanioue

' ,view pmsgntaﬁ by the intelleet, 15 sble to grasp contente

Intuition supplies content while the intellect constructs

| the framewerk:r g

- AB a cenclusion to our study ef Bargaon anci his
t.héory of intuition, let ue see how Bertrand Russell in his

"History of Western Philasephy*‘-, regards Bergson and his

theory. Russell credits (or discredits as the case may be)

~Bergson with being an advocate of & “prée.tical philas&phyf‘;

one which "reg;artis ection as the ’supreme‘ goody censidering
happiness an effect and knowledge a mere instrument ef

| Buccessful aetivit.y“ ,18 Rat.her dizaparagingly Rgsae}.l

remerks, attempting to substentiate his remark with a
quotation from Bergeom:

77 Szathmery, op. citss pe 22
18 Russelly ops gitey Do T2



o
‘A

_ Immz a‘b its best. is ealled intui
sesp I mean instinet that has become disinte s
self-consciousy capable of reflecting u»pon its ebaect
and of enlsrging it indefinitely.’ 1197 |

. ﬁia whole sttitude towaz-ﬁs Bargsm's phileso;uhy 1s
aumeci up in the concluaian ef the c:hapter:

The good which Bergson hepas to see realized in ‘the
world ie action for the sake of action.s All pure
contemplation he calls ‘dresming;' and condemns by a

- whole series of uncomplimentary epithet.a: static,
" Platonic, mathematicaly logicaly intellectuols ?hese
who desire some pravisgon of the end which actlion ig
- 1o achieve are teld that an end foreseen would be
nothing new,; because desire, like memory, is identified
with its objects Thus we sre condemned in actiony to
be the blind slaves of instinct: the lifa-feme puahes
-'us on from behgnd; restlessly and unceassinglys. There
is no room in thie philosophy for the moment of
contemplative insight when, rising above the animal
life, we become conscious of the grester ends that
radaeem man from the life of the brutess Those to
whom activity without purpose seems g sufficient good
will find in Bergson's books a plessing picture of
‘the universe, But those to whom action, if it is to
_ be of eny value, must be inspired by seme vigsiony by
some imaginstive foreshadowing of a world less ms.nful,
‘less unjust, less full of strife thsn the world of our
. everyday 1:ife t,hasa in a word, whose actiom is built
- on centemplatl f£ind im {his philesophy nothing
- of what they seel: .:»and will not rag:r*et t.hat there is
no reason to think it me.m

What, then, are we to think: of Bergson aad mtuitim?

Ruaaell‘s eriticism, he might very well be just.ified

as crigig;zgng ‘the lack of idesls in Beggson; yet I ean

20 Zbid., ps 810
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hardly see the justification for his statement that Bergson
lacks anything remotely conne¢ted to "the moment ~ﬁo;f7¢§nmmplar-
tive'insight wheny rising sbove the animal lifes..." and 80 -
en- is net. this "moment" an intuition in the hiwhes‘b
Bergaeaian sense af the term, anﬂ is it nat by means of such
mamenta ar in‘t,uit.iens that we "become conscious of t.he greater

~ ends that. redeem man from the life of the brutes"?

- Then tooy 1t is strange to find Rusaell eritzeizmg

‘Bergsen for being the expenent of a “practieal philosophy.”

Metapnysical intuition hardly bears this aut, for it is
difficult t.a see hew Bergson's thaory can beceme tha

practa.e.al maﬁa of thinking on the part of maxmind as a
wholgs Bergsan makas an effort to develop his theories

o into something within range or scope of the pract.i-cal yet‘.

I do not think he achieves any large measmre of success on
this pein‘&o | o
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HAPTER III
mHE PEQBLEM IN THE PHIL.S@PHY OF HI&TQRY

| As e‘uﬁl;.ne;d ;i,‘n Chapter II, B.erggsnn alaima ‘%haré are
',t_,wé ways of knowing éx;y fact - obj eét,,. gvent, personality.
The :Eirat. knows relatively, according to points of view;
infaerpz'%atien, and is besed on symbols, rélatimshipé- or
imagess The relative approach may also be termed subjective;
for it depends upon personal interpretationy and is con-

sequently prey to subjective bias and prejudices The

second method claims to know absolutely, without benefit
of peinta of view or interpr;étatian, and uses no symbols or
im,sagés; but lmévé}s intimately; internslly, immevdiatelyb - This
of course is the abjéeﬁv‘e approach to knowledge in which

‘the persanality af the knowing self is negated in favour

of a passmnless receptivity to facts exaauy a8 t.hey are
presenteé to the miad. This ab.;eetive or absolute kno ,%edge
is amas.ned by means of meta;ahysical intuition, whereby the

knower seeks to make himself one wi*t.h the ’c.hing t0 be known

- in order t.cz &mow it completely.

o The connection between the two waye of knowing and
the suh,jeet ef h&storiography should be ebvieus enough at

this peint, ami 80 let us see how theae twe cant.raating and
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‘opposing approaches -have been xfefleeteém historical writing
of the ninetecenth and twentieth centuries. In general the |
nistorisn's spprosch to his subject cen be fairly definitely
classed as feither ‘subjective or objective; relative er
absoa,;um: a8 the case may be-g A very noted contemporary
exp'onant. of the fomér is gharles A. Beard, whose economic
in‘c.erpretation of history hes made him the object of extreme
‘ gritieism fmm opposing campss Represantative hiaterians of
the latter type asre Leopold vén ﬁanka (who was really the

glnator of objective theory regarding historiography)
and Theodore Clerke Smith, Americen historisn who very
stoutly defends the objective position »s against that of
Beards | o 4 i |
Befaré beg‘inningr; in detail the examiné.tian of varions
pmb&em in gem:‘al, and. se,.e- Jus_t;. what it 15 we are %r_yiag
to pmve or disprcveu As the »'bit.le sug:zests we are emining
two eantrasting positions = thszt of the spectator aa against.
that of the participant, and we are trying to &iscmrer jus‘h
how this conflict ia ‘represented in the writing of history;
with the @eal in mind of being abley finally, to arrive at
some fairly definite conclusionss Let us looky then, at our

two contestants.



s First, the spectator. What he is should be self-
evident,as in deié:jn times more .me‘;{e ﬁegple_varefbefcom;ng |
As;:e,et,gt.bz:s,_ with s corresponding drop in the Mber of |
parﬁi@ipazits@. The primsry quality of a »fspectawr is .
passivity. He’ comes to bé entertaine‘d, t.o wimassg to be
shown things, and he should be ‘prepered to accept thinga a8
they are present,ed to himy without trying to change them or
‘;alace. sny subjective inter‘pre;atien upon thems In this
case, Of what is he the spectator? In this discussion, the
spectator is the historian, and he is look:lng at the past
‘with the idea in mind of recording it ge it aemw
80 that others may know 1t also« In so far a8

past. events are eoneerned he must be passive since he ;
cannot teke any part in their execution for the simple reason
that t.hey aceurred in the past.. He must be 2 diapaaaimm_
absewer, one wha leoks upon these events as objective
:‘ealiues, who caaqaletely tz'anscenﬁs hig own persanalit.y

80 as to be able to report.- them ob,jec:_twely, without any
colouring £rom his own experience. There is absolutely no
plaee fax' :interpretation in the mind of our speeta’t.ar- g
historian. He must seéek to place himself in. the even't. by |
en effort of :mt.uition in the Bergsonian sense, and thua
 come 't.o appreciate it in its entirety.



You might ergue that as intuition implies participation
in the evants themselves; therefore our historian would no -
longer be a passive spectator but an active par’tieipantq
ﬂewavex', I think that in view of what will be said by my
of deaer;lbing the character and personality of the ma

. participaat this ebjection will prove invalid.

What t.hen, is the pax"t.icipant and what is his aaaent.ial
na'bure ansi fﬂnctien? iIn the first instence he is the exact
opposite of pmssive. Activity is his first qualityy and:,;,. in
perticulsry setivity in the business at hands He comes not

- to receive but to give entertainment; not to be amused but

to smusey not to be shown but to shows He is not indispensable
to the business of living, but he seeks 1o make the whole
process ;;ust that much batwr by virtue of his part.icipaﬁen
in it F‘m the stendpoint af the historisn, he does not

seek 1o pmgaet himgelf into past evenis, but merely to be

& partieipant in the whole stream of events - pasty presem. '

end futures He ‘ a;tt.amphe to view the facts of history not a8 |
coldy isala’e.@él entitiea important in themaelves, but. as warm,
involved, j_f,;}?bz'am parts of the process which is history «
themselves participsnts in the steady unfolding of evMaq_

He presents history not as it really happened, but as he

concedves it to have happened, coloured by his own interpretation



of 11.; eveluated in terms of his own exparience, for he is
a8 much a part of history as is Caésar or Napaleen

of any of the otherss The present is as much a part of
history a_,s, wae the pasts The historian cannot place himself
on a mauntaimtnp, away £rom his life and himself so aﬁ to
view histéry objectively; so as to impsrtislly renenéét; ‘the
events 6?_ the pasty to re~enter the occurrences by an effort
of intuition, because it is impossible for him to take :
himself out of the process in whiech he is existing, e process
of which he 1s an integral party a process which is history,
Jjust as it is dmpossible for a drop of water t.e remove itself |
from the. s‘tx‘é‘am of which it 18 a part« If a3}l drops of water
took memselves out of the stresm in order to observe its '
passing, then the stresm would cemse to exist., I all
hismiana ﬁivamed themselves completely £rom the proeess ,
which they sre éescribing, then there would be no historys
Ms is the nature and funetion of the participant. -
It oust be remembered that in this paper we are
discussing the method of historiography rather than its
content and for this reason 'many éthemise s8lgnificant
historians have been omitteds I have chosen a falrly
philosophic, -

representative group of hiaterians - chie
becauge ‘they have given mere concrete expreseion to the -



| 32
ployed than have the ordinary political historisns.
Also the method of historiography seems to me' properly te be
the reslm of the philosophers He it is who can see “through

methods er

VVVV the pmmem and who is eapable of preseribing an adequate and
proper methadu ‘Top often hist.ery has been written puz'ely from
the point of view of justifying certain centemmrary theorﬁea
snd it has been used a8 & tool towards the realization of
narrowy aaeteric endss 'man tooy :Ln many inatanees, histary
hae been written without aszy canseieus reslization or
reeogﬁtim of m*ethed'; There hee been a gosl in view but .

- the methad of attaining that goal ‘has been uneenaciously
accepted. 1t hes been a case too oftan of tha end .just,ifying
the mesnss ' ' '

| with these thoughts in mind let us begin our "Study of
History" with an exsmination of Hegel's theories a8 set forth
in a series of lectures girst given in the years 182218235
on the subject "The Philosophy of History". According te
philosophy of history is nothing but "the
eration of it."l We may counter that

'thaught aeema to Tun contrary te that which censtit.utes t.ha
bagis of hiswry fact, yet if history is to have 3:% more
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then superficisl significance; mere mechanicégl repetition of
fects will not suffices Hegel thought that a degree of
objectivity is desireble as will be'seea £rom the f§l19W138:
quotation: o - S -

'But 86 it is the bpsiness of history simply to adept
into its records what is and hss been; actual occurrences
snd trenssctionsy and since it remains true to its
character in proportion as it strictly sdheres to ite
datay we seem to heve in Philosophy a ppocess dismetrically
opposed to that of the historiographer:< -

Hegel didn't régeard this last as necessarily true, as
he procesds to shows Philosophy dees not alter the process of
nistory but rather 2485 to 1t certain sbstract or metaphysicel
idess = such ideas as transcend "actual occurrences and
transactions." Most importent smong these ideas is that of
reasons "The only thought which Philesophy brings with it
to the contemplation of History; is the simple conception of
;e;gg{; that Resson is the Sovereign of the Worlds ‘that the
history §£>ﬁha wax%dgnthgrafa?eg presents us with a rational

processs"3
Regarding the historisn's sttitude towards his subject,
Hegel addss ,
_‘we migh% then announce it as the £irst condition to be
observedy that we should faithfully adont oil that is

nistoricals But in such general expressions themselves,
a8 "faithfully" end "adopt"; lies the embiguity, Even

Fi iﬁn) ps ©




he. ¢ aryy the "impartial" historiographery who bel:leves
and prefaesea that he maintsins a simply reeept.iva attit.ude,
- surrendering himself only to the data supplied him -
by no mesns passive as regards the exercise of his t.hmking
. powerss He brings his categories with himy and sees the
phenomena presented to his mental visiong exelusive}.y
. through these medims especially 1n all that pretends
to the name of seience 3. is indispensable that Reason
should not sleep = tha;. reflection should be in full play
To him who looks uyen the world rationally, the worid in
1’62 ti pu'esents a rational aspectm ‘The ralatien iB
mutuale®

?hua Hegel takes hia stand on the side of tha partieipant
in histeriegr@h,y ‘and makes it quite clesr that in’t.arpre'&ation -
':i;e. reflection; should play an integral part in the writing |
of historye. The facts of history are subordineted to the
thoughtful @nﬁidemtaian of them snd history then becomes
11y an account or a record of thoughts and motivesy aé

11ingwood sayss rather then a record of facts and events
a8 they actuslly occurred in times. We will %;aiae a closer
.’mok at. Collingwood and his apinims of Hegal 1at.em

_Benedetto Croce adepte a rather pessimistic attitude

towards Hegel's views on history snd he cees very 3.5.131;1@ that
is of lasting va:}.ue in tham. He considers there is too much.
pmlamphz.eal thought intrec’iuced with the rasu:ht. tha't. histar ¥y
instesd of being i’aetual and ob,ject.ive becomes abstraet and
‘subyj eativa‘




. History; herein differing frem art, presupposes
philosophical thought ae its conditiom; but like arty
it finds its material in the intuitive elements -Hislory,
therefore, ies always narretion; »nd never theory end
systemy thoygh it has theory and system st its
foundatioms® ] o |
o msis what history should be according to Cma,
' yet; history &s he thinks, in the hands of Hegely becomes
~ something less then history. A philosophy of history, when |
‘considered a8 something obtained as a result of philosophic
‘abetraction, constitutes a negation of history, because then
only true history would be that obtained by a philoso phesl
consideration of historicel .ﬁarriat_iveg and the other histéry
cennot be true as it was deduced by means of & method which
is unable to achieve the same kind of truth s that derived
by philosophicel methods. | |
| The ides of a philosophy of history is the non-
recognition of the autonomy of histeriography, to the
advaniage of sbstract philosophy. Whenever such a = =
claim is madey one seems to hear the bells éallingfar
"the death of the history of the historians. |
‘Thus Croce paints a rather black picture as the result
of Hegel's intrusion into the realm of history. |
| Hegel Nands over to romance, that isy to a form of arty
the faete which do not seem to him historical - we should

gay sll facts; and since art was for him a provisional
- formy this is enother way of shewing the evil fate of

Living 2nd What o Dend of She
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history at the hands of Hegelisn ;oxm.esa V& It is a

strange fact that the same philosophys which in virm

of one of its logical doctrines, had sa effectivﬂg

vindicated the velue of history.i of the

feami a8 the result of another of its legical
{t eauld not recognize the value of théch

istor

and so of the came res gestaes

oy hist.ery‘ nourmhed on historyy Heg SILY-Y "‘p“-ilasepb,y,

‘ ,,withaut unﬂerstanéisg that it eli& 80§ yat advoeated
fastings  And the eantz'adimien hlazed in the light of
“the aung before the eyes of all the world; fory as
there issued from the school of Hegel a series of gx‘eat-
writers of history so there c¢ame forth from the same

. schood the most a%ulaﬁt. and comic depreciators

h:istary and ef fact- that t.he warld has ever seens”

j ~Cen this eriticiem be aceept.eéi and can it be .justified?
I t.hink ‘c.hat acceptance end .juatificat.ien ﬁapené upon whether
or not I amapt. the t,heory of history according to Croces
We £4nd here twio z*ad:&cally oppesing points of viewy which are -
Macmcila_ble, end therefore I feel Croce's ari{bimm
' ahoum be aeeeptsﬁ for what tm.y are worths |

~Re Co Collingwood in his book "Ihe Idea gg _i_ ry"

defends Hegel's position regarding hiatariegmphy and ﬁmw :
up Kegel‘a attitude succinetld; SR | |
1 i;;?;giﬁggg‘lpaéﬁnmagtgs t.g?'yfggthﬁs‘%giya

Pieci? raised to & higher power end become philosophical
a8 éistmﬁt. from merely empiricaly that 15, history not

tained as so much faetl but understood by
the reasons w}v the facts happened as thay |

' 8 "nerration or discussion of the facts"

© Ibidey P 149
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In 't.he hands of Hegel hist.ary beeomes a branch af

»phuaaephieal inqus.ry; It remina mt Just a disinterested
| ennumera‘tian of events but a8 Cellf."

gwood Says 1t, is raised
into & higher erder and takes on s new simfieance. : .Thmugh

"me eyes’ af the phmsépher hiatory eanstitutes the recarding ‘

of eventsy g

plus the met.:tves and eonflict.s which underlay

‘these evem,a in so fax* as such abst.ract cons ideratiem are

possible to be ascertainedt

11:. is peeuliar 0 history that the historian re-enscts
in his own mind the thoughis snd motivés of the agents
whose actions he is narrating; and no succession of
events is sn historical sueeessim unless it consists ef
acts whose motives canﬁ ?rincipie at least. be ﬂmus
re-enacted....s Thus Hegells conclusion is rlghty that
there is no histor excegt the history of hwnan .t. 'e
and that; zzot mere y as life, . bnt a8 ratienal 3.::.fe, {he
life of thinki .beings.ll

A Eznphaais on the ratienalit,y of hist.ory is the
canatanuy meurring, theme which appears in Hegel* 8 histerical

it is t.he @hilasophical appréach that npene his eyes o its

~;,g¢;m;pe;s‘,,, It is this alemem. which he aeas m hiswry, and

'praaence. Eegel is a participant in the best sense ef aur
:u&age ef the tmm for he seeks & eemplet.e understa g of
' past evem.s by a mwleége of why they oeemrred. It is of
v-'cmrrse impesfsible to fully qppreciate the whole mnifald
e of mat.ives umaer at«reaa of which evente eccux'red in one way
" 'and not amthar, yet. by means of cleose exam:lnation of
: ‘deeuments and ether sources it is possible teo. ebt.ein a




C

a8
reasonably sccurate picture not only of what occurred but just
why it occurred in the particular way that it dids - It is the
ayeetaw who st.rs,ves, by means of intuitian, to know only
..%3 happeneﬁ, whﬁ.la the parucipant wants al&a 0 k.now m

ﬂegel congldered that the eseenca ef h:&story is thought,
because the historien cennot understand events as such, and
further he eamt even be certain that t.hese ‘events occurred
exactly as reyorted. ‘maa only wey in which actionsy as -
represented in evants, cen be undersmed is in so fer 28 t.hay
manifestations of 'hhoughts.« In order *bo recamtm@ﬁ

a hiawz-ical evem. ﬁ:b is mceeaary alaa to weeenamct tha

points of view with chh the parties concerned regarded t.he
situstions It is of n vsry limited vslue to know that Genersl
smith attacked the enemy on a certain date with dlsestrous
remlt.s 'k,a hie own forces xmhss the historisn is sble té

gein an. appreeiaﬁm eﬁ? t.ha mt.ivaa that lsy behind his.

é.eeiaion. ‘“Here again ﬁege& was certainly rights it. is nm:.
lmewing vhat people did but mﬁerst.aﬂﬁing what they thought

{

“that is the proper é.efinit.ien of t.ha h:iawﬂan‘s task."12

Aecerﬁing to Hegel; histery is the ammdiment ef
'raason, as we have already pointed caut, for events ar'e the
resulte of activia'beﬁ passs.ons, anﬁi these “pasaionate aat:lena"
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are governed snd contrelled by reasoms The historical
a strictly logical one and Hegel believes that

 process is
sll devélopments are always necessary and never aaaidéﬁﬁa%
This process in which man £inds himself and his forebesrsg
called ha.swz'y, ends with the present. History ends with

the present moment nd though there will probably be a future
with its consequent history it is 6::1‘»11"@ beyond our 7:
knowledge to say what it 7ill be. Though we may determine
apparent laws from our own histary it is not for us to say
that these laws will be operative m the futures Thus we
must live -in the presenty though t«aking a&nenitien from the
pasty and any preperations we xna&e for 'f.he fut.ure have no
guarantee of fulfillmant. | B .

” cﬁllingwm‘a final woré. on Hegel is that he 48 at his
best, vhen dealing with philosorhy and the philosophicel nature
of historjr@ Kéwevef when he extends his detivities into t-ha |
reslm of histery per ge he loses hia aceustmed brill I] L-F
Collir :ww eri't.:.es.sm is that he déals too narrowly wi‘hh
politicsl events snd underestimates their significsnce.
However the importence of Hegel's work to historiography
snd to philosophy cennot be underestimated as he it was who

tively introduced philosophy into the study of histery.
His method t06 is extremely significent for in this generation




1t has come to be the basis for most historical writing.
During the leter nineteenth century; under ‘the ‘axcitfeméﬁﬂ
ereated ’by von Renke and the positivist schooly Hegel's
method lay in ciisreput.a but with t.he revival of interest in
interpmtaﬁwe history Hegel once aéain comes forward with
valuable auggeatims. . ‘ , ; A
Arthur Schopenhauer; a German philnsepher of t&m
mid-nineteenth centuryy in his grert work "The World as
111 and Idea" has two sections regarding historic¢al method:
" In the firet of theses the suthor is discuseing poetry snd
mekes a comparison between it and history. .

' The poet from deliberate choice represent.s aignificant
situatianss the historien takes both as they comes :
Indeedy he muet regsid snd select the circumstances and

~ the person not with reference to the inward snd true
si@ificance which expresses the Ideay but according ta
the outwardy apparent; and relatively : ,"partm%

signi ieama with regard to the connection and
consequencess He must consider nothing in and for
itself in its eesential chsracter and expression; but
must look at everything in its mlatiens,; in its

- connectigny in its influence upon what £ lowsy and
a&pacijé,_,,,; upon its own ages _ -
Sczhapenhauer here comes out éefinitely far the -

snbgect,ive, participant historical methody far who is,that

éeduces “relat:im, gennections,” and " influencaa“ but, t.ha
v h:;a.wman h:imself. ‘The responsibili'by of gem.ing at t.he 'e.rue

Schapenhauerg "@g gorlid gg__d_ ; ea“ I, Pe316



worth of history thus rests solely on the shoulders of the

 impossibil

ﬁi,sﬁa?iéﬁéfﬁﬁ mekes up his own 28 to relative importance
of facts etes of history. Sehspénhauér hingelf Saw the
;’ay of truly objective history when he aec@pted

deq uaey of the historisn to know everythinz abmzt

the ina
en event. becauss he cannot have read or discovered everyt
relating to ts N

: sehnmnhauer rea},izeé the diffieculty emgw with
history because at the £irst glance it and all humanity seen
en unihtelligible moraes as a result of their miltiplicity
and magnitudes. The one saving srace is seience, w’éicii .
assumes control aver this unmwnigibuity and imparts to
é’.&‘émer“hy errenging and classifying. The Bciences tend |
to mup themaez.vea together and on a plana which is abmm

~ the real mrm of thingsy but even 80 philesaphy £inde

abwe them because it is tha mest general and most
rationel type of lmwledgeq It is; however; im@ossibk that
history aver become a seienee becsuse history eannaﬁ cnow

vthe pertieular by means of the gemx‘al and aaivema}.» History
must . apprehem the partimzlar ﬁirarztly. Saiem:e assmea the
- right w0 speak of those thing,s which always. am, while

treat that which was and now is no langer.

history cen or Ly
In history sll generslizations are purely subjective and



= ¢ this a8 the exclusively real; it is the

. | : 42
therefare connet constitute a valid basis for predictioms

- Since now history really always hae for its object
only the perticulary the indivﬁal facth 3 and reggrda
irect oprosite
and counterpart of phil fesaphy which considers things
from the most genersl point e% views and has intentionall
the general ss its objecty which remains identical in
~every particular; therefore in the perticular philosophy
sees anly the generaly and recognizes t.he ahgange 3,n its
manifestations a8 masaential. e

inues with 2 diseussion of the |

a;i. is the 1é.ea, while in science the ecep‘b
#eplaces the ideas In both the sbove casesy that being
dealt with remsins constent in the same menner, - Hovevery
the raw matevial of history; =s he points outy is never.
constants. o |

o The materdial mﬁ‘ histm‘y an t.he ether handy is he
) partmuiar 4n- 11:.8 particulamt.y cemingency, whic.h
‘at one time isy snd then for ever. is no more:
transient comp. muea of arhumsn world mave& lik.e
clouds in the windy a world whicb is often entirely
transformed by the mast triflinz incident., From this
podnt of view the materisl ¢f history appears to us
as scarcely a worthy object of the serious snd ‘painful
. consideration of the human mindy the humar -mind whichy
- Jjust because it is so trmitory ought. 1o ¢l 08€ for
, its eeas:.étemtien that which paases not. away - -

- ﬁre 'we to gather from the above quotation t.hat
Sehopeahauer weuld have us give up the study of histex'y

a III Dw 223 -
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philosophy of history o the chief end end high

- Schopenhauer states his beld

merely. because it desls with mutsble facts end events? Noy

" a8 he pddsy becsuse it is only from onme point of view that we
“have examined its The very fact that history deals with =

msiem snd contingent particulers makes room for the
namm of progress in the appraissl of the peste Were past
events to remain static and immuteble all progress would be
impossible. At this point Schopemhauer makes reference to
Hegel and his 0591”“3’ of histmw, - Regarding the a’btempt

%o view the history of the werld universally; as a plsnmed,

organie whole; Schopenheuer regards the whole attempt with
"gpeeially introduced by the Hegelien

pseudo - philosophyy everywhere so permicious and stupefylng

to the mind."16 The Hegeliams sre said to Tegard the
‘ / ghest gﬁoﬁ of
king as proof for their c,@temi@n the statement
of Plato that philosorhy takes se the object of its "devotions"
only that which is unchangeable nd alweys remainss

, ef in & ph.ﬁ.%opm of nistory

ab

' The true philesophy of history comsists in the insight
that in sll these endless chenges and their confusions
‘we have slways before us only the same, evemy unchanging
naturey which today acts in the ssme way as yesterdey
and alwayss thus it ought to recognize the mem;sagﬁa& o,
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" all eventsy of ancient as of modem t:imes of the east
a8 of the. west.; snd, in spite of all. &mference of -the
‘special cireumstanees, of the east.umg »nd 'bm custema, .

.- %o see everywhere the same humenity,+7 |

Wha't t.hen &a the funct,mn of h:istaary?

- enly through history does a nat.im beaame c‘.le’c.ely
conscious 9f t.self. Accordingly history is to be
regarded as the rational consciousness of the humsn .
race, snd is to the race what the reflected and

. connected consciousness is. to. the individusl who is
conditioned by ressong a consciousness through the

- want of which the bri %e is confined to the narrow,
perceptible preseata"_~;. ' )

I‘b mus't. be’ mteﬁ that Sehepenhauer :*egerds histery
: " consciousness"19 and not merely a

.“ecnacieuamna“ af the past.. ‘i’hns we mua'b appruach the |
facts of histary in a rational frame af mind, prepared to.
}treat them ratmnally, to welgh o avalaata them acca‘,”,‘f ng
,;est reasoning t.h@-r. is within use In the ha

- of iéieri' Sehapeﬂhauex*, histary becomes a vibrant., dynamic
appreeiatien af t.he long years of pmcesa which hava 3.@@

| up 'c.o this preaent mamenm How differenuy .it, ia tmated




g a&@pm an attitude which &eema m be mi&way
bet.weeﬂ speetmwr and participant. ‘ In the writing oi’ hismryg

4t is f.he historisn's daty to seek the *‘reality“ that is in

mtcary raﬂmr than the ”Value“ ‘which we 3 to plaee upen

' events anﬂ facts which saam sigxzif.ieant 10 us who have na V‘
' éiref:t Wl

ige of thema  To quew ‘Croce himaelf, :i‘mm hﬂ.s

His-t.ery shau&d not be aither Gaman or aneh, Catholie
| ar mmswm but it should slso not pretend to apply
more smple eaucapﬁon to the solution of these or
aimilm' amitheses a8 the philosophers of history
hed tried to do but rzther should neutraslize them all -
. in a'wiee seept»{eiam or sgnosticismy ond attenuate them
in a form of exposition conducted i.n the tone of a
presidentisl swmingeupy whose careful attention is
- paid to the opinions of epposea parties and courtesy
is observed toward all.20

It is difficult to fully appreeiate hare the exact-
paait.ien ¢roce adopts with reference to our spectators -

';pamie:_lpama delineation. It would seem that when he stressea

the need for a realization of the "reality" rether than the
 very nigh unto the

“valua“ ‘of history he ie apy"aaen

_objeetiva p@ﬁit&an, yet whan ha spasaks Y abwa of the neaé

ng-upt type of histary we begin te

for = ”presiﬁem,i@l sunning
doubt our first reaction. For my own pert I find it very
difficult to comceive of a history wherein "careful attention




f is pam ta t.he winians o:t’ opposed part.:;es,“ fer is 1t not.

a well-»m faet. that these "appmseé parties“ each have @

. different set of historical velues and will. concede the

aigni?fieanéé of nothing

foreign to their way of thinkin

~ 1o the oppasmg schools Therefore i’c seems that Croce is

a&veeating a “mie»af-t.he—mad“ objeetive history whieh
J.eavas eve;yﬂzing relating t@ ‘wvalue =nd significance up o
the reaéer, and seeks to wru.e hs.stm-y as 1t happened anél '

,witheut "henefit" of bias one way or the others

Cmea mekes mention of the work of Leopold von Rankeg

the greawm exponmt of objective hiatery during
urys He set himself out to gilve t0 the
world an aaceunt of history as.it had sctuslly mcmeéq

: In his £iret book he protested with fime irony that
he was not sble to secept the grave charge of judging
’ﬁ.he passt. or of instructing the present as to the

o s which had been m@signed to history; but he

' felt imself capeble only of showing “haw %hinga
reau,y m& happened."21

;‘gg hﬂe t.he f&elff.f 5

that ‘%anke, m his. beeks; was

' suecessful .’m maintaining a pesititm fairly elese to me

**miédleuof-vtheuroad“ demarkatimg sndy as Croce z-emarks,

- (with an emp&aasi& whieh seems aamewhat amusing) "withen‘a

b ap}_aear his own religious or phuesephical

eunva.etmnm“gg Why this expression appears 80 will be
' brouglrt. eute fairly e}.early in the saceeeﬁing ehapt.er.

suffice it to say here that Ranke had a far reaching

22 Ibid-, pe 292
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‘influence which cen still be felty an influence which has -

- had repercussions in many circles es we shall see when we
‘eome to discover the position of Charles A Beard snd the
Amermm Hist.oricel &saa&iatmm o ) | _

" To return to our discussion ef Crewa, J.et. us laak a‘%
the t.matmnt givea him by Hs Wndon Carrs Carr bag;__na his
* aiscussion of Croce's philogophy of history by identifying
- philosophy with history end placing history entirely within
the mind. History never actually happeneds It is alweys
happening now. All. h&awry is contemporary history and
its t.ime 15 hﬂw’ o . , '

_ His‘bery is the most concrete fom :Ln whieh realiw ,
‘is presented to consciousness. Historyy thereforey in

. the form of judgment, that is, not in tl!xe form of ‘

" particulsr narrative but in the ferm of judgment of
facty historical judgment, is the highest form of
philosephy itself and ident.ieal with i’m This impliea

' that the events which make up the course of history
are in their nature idesl; they are the expression of
mental activity; nothi which is in the true sense
history is extrinsic to mind.23

‘i‘hamfem history loses :!.t.s aamreteness anei becamea

the verbal representatim of i&eas end iﬁeals, of whieh

the facts a8 they occurred were the xnachanical, physical
expresa:&aas af the s.ﬁeas. History t.hen becames the reeommg‘
‘and gudging of ;Ldeals rather then baz'e faaw as the ebjective
historisns wulﬁ hage us be:l:leve. | :

aﬁ' y He Wn&m’



e rr continues: Ythe act of thinking is slways
philusemxy and history =t one and the aama tme, history is,
in facty ;ﬁeatical with the act of thinking itself."24

Thisy t.hen,:ls the basis of Croce's position regarding
histery; Ca:'r doesn't think tlée above is gax“biﬁal‘ariy
obvious ggek'; self-evident because the populsr notion of history

 seems to run wholly in en épposite directions According

to Carr the layman regards history as a treatment or a "

ing "of acts and occurrences which are separate and
distinet entities, having no organic interconnection or
mwrpenat.mtimu The layman believes that eertain evem.s
happened in the paat. snd thet a person - called a h@sﬁgr&an :
- merely malﬂ%ﬁ up a "pure chronicle" of these eventsy é
chronicle ,wh}ﬂ.'eh' is divorced from all meaai;ng,f or

significances .

~ We are all aware, says Carry that after a bat’sle has
been faugm, we nre dependent for our knowledgze of t.lae even‘t.s.
eanneemd with that batﬂa upon certain written aoeuments
and unwritten traditions which deseribe them t.e usy and

. whichy 88 we will all agreey req_uire a certain skill and

-intelleatual ability to properly interpret. It is the
historian’s .jab, theny to interpret. these documents ami
tradiﬁens, ami the ideal qualificstions for the jeb are that




~ he be as "disinterested and digpass'imate"; as 1e possible,
Sucha,n at.titude is idealy =nd greatly to be ﬁ;esired,;fbni"‘
a8 Carr points outy after sdmitting this deefrability. the
layr ediately jumps to the conciusion that the
historian ie looking for events which ave to be aceégébe‘d"
entirely without interpretation =nd that they should he
selected bzz & basis of purely extrinsic values The popular
notion is that mesni
of the historisn because such mesning and purpose are
ext.rzi.né&e attributes "é the eventss If such ls the case
theny it would seem logically to follew that the philosopher
whose coﬁeam'sam only to be with éuéh .-a'batmctienag is the

12 snd purpose sre foreign to the province

least sble person to deal with hiswry.
- However, here it is thmt Carr makes vary clear the

- £act that Croce's conception of history is radicall; sypased

$o the "populer notion" which Carr has just outlineds

Hist.ory 48 the form in which the full . reality of
existence is presented to consciousnesss History is
not the story of life but the story immanent in-the
fact that 1ife is sn unfolding and =n expressiem :
History presents to us life or mind in 4%s reality, andy
therefore; history and philasaphy are in their asaenca

) iaeatical;% .

i‘he pnpalax:' notion that histczw consist.s in a- factuaz.
recez-d of evanm a6-things in themsalvea is o ne&at-im of

the very—eﬁseme of these eventse - -




. Deprive an event of its meaning, that is, deprive it
entirely of the spiritual character which connects it
with humen action, leaye it its bare existence as fact,~
-movement, of physical elements; or abstract mathmucai '
. relations, - you teke from it evebything which
- constitutes history; everything distinetive of history,
you leave nothing wﬁich for a historisn is anything.26
It should be seen now that Croce cannot be definitely
pidgeon-holed in one classification or snother. He tends to
seek ";{x.‘agl;i:bie‘,s rather then ”valueé-“ = values. havm a moral
ematatian in the sense of the belief that there are to be =
found in history certain moral vslues and purposes which are
at work throughout sll time. In this Tespect he tends towsrde
the objectification of historyy yet he immediately prevente .
us £rom completely tegging him thus by jis criticisms of
popular lay notions of history and the function of historisns.
On the other hand he ¢snnot be classed on the subjective side
- of our ledger becesuse he edvecates & disinterested. search
after the truths of history, a seeking which has been divested
ell passion end interest snd which has become an slmost

unconseious onegoing movement. |
- To ‘turn now to a very positive affimmation of both the
ggbdégﬁiﬁg:am the objective positions, let us emsmér 'bhe

argument corried on in the pages of the Americen Historieal =
Review between Chsrles As Beard end Theodore Clarke Smith
. 4n the yea:m 1934 ond 1935, Beard, one of America's most




distinguished hia-wriana' of the p&eaem' ﬁay, in: éxi artiela -
entitled "uritten History as an Aet of Faith”m aiscusses -

i6 Length this very important preblem of the objective
- view of hﬁ.story‘ He claims that many philosophers, who .
. actuslly have little real acquaintence with the subject, ‘make
- an attempt to expound the basic, inner secret of histery;
thet vhich gives it impetus snd dynamice As en example
Beerd mais:es reference to Hegel and his Introduction to his
lec‘tuz‘es of the philbaaﬁhy of history. In Hegel's case thﬁ . |

secret is ressons’

| "Be'sr@ believes that the lt—em*“histﬁr’*y“ readly refers
to thcugh*b or reflexion ebout the pas'%:-; end not just 10 the
aetuali‘c.y and the record or specific knowledge of 1te The
| queation is raisad by Beard ' aﬂ to vmethar any thouzht abou%
the psst coxxstitum the setuslity of ity or rather mer
thougnt and nothing mores The snswer is implied in the
B ansuing éﬁi;s;c,usfsiam Beard feels that when the question

‘comes down w‘:%:asia factsy there is nothing in nistory which
truey for sll our knowledge of

I' ‘gan be st.at.ed 28 uncontestabl)
the pa% arisea out of humsn recordsy writs;_
_and we ean never be absalutely certain that these things ecan
iy reliea upons AlL of them have: been createﬁ by

6y raa:‘césgz» |

istorical

evion, 00X Jamvary, 194



~ meny *all £aldible end copable of = fabricatian of the truth.
Then t.eo, ax:y written records which we may possess am the
work. af indiviﬁuals snd consequently subject to the v:»garies
of their ,pgxspmlimes,_ AS Beard makes very emphatic § all
students of history should be eware that their contemporary

‘ Mswrians a,nd colleagues in Mtewret}g histeryandin
;eeﬁng and eréemng their materials and points of view
are influenees by "biasesy prejudicesy beliefs, a affections
and general upbringing a;xei experiencey part‘icg;ariy*-‘swiaﬁ;_
end. egonomicssss” 28 o

‘ - It should be self-»evwent to anyone who rationally
appmachas t.hg problem that the facts or events of hﬂ.at.or:f -

de not present, themse:}.ves au’cmatically in the exact arder‘
~in v:hieh they aeeurraé, but rather they az'e arranged and
ordered by the nistorian according to his eaneem;aa of -
‘their true. chr@#éi@gﬂcai -orders  Here Beard me_ntiéns “the

| "a’ehamnﬁ of the. ninet.eefnth eemury’ with ‘chair e,anaaﬁman |
of a history = cold, factusly ebgaativa, and t.heir greatest
exponent, Von Renkes According to Beards their iﬁaa 'bhat the
“historisn ean baeema g disembeodied spirit whan de I wit,h

_ human affairs is most definitely anuquat.ed. ~"Qnce morey

hietoriam mwgnize femally the obviousy len,g knovm




a5 Ay namel y; that any written histary inevi%ably -reflscts
the thau@t of ite author in his time and eultural setting."29

3:*5 is admost a eenfeﬁsian of inexpisble sin to. a@mﬁ
in academic circles that one 1s not a man of aeiance
- working in a scientific menner with thiags open
deterministic and inexorable trestment, aﬁmit t.hat.
- one is more or less a guesser in this vale of tears:30
‘- The pres ent day trend towards a scientific a;apz*aaeh to
_ ing attempts to make history deterministic accarﬁing
0 physieal laws of eansatian or to laws of biological -
walutim?, We are in the midst of a movement which sees
velue in reducing everything to scientific lawsy one which
gubjects werythiﬂgw scientific serutiny: Beard's smewer
to this movement is the note upon which he ends this first

articles

seleat&zm and arrangement of facts. pert.a; ning 1o
any 1arga sres of history ... is controlled inexorably
- by the frame g{ reference in the m:ma of the aeleatay :

ané. arrangar.

, Thi& pla@ea the mapensibiliw upan ‘ahe ahaul&em oﬁ‘
each inéividual historian and eantt'adieta the myth whieh .
- claims there is ene abselute hiat,ery which all muat %rive to

understam aa& mpmﬁnceg




Writing in the @ergcgn &sgaﬂca R@g;ew of Aprﬂ.,
1935y Theem c.‘lax'ka Smit.h, more or leaa m answer- t.o Beard,

ﬁef 1] T'

the abgeetive o spectater pasitian af 't.ha historian.
His main argment. for t.his is that all writers of hist.ary da
not ‘bh:lrsk alike and 1f they were each allowad to Wri'he -
‘history ab t.hey saw’ it., then we would have a multituﬁe @f
_histeries, aach bearing only s.ught ressemblanca to any of
tahs otherse In some instances, the mtum of the sources
umier censidemtien mad& paasible a varie‘by of. differing |
| Qonc;},usiem « ‘each quite accurate and justitjﬁia_ble » However
in such :Lsalat.eﬁ instencesy it was the duty of the historian
to be very certs mthat his éiffémnﬁeé of .ﬁpm:ion did not arise
out. ef “heal feeling;
Smi‘hh ceneludes with the statement tha% the hig uax'iea}.

writing of the period under consideration was dnmixmted by
one ideal - that. of a supreme effort to reach the ebjective

_truth of hiat.e:*yu However; rather a sour note is sounded
when Smith refers to the case of a former presz&ent of the
smerican Historical Associationy Jemes Harvey Repmsag, who.
i?ecéxiﬁeé his fcf‘fmr position ia.‘suppe‘m of objective hi&tary |
‘and ‘turned in faveur of subjective or participsnt historys |
“’What enlwkers cadl 'impar‘t.ial history' and profesaianals

| ”3’? Emith: To ¢ “Writixam of Amarican History in
americay £rom 1884 to 1934, pmeric toricpl Review,

a m-t 3’ ,
April, i%ﬁf P 443




call 'cbjeativa* is merely hiswry withaut an ab,ject.. ' smit.h
of course- eites t.his ag an example of ver,y misguiaed 'j ',
in hiﬁtaﬁcal circlea, yet to me it 'seems to canst&tu'te &
very s’crmg inﬁiet.mnt af the very thhz.g Eamith is atmpting
‘mdefenéw' IR - '
Charlaa Bearé writes a direet raply to smith eatitled
"That Noble Dresm," and cmta&naé in the Review of eets@ne.r
ﬁf the same years In hie é‘is‘éus‘aieﬁ bf“ﬁhé”attituﬁé" taken ‘
vby bmim, Be@rﬁ serieusly questiona; “ig it pessible far o

men to divest themselves of all racey sexy classy politicaly
" gocial and ";saﬁia:.'pmaﬂ.aeu-éns and tell the’ truth of histery
8 ally wes? ~Cen Mrs Smith'se mble ﬁream, his splendm
Impa; be: z‘ealize& in fact?" S S
Besrd c¢claims that such an attitude as adeptad by
Smith is based upon five definite aaaumptians, the Valzc&ity
of which Bearé weulel questicam‘ ’ézritara of ® ob;jecuve“ h:.swry

assumes
3-  that hist.ar‘y haa an existenca, quite imiapenﬂent
. of the mind of the historiem,
2 that it is possible for the’ hzsterian to i‘aee ur
directly this ngbjeet or series of emects, - and
| eesn ﬂaacribe them o€ ‘they actuaily exissted, (in this
- instancey Begrd states in a footnote that if the above |




| ‘-“4"3"5‘.~"we"‘ 504 then there is ‘only ‘one. passible t.reament of -the
"‘.f 4pas£. To' think of writ.ing s new or amther hismry of
, ) mr:ma would be preposterous o8 avel‘ythm@ 130591‘319 has
. : ;aaeﬂ‘ aaiﬁ by the firet objective historn.an.) -
= 3 that. i‘c, is po&sible for the histerian m 'cermpletely
RS jpurge himeelf of all personality in order to view history

. mparlly, "gomewhat a8 the mirvor reflects any ebject
which it is held up" o R ‘
't.hat. many facts of ‘nistary h&ve an inner erganizamen
wh.t.ch t,he historian cen aecurately g"asp by meanie e:f
' inquiry and ﬁbSbX'Va‘bing el ,
: 5 ami t.hnst. eez"tain ”subst.ances af this hismry c.an
B be graspaﬁ in themselves by pu*’eiy z‘a‘timal or zntellactual
‘j_’.efi‘artsg and that thesa '*substamea" have nathing |
t.ranseenéental in themy iseey Gody epirits f
| 'M"Eeard eemiamn a nbgee‘bive hw‘mry beeause it rejecta
ghzleaaphy, i't. igneres all fundammtal pr*ablems, :Li; takes on
' the mPlicatmns of “ampiricism, posx.t.ivism and that. ratimaliam
mch 1ixn1*t.s hﬁ.&wry w its experiantial aspeetsa“33 Beazﬁ'
believea that even t hough van Ranke disclaimeﬁ a:\.l bias and
. partialit.y, he wrete hiatary from the paint. of v:i.ew af a
- ) panthaist. xaf & certain typec He cla:&mm w see t.he *'moving

iy *‘fﬁaard Charles A., "‘rhat Neble Bmam,
Histarical Review (taber 1935} ‘



_ : 5’7
tmgex- of God" throughout ali his‘wx"ya Von: Ranke, one af the
: meet eutapakan and passionate advocates af obg eeuve histery«
- "may be correctly charscterized sc.one of twhe, n";as'o *partialt
historians pi*uced“ by the nineteenth century" and Beard
preeeeﬁs t{: give conerete evidences of the validity m"; bis
 claim. _, . - , ‘
Besrd pems up bis refutatdon of objeetive h;&.stéﬁy

attempt to set
forth in ocutline form as Besrd gives it The question is
thigs “Can the human mind discover and *sf.ate the Yobjective
~trutht of hﬁ.wmw a8 1t actually was®" Bear@.‘s argmaent in
support aﬁ‘ & negative answer to the questicm is eutlimd below.
3. "The common. sense view of Msww'isﬂ that the idea
es? zaast history as actuality exists ent.imly outside
: t&ua mind of the eantemperary h:lswrim. ‘
2 . The historisn must see the aﬁ%u?li%y of nistor

with a question, the anewer to which I will

Ahrougt the medium of é.acumematiom He is u:nabl@ ta
- view thia ae:waliw objectively in *the ‘Same v:ay &8s a
~ che ,,j;at views a t@st tubes e
'8 . In fact only a emall portion of what aetually
happemd can be pbtained fwm these dacumem.s;

mommams, relics, etes
4 5 The historisn desls only pmrtially with a parual
recmrd of events snd persenalitiea. :



5 .‘it is impossible that tetal ac’@uﬁl,ity be- £aetually
e .imem to sny historisn. Hist.m;v or ra’sher the pest
o as it aetually was cen nevez‘ be knaw ent.ire}.y*
'6 Events and persenalnies of hm‘cery invelve of |
" "*‘*maessiw gertain etshical a!!d nesthetic eansi&eraﬂam..
7 Any hypethesis or corception of the past is ef ‘
- nefessity merely en iaterpretat.ion. : _
'8 ' ‘The historian does net bring to his materials a
* perfectly clesh mind resdy to mirrer history as it
tuslly happeneds ”mwver scts of purification =

"the hiatariaxz may’ perfam, he yet remains human, a
_creature of ‘timey place, eircumstame, intere»t.a;
: 'preéﬂeetians " aultu.re."% SRR
9  Into the cheice of  topies, sexeemen of mauemals,
| 'p&aee& of famphasmsi; the historien's persmalitg entersy
o either surreptitiously or noty but it a?lwws‘-‘fiﬁ&s dts
- way iny indeed it is never out of ihe picture.
Thus we see ‘that Beard places himself unequivaeably
on the participent side of our problem. It is significant to
note also that Beard interprets history £rom the point of
view of econemic determiniemy a situation vhich draws forth

"much sdverse eriticism.
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| In regerd to economic interpretation, it is interesting
at this point to look at Wi Watkin Davies' eriticism of Lord
Actony as conteined in "The Politics of Lord Actony" Hibbert
a naly m.v ,,ggmgbar 1046) Aetén elways held that men
showld mever be judged according to the accepted morel
ds ﬁf their gﬁmvtgﬁes in so k.far as the historien is

sble to eppreciste them; but rather according to "ene
uabenﬁ:&ng stamiard of right and wrong, =nd | that the highest

‘ Tha : feuawing qnejbatien raf.lect-s Acton'ts 'pesitgim‘ and
that of ethew of the day towards a situstion which has almost
etely rémm&@ iteelf, - |

In common with all members of the Whig aristocrascy 4o
which he belonged, Acton had no understvanding of the
vast urban lower classes which were slowly but steadily
riding to power during his life-time; and whoy after
toying for » generstion or so with theories of
internationsl socialism; would end by capturing the
States; and using it to shower material bemefits upon
themselvesy and in consequence of so doingy; convert
the new democracy into National Socialistss Such.a
portent lay beyond the widest horizons of men like
Acton. Indeed; at no time did Actom pay much attention
%o the economic factors in historys That was a defeet
in sn English historian of fifty years agoj though now,
when the pendulum has -ewung ‘so decidedly in the direction
of the économic interpretation; we might perhaps be
Justified in regarding it s8 a shiping virtuel At any
ratey he who reads history with the conviction that
man lives by bread alone will be provided with much
food for thought if he will sit for awhile at the fdet
of 8o great & champion of the spirit as Lord Acton.86

iibbert Journaly XLV October 1946
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* Rs Cs Collingwood; a contemporary philosopher of the
nanti-reslist® school, tekes history end the philosophy of
history as nis chief ‘spheres of activitys His -parpasér‘ia 80
doing wes "m ‘the main sn attempt to bring sbout a ’ra '
between philosophy and histerya“?” In the preface to
Co j“s bwk, “m m of History" the eéitaz', ?a Mo
‘ Knex, gsets fart.h vhat eatzld be celled Cellingwad’ &meﬁn

pchement'

ée{,eetmg great.naaa @f & philosophers The

gra r in philosophy "ie the mark of a kind which

~ has iw philosophical materisl properly controlied and
digesteds It is thus based on width ~nd steadiness .of . -
euuaak upon its subjectematter... it is marked by
calimess of temper and cendour of statement, no daifficulties
bem: concesled and nothing set down in malice or mssien.
A1l grest philosophers have this calmness. of mind, =3l

passion spent by the time their vision is cleary and

t.hey write a8 if they saw t.hings from a mountain top“ 433

Ceu.ld this not be laid down as tha baaie requiremem‘.
m‘.‘ a;Ll graa’o hiawrians, that they ahnulﬁ "see things clearly
and eae “them ‘whole?" cell{..f g
the :l..i..ne e;&' peetry which aa;ya "what oft was t.haught m-a neter
80 well eﬁ@msseﬂ.  This comes very close to what Beard. wanted

to say, yet eeuléin't. due to a 1a¢k of faeue expre&s:iem Tha

,eed haz'e :Ls a gned example of

ideay hmvever, ia much the same :’.n the two mens 'rhough
ically a@‘&eﬁ on some points Bearé and callingwsod cat
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be &aid t,a both ‘hold i&entical netzlons a8 to actual method
end content of hiswriograplw. Beard is tha ecenomic ’_ |
dewminist Wlm exempliﬁea many of Call; ng ‘ed’s theofias. |
yet callingm could not asnribe ta snah a d:u:*ect bias in:
interpretatiam Collingwood is the yhﬁosopher whe takes

all imw;&edge 88 MS previnee and who thus br:tngs h.is peculiar
experieme to bear upan m pmMems af histery. -

In the intmduct.ary chepter of “zj_zg Iden ggg_i_m
eellingwn aiscusses -t.he tem “phnoaephy of h:!.stexfy“ in the
light of 1%5 baekgrannﬁ and particulsr mesning ond signifieaace.
The origin of the term has been ascribed to Voltaire, who
meant by it a eritical or saientifie h;tswry as oppesad e -

mere ehmnwalling af avents, a type of hiswz'y in whieh

the historian brought his own mind to besr npen the ret ing

of the smriea and legends found in the 0ld bookss Later on

it was uae.d by Hagel and others in the nineteem,h ceazmry

to mesn a universal or worm historye The third use was. by

t,he poaiuviat Mswmm &m philesaphers of the nineteenth
tiry who regerded it =s referring to t.he discwerw ef

genera}. 1&% in hist.ary which were suppeaaﬁ ‘t.o ggavam tha

course of eventss in eaeh iastanee tha particular concep‘biozz
q'f pAr/o.Sap)ny i turn governed . the coneeption

phy of history - for Véltaire, philosophy meant
inéependent, eritical thinking, for Bagel philazsophj maant

dng about the Warld a8 a whole, while fbr the pesi‘oivisw
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.it meent, diaewary of uaiversal .1aws gwem:.ng all rea}me ef '
though‘b anﬂ aetioa. ' o SR BT
| cm.’mwe uses the . "philoaophy of Mstory" in a
| maxinez differing framkaaeh gf the aboves First, whatr d.oes.
_he mesn by the ‘temm "philesophy.™ Pmesephy “to cm
means z*eﬂeetien; reflective thnghm "Thé “phiiese-f-;*;f g
mind ‘never simpz.y thinks abaa‘t an ab,ject, 11; alwaysy while
thinking about sny objecty thinks slso about its own thought
about that object."39 Philosophy may be termed #thought |
sbout thoughts" Fer the philosopher fact is the mitusl
re;aai'en. eft.he past and the thoughts about the past by
iteelfs "Thought in its relation to its object is not meve
thought but knowledgesss" The philosopher aske himself how
do tﬁe hiatm?iam kmmg how do they arrive at an understending |
ef the pasts I‘t' is the buainesa éf the historﬁ.an“ to nmier-
’stam the fnets ef hisww in themselves, while the . _;._;,;;'-._'asapher
is caneemed with these fects a5 known to the historian snd
what :H:. is about. these facts that makes it possim.e f@r thvam
to be known bgr the historians ‘
The philesophex' is concerned with the mind ef the .
,historian « not =8 being a complex of mental ] enomena, but
a8 & syshem af knawledg;e. The philosephar thinks about the




pasty but not in the seame. sense that the historian thinks
about. it., for to the philesepher the pas'b is not simply = |
series of events but is a system of things known. "One

might put this by seying that ‘thé pm@aaphgr; in so far

@ he thinks sbout the subjective side of history, 1is en
-;eﬁi%@na%egisﬁy and in so’ far as he thinks sbout the objective
gide a metephysicienss+»s"90 However Collin
that such an assumption my).;&@saad 10 s mistaken separation
batweéai the eyﬁ.émeiagica}. end metaphysical aspec¢ts of the
work‘ “Phi!.esaphy cannot sapax'ate the swdy of knowing.

yood warns here

- Collin .’;iied ‘then preeeaﬁa 10 ask why history is mada
8 apeeial stuﬂy of philesophys According *bo him, philesophy
tends to concern itself with those particular aspects of the

numsn self-consciousness with which msn from time to time
finds éiffiwlty. In the early Greeian period the per
problem that disturbed people was mathemsticss The lilddle

Licular

Ages found 1tself engrossed in problems of theologys In the
years from the sixteenth to the nineteenth centuries men were
| busy leying the foundations of the aatuml ‘seiances;. . Dm?ing :
the eighteen‘éh (and nineteem.h) centuries erit.ical thought -
N t.umed Wam histary, but :!.t. was sam realized tha‘b the
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tha“aﬂea éf ‘knowledge which were applicab&e-‘ to maﬁhemaﬁies ,
theolour and science would not. apply 10 hiswrys : Therefem
the phmlesapher‘s £irst task was o show that hiaterieal
knowleége is possible and the seccmd Was a raorganization of
831 philosophy from a histarieal point of view. cmamerama
wfieulty wab experieaeaﬁ during this peried by men wha
' »?erﬁi&itge;mly Ms‘bemptaﬁ to spply such unrelated law& %a hﬁ.stary
‘with the result that there was a growth of scientific history,
théalegieal history an& other such 'hismriea.' They attem@wd :
L to apply the methaﬁa of the labam'aery or the pulpit to the
mutsbley plestic materials of hist.oz’yy and time has shovn
‘their efforts to have been gll but futiles | o

“In the second section of hia int.roduemry chapter,
ollingwood ﬁeam with the nature; object; method and valua
of h:istarya AB hiatory is a speclal, pax‘ti.cular form of

%haugh&? aa persons a’et&a; ting
by history requ&ra special qualifieations. , First they m«e
have h@ﬁ expel ‘ience of the particular kﬂnd ef theught found
in historyy = s.ae., ‘they must first be hismrians, ané
seconély they xmas‘t. have the ability and the inclination ’e.e
reflect tizaan that experience.- Thus they must. be not. only
historisns but also philosopherss Collingwood then ..e;_mtlm,es

to answer the questions pesed
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briefly the snswers to the questionsy Whot. is history? What
~ does it de?. How does it do it? and why? I bave cummerized
his snswers ae . fellwas _ ,
a) definition of histery - a Kind of reseazﬁh or.
~ inquiryy & seience in that :3.1:. f‘inda ‘put things not previeusly
imom, that which f£inds answers to eemm queatims.
S B) gk.i;e_g& - t.a £ind wt the a¢tions of human beinga
éanainthepaam , _
¢) method -~ the interpretation 6f evidence.
a) yalue = it is for “human self-knowledge" it teaches
what man has aeej_,."j'_?fﬁ.ah&d and thus what he isg o ‘
| The four essential chavacteristice - of history accaxﬁing |
o Ctsll};:;, zvioed are firety thet it ie acientifie in that it
begins by asking questions, secondly, that it is umsndstic in
that it asks questions sbout things done by men at determinate
| times in the pasty thirdly, thet it _is. retional in thet it bases
mdsy sppeals to evidence f%}? |

4to answers on ‘certain gro
| validetion, snd fourthly, thet it is self-revelatory in that
1t exists in order to tell men vhat he is by telling him what
he zxa:;s-amm D o
Uhat hae been said 80 far hos been to briefly outline
'_qulingwaaé' ¢ position with reference to historys Now let us
i 1ook sat hia treamant- of other historians and philnsophem of
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histery with a view to gaining further insight into his own

; Inhia discusgion of Kant, ‘eauingmga refers to him a8
a spectator of human events; which Kent regerds as phenemena- .

~ Kent begins his essay by saying thet slthough as noumena,
or things in themselyes, human acts sre determined by

morsl lawsy yet as phencmena, from the point of view of a
. spectatory. they are determined sccording to Batural laws -
istoryy narrating the course..

as the effects of causes.
of human setionsy deals with them as phenomenay aof
therefore sees. t?mm as subject to natural laws.%s

his%criogx?gphyv" and is a theory which Collingwood rejectss He :

makes no attempt to deduce lsws f£rom the events of histery
but. rather he seds in t}heaé’v events ‘ﬁem&y the realization
of human tdeas ond idesls, and it is these ideas“faz;d”i&eé;:a
which the historisn should seek to comprehend end appreciates
© We have slready dealt with his discussion of Hegel |
eavlier in this chaptér so I will heve just emphasize seme
| a:t‘ the pointe ‘upon vhich Collingwood agrees with Hegels
cellingwe od¥s t&eéry of the re-enactment of ?aét theughts is
very mpnrtant in ‘sny discussion of his philosophy of history
and it cm:;xe's-“ out very élearl;v in his words on Hegels o
- 3% -:i.s,«f pemﬂ.iar to0 history that the histieﬁm Te-enacts

in his own mind the thoughts and moiives of the agemts
whose actions he 1s narratingy snd no succession of events
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'ia an hiswriml auccesawn unless it consists of aeta ‘
whose motives cen; in principle at least, be thus re-enacted
sess . Thus ﬁegel‘s conclusion is right, thpt there is no -
ha.story excapt the history of human 1ife and that., zmt.

merely a8 life; but as. ratienal life, t.he M.fa ef
thinking bemgs.% , |

N Hera ag,ain Hegel was certsx in:i.y ﬁght, i't. is nof, kmawing
what people did but understanding what they thaugh
is the proper definition of the his toriant 5 taske™
- Collingwoed's theories in ms, regam ‘seem to lea& him
dnte the realm of intuitim ia the Bergaemian sense. This .
does. ne%. necassarily hold true a8 lelingwocd «:im ne't. believa

dn ..aueh a spim.t.ual transfamat.ion er tmnsmutatian of the

',knowar in’c.e t.he ab.jeet. xmowm - Intuition is £00 much of a
- .mat,aphysica& cﬁncept to apply 1o Cellingwmd*s mppreciat.ion
of meugh‘t.a a8 they had been thoughts |
Thea tae, g6 hes alread3 been sam, Ca?a:l.in_,waed retam
the imewng mim and ite interpretiva pewers in ’she prseess ”
of. z’aawanae‘tsima The bistorian is never expeeteﬁ 10 t.z*amcam

o mgat.e himsalf in a desire to g,et a2t the thing as n mauy

| 3,-8;@ 5 L e
Fallewing 'tahﬁ disenseim of Eegel, Ce}.lin&.,wmoﬁ é.eaz.s




it embodied the primary stage of pitzvs.sm, that of & .
gathering of factey; and nealeeted the seem@ary, t.hat. of ‘\ |
the am.a{; L»_",;_’r"v't.ian of general laws £rom these factas H:lstoriana
adnpted two ru;es i.n all their treatment af thezse faets, the
first that eaah fact was o thiag which ceu&d be aacartameﬁ
by a sepsrate ca@itive act ~ thus the totality of hisﬁory was
* aliced into &n infinity of separate factsy and the second as
£ollowss R | | ' |
' Each fact was 'bo be thought of not onl;y as m@panéant
af all the rest but as independent of the knowery, so that
all awgeetiva elements (a8 they were called) in the
historiants point of view had to be limited, The
historian must 2538 no judgement: he must only say
_ vmat they werds ‘
The ineﬁtable rasult of th.is aecend rule was 't.hat. it
prevented mgwrime fmm adding gny const,ruc‘tiva criticisms

or gud@nenw o tha bare facts of histery, “The refusal 10

Judge the f‘act;a came t0 mean that histery ceuld only be the

history of extern: evam.a, not the histery ef the thought -

out of which these events grew:"#® such s situstion is the

‘unsvoidsble conclusion to 21l atteupts ta remain a spectator

writing of historys G T e
swood credits F. H‘ Bradlay wﬂ.ﬁh ‘the leading of

and He began a severe

: t.he ::'evalt againat peaitivism in Engl
~ exsinination of the existing eritical methods on the basis of
an assuglpﬁiegx tha’& @x?itical, history ,15 possible and that to

—Z5 Tollingwoody ops gits p+ 131

46 Ibidsy ps 132




g@ _
a certain eme'nt 11 history is critical beeause no hmtorian

merely: parrow t.ha aut.horitiea as he finés "t.hem. ' Bz‘-adley beliaveé

that all cr:itic«l history requirea some eriterion oi’ ,}udgnen‘b

. . he: felt th& erit.erim sheulﬁ be 'bhe hiswrion himselfa

o In 80 fex a8 the histaripn ia human he has umsan experimcee
and it is the mwleﬁga ‘gained fmm these many and varieé
experiences. wh:i.ch the historian bmnga to his study. E:is
;judgmnts and in &eaiding the reletive truth or. merit c:ﬂ'

und of experiame is the basis upon whieh he makes

anyﬁ:ing he refers it to his evm experieme. Bradley sgsumes
that en acceptence af test implies e re—enacunen’c within
“the hiawrian‘a mind of the ﬁwughts of therperson concerned.
In this, g8 we have already seen, c.'allingwaed is in full
agree&ent with Bradleys o '

In the treatment affarﬂed Teynbee by our suthor
emimedg we are given seversl glimpses in his, Collingwood's.
- PWR pesimem His eﬁtia'ismé afTaynb”ee are especislly |
im@resting, at t.hie t&.me beeause of the incmased interes%

ee and his “Stuéy esf Histez*y,“ According

raafﬁrmatiek cr t.he pos&tiviat prinaiples 80 premlezzt in
 the pweeaeéing cantm'y« Taynbee is said teo a'b'baaek history
from the stanﬁpaint of seience in that he deals with isola‘tea
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facts. He cuts up the field of hiswrsr inte separa% and

| distinet é&iviﬁiaas - aecoxﬁing to e\nw::'es and races - each

| »ef whieh ha s to be self-f:mtained. Ee claims, or 80

: 'Callingwead reports; that each soclety is clear-cut snd aietinet

 from all &m m&ghhmra and there is no “ax;aﬂing*aﬁ‘“ £rom one

‘ m aﬁathé’m Where any chmge does occur a new society ig @ald
%a have iaea:a formeds ' ' o

” lingwood regerds t.hese theories 88 naturalietie

beeause t.he 1ife af saciety is said to be a natural as oppaaad

to a memal gm,a 0f the sciencés biolozy is most analegauﬁ

. to histery“ *’I‘@mbaar has no sympathy for the theory held by

llingwood of the re«-enactmnt of theé past in the m:s.néi of

__the historisns Refem:ag to ‘Ifeynhee, Collingwood sayst:

' He mgs.»m histor

- congisting of facte observed and recorded by the
historisng phenomena presented externally to his gazey.
‘not. experg.enee into which he must eater and which he
mest make his OWheses His whole scheme is -really

scheme of pigeon-holes elsborately arranged and ds beueé,
into which rea@.y made hiatnrical facts can be puts47?

Csll gwood takes tbis to mean that Tee separates
aaeh faa‘b :f:‘z'am i‘be eontext anﬁ ‘akes it s,meﬁxing pemazgem :
init«selfw He (%Mﬁe) Seems-w fergét‘ that history is a
process - @n;é in which something is az.wayé turning intra
 gomething elses He is sedd to deny the continuity of the -

88 a mere apeetaele; aemat.hing




. unchanging reali

process because of the serles or group of uncomnected factse

~ Again referring to Toynbees -

~ Hé regards the historian as the intelligent spectatar
. of historyy in the same way in which the scientist is the
mtelligen% spectator of nature: he falls to see that the
historisn is en integrel element in tbe process of histery
itselfy reviving in himself the experiences of which he

achieves historical knowledges48

Thusy in Collingwood's worde at leasiy we have a very

‘definite statement of the spectator position end in the sense
fn vhich we e using the teru, Toyubec seems to forget that

he himself is e necessary part of that very hilstory wuich
he is writings " L o
Clement Cs J, Webb reviews eammgwceﬁ?a book in the

r Collingwood genuine history is not = statement of
is elready known, but an attegpt to solve s question
o t unknownj a questiony
like those of natural science,
to facts of every kind and the laws to which they are
found by cbservation-and experiment to be subject, but
‘to humen sctions omlyy snd to be answered not by -
reducin: them to instences of some permepent =nd - '
, ty, such as has usually been designated
by the word Peubstencel but by discoveringy through the
the tracing of which to the thouchis volitions and.
e tiong of the unique snd individual men snd women
whose. actions they were, will reveal to us whey we
~ourselves srey who share their humenity end Yhrough
our participstion therein can enter into the thoughts,
volitions smd emotions by which thelr actions were
ught about3® - SRS -

vhat
the snewer tp which is a8 yet w
however, not relating,

49 ¢, G J. Webby "R, C. Collingwood's 'The Idea of

History*", The Hibbert Journal, XV (October 1946) p. B4
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This remains Collingwood's fundamental thesisy that
~ the hia‘ﬁ:rian should try by every-:‘imeilewufal means at his
diaposal t+0 reproduce in his ‘om mind the actuel thoughte
of t.he agenm of histaryqs
 Regerding the ramantie movement towsrds the close of

the eighteenth centuryy which heralded the onset of scientific

historyy wabb* considers Collinzwood's treatment of Hegeél and

h:i.-s defence of this trend to be en “a&nirable“ plece of worke |

CQJ.lingweea defends Hegel despite all the critics, even
including Crocey whom Webb feels is the "most serious and

systematic of all."80 |

| webb's major erit:lcs.am of Collingw _.a'él and his book
48 that he slights too greatly the part memory pleys in the

writing of historys

In hia zaal to ahew thot history is noty as Bacon

the realm of menmry gince, as is said in

f (pe 88)y e pest only requires

ft:a:_; iiz‘-veﬁ dgation so fax' a8 it is not and

‘ be remembered," Collingwood had alresdy come
near to ignoring what is yet surely truey that u:m
must be the foundation of =21l hist.ery wfuch begine
in one genepration telling snother wha{. i¢ remembers

that posterity will not farget. that it hos

b o thinic the critic here is either miataken in hﬁa
emphasis on memory or else he is imperting some unusual
. connotation to the terms To my mind memory plays a very
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£ ' part a'& best in the method of the histar:tan. -He is net.
wx'iting wha'b he remembers but rather t,hmt. wh:!.ch he lmawa
rstends ef what. has been presem.ed to htm in tha fexm af
ﬁeaumenw, z-al:lca, ete, memory to ma im;}liea samething t@e |
maehaxaical ta be applied to ?.he wrs.tiag of his*t.ery. ‘me '
histarian shau&ﬂ xmt be expeated to Tely upen his mmzw for
the materia& of hﬂ& wrk, or else our histnry weulci %ae |
1 extremely shifting and mrustwnhy famﬁaﬁims. f
n Collds waea we £ind vhat is probably the apex  of
eantemperaxw ] rding the x:rablem of
historicel methods a8 1 intena to make very clesr in my
£insl chapter, his pesition seems %0 reach the mreateat
: heights of enlightemmenty at lesst accax'éing to present
 stendards end ways of thinking.
‘Writing in "AR Qu pdern Knowledge

4 line of Mode " Pu Je C
Hearnshaw has i article entitled "The Scienge of 'ﬁi's‘%éfy,‘i' |
in whﬂ.eh he makes a é,enerax survey of hismrieal thaugm
iting ever -me mst two centaries. Hearnshew begins by
mentionifig the very positive statement of Drs J. B. Bury,
' made in '2.3, ‘that “*history is a science, no less anﬁ na
mere.*“&? However the naturalist philesophers reply that
history is lama then & seiencey because none of the events

are ever repested snd thus no classifiaatian is possibles

- J. c. Eeamahaw ume Science of Histaz'y.
| Kn e . 3’" Pe 774
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In eoﬁﬁa‘@h' to the above claims the literary mén assert ‘that
history is an erty that science can only aupply at best tha ,
’skelebal frame upor: which the writer by means of his artis_;;_.j
drapaa\tm»e;oﬂ_msg .‘"The passionless indifference of the man
of science is out of placé end intolerable in the case of the
hismz‘iang who is ﬁeaiing with the affalrs of Bientxi’eﬁf: soulg... 63
-Hearnshaw believes tha't in se far as history is a search |
for mth it can be classed along mm the sclencess 111 the

true sensa of the word "hiswry,“ it meang an enquiry ax
"xnowaeage»gaxnad by the process of enquiryses. The underlying
idea is imrestigaﬁen, resesrchy persistent pursuit of the
‘tzuths"54 Thus in this sense the writing of mstnry 19

&eientiiicg Hearnshaw regards histary as the
goience of critvicismy and the material éf history is the whole
realn of human knewledge am‘i experiences The aim of history
is to explain me preeent, on idea ‘which elese,ly eamsponda

- 10 Cela.ingweeé. -

, ' Ez.sterical anquiry.u has inevitably %0 be -
taken in accordance with the ideas and the im.eresta
‘dominant at the moment of investigation:  no historian
‘can sbstract himself from hie environments Nor, indeed,
‘ghould he make any attempt to do sos For his purpose
as a historian 1s precisely to attain to an understaniing
bath of his environment and of himselfs+ In short - as

Professor Benedetto Croce has peinted out « 4in a real and
not merely a paredoxicel sense of the expressiony all
history is contemporary histoz-yé and a1l true historians
are, Wizj,, wnidlys phileaaphera. |

53 &bia., e 774
54 Ibiﬁv; pi 776
56 Ibidey ps T77




| | . 'Here sgein we £ind a strong reaction to :;l‘,he':abjécti‘iig;.
spec‘t.atoﬁ theory of histary- The twanﬁeth century o
phnasephers and hiswrians are 1éamng tWarda the suh,jeétiw,
and not witmut,énst causes

Pa!’tiﬂipant way af thinkin =




- CHAPTER IV . -
| THE PROBLEM AND AN ANSWER

| Befare at‘hampting to give one possible anawer to t-his
- prehlem lat us raeapitulate and rsview briaﬂ.y what we have
‘been saying In Chapter One wo explained the title and set
-"farm the wms of the problem and how it sppears. 1n eur |
experience. fi'he aeecmﬁ chapwr was en axplanaticn and | ‘
diacusaim ef Bergam%s theery of metaphysieal intuitiang. o
vwit.h smne attempt te relat.e it to our whale problem. In the
chapter ;Inmadiataly preeeeéing we have reviewed the sub,j ect
| af hiatoriagraphy anﬂ the philoaophy ef histmry, discusa&ng
| L sign; ;ﬁeant rapresentatives of the two pz-inciple
schaalﬁ 93‘.’ thnug,ht m the subjeet.

We beuan by aasum&ng t-hat. uxere is such a pmbz.am a8

"m ena we have been c}iscussingg and that it hes been
plaguing the thought of philogophers snd historians fe:*

, yea,rs - even eggt_.mﬂieas.» To snalyzé the problem into. itc_s

simpleét tezm"s»; I think it iia a eont:'wersy‘ over whether or
na’t. mon ehaglﬁ aasume :lntellié,enee emmgh to be able ‘ta
. adequataly and aecurat.el.y pass judgment. af semeane or
o someth:lng eisap It is basically a question of the di@ﬂt.y

' of man's intellaet.ual ablli‘biea and capaeities. The objective
achoal éeea ne't. feel man has :mtellect encmgh to be able o



interpret; ériticise or judge the past and therefore he should
. seek ts reproduce a8 clasely as pasemble the past. in: its '
ye In direct contrast to this t.here are the philesophexs

, ans of the subgective seheol, who beliave in ‘the
werth an -dignity of their own and other's int.elleumal
' abilitiea ‘j't.ha extent that ‘they see f£it to critieize and
pass judgn_f_t upon the past = in short; to create histary. |
, Are these sub,ject.ivists; these “participants” wholly

;}ust.ified in their assumption? We have seen thn“t. certain
_eminent. phi_‘l.osophers have held it their highest duty to keep
their own personalities out of thair wer&. They regarzi it a8
8 aaared mst to mproduee in 80 far-as they are able,
actually what- oecux':'eé in days gone bya All personality,
,interpmtation, eriticism must be rumlesaly expelled in -
order that: -they night gain an inszaght into the . untamished
truths Men like von Renke and T. C. Smit,h, and xnany others,
| have striven bravely (if scmewhat m:lsguidedly) ta tell us of
vthe past in 1ts actuality- They set a high g,eal for themselves
-but did not realize the futility of their task. |

. A has been pointed out many times in these pages men
canmat gget out of himselfs No matter what he attempts 0
sayy he says :lt. a6 he has seen or understood it., in tke iight
ot‘ the whole me.n:ifold of his own par‘t.icular experiences His




o - 8
,,_.,.,iende hoe been like no other -person’san” this eai'th am?‘ |
' ﬂxerefora his peint of view will be 1ike no ather persen's‘

g :.hew he attempts to deny himself he still remains
the cz‘eatura ef hzs own past; Therefare the only legical
"sitian far us to adopt is that of tha “participant," who |
aees everythiag in the light of what. his experience hm& |

| ba ~ The wider the range of axperience and the gjren‘&er the
- ﬁevelapmant of the intelleet, the greater will be t.he measure
E"nft.z»m;;m:m'c.zxewmt‘n. -

Tm proponents of ob,;ectiviam make the cla:&m that. ﬁ. the
“historian or the philosopher ellows his own personality to enter
the picture the product of any activity will be biasedy | ‘
prejudiced, snd tinged with personal viewspoiat. To a certain
exctent, this oriti¢iem 16 valid and justifisbles It hes been
o often the cose in the paat and st.:ul is thot hiswry has
been written with a very narrow and esateric point a‘f view
~and the result has been that we have had Secialistic hismry,

: ?reteatemt hﬁ.staxy, natxliatic hist.ox'y, each deali-!i&, with
‘che eag‘x‘ ;,;;ex problems within a very limited scopes. Bfevermaless,
| previded the histeriana stick to the fac'bs, their hiswries _

g are a8 me a8 a:zy ona else’s, but the peint. is tha't the:lr
agraa t.hat thera are

account is not the whole truth., Ve all
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~ two sides to every question and no judgment can be valid -
wimmm -f?_: king into ée,nsiéerauon both possible pojv.ntsgai* .
views | | o I -
Is azw purpese sewed by the writ&ng af paxﬁcnlax‘ized,
limiteﬁ nistory? I believe it serves a great purpeses By the
reslization thet these aeccounts are not ‘the wims.e"‘s%ry‘we‘

- should eeme ‘w the some conclusion that perhaps the acceums
we give also are not the situation in its entirety. It ie
. dmpossible for man to knoew everything that has hsppened in
the léngf‘f;‘reamé*af this earth's existence, s d therefore any

account, na matter how ob,ﬁeet.ive, will fall faor short ef

- pe:'fectiam When objective history is wri‘bwng the raader

 inveriebly comes to certain conclusions snd formulates aez*tain
' judgments upon what he has reads Is not thﬂ.a equally as
: fallaciaus to the ab.jeet.ive historian as 3.9 the attenpt m
write hismry from t.he st.anﬁpaimz of a well«a@ncaﬁed,
freunieﬁ and ﬁe@ply experienced intellect?
Tbe cem:lusien that I see; theref‘om, is that we

~ should attempt to view histo?y and 211 life from much the '_
aame standpamt a8 Collingwood doesy bringing tagether
aonatitmm:. elements of objective facts with sub,jective

mte;mmtaﬁﬂm It 48 o8 aqual:t,y futile 46 try to pass
 judgment upon historical figures without any knowledge or
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of their problems and ways of thaught. as it ia

understandds 4
' 'be ﬁet.emina how. and what t.hese peap}.e hheught merely fer t.he

sake . of kmwmg :t't., withaut arriv.ing at e;mme positive eonclusiaas

,therafmm

'.rhe '* speetatar-partieipam“ problem has zmt been
aamled ané. quite pessi,_;,‘;,‘-,
'peraista ﬁ.n h:is incltnaticm to 20 ta extremess The ext;:-‘em\
on either si&e of tha prablam leads to a cannterﬁalamingv
'reaezian tﬁwardﬁ the . other; but perhaps in the fulness af
time it z‘aally does fiot matters That 48 no selution howevers |
We must reslize ahd ever bé awake to the fact that there .
haVé beeny a‘z‘é and will be many great minds on this earth -
ndnds capabi.e of Pgeeing things étéa’diiy snd seeing them
Whole." Uy then should we be afrald to trust in the
3udgmenm of these o minds and to resp the incaleulable

re%ms frm £ d@ing? Let. us h&ve faith in mrselveﬁ at

:it nev&r will be a8 l@ng as man

' leastu
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