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An Ethnologist's View of History.

Mi, PRESIDEST :
- ES * = k3 £ ¥

The intelligent thought of the world is ever advancing
to a [uller appreciation of the worth of the past to the
present and the Duture.  Never before have associations,
socteties and journals devoled to historical swudies been so
numerous, Al times and tribes are searched for memo-
rigls : the remote corners of modern, medieval and an-
cient periods are broughtunder scruting : and going beyvond
these again, the semi-historic eras of tradition and Lhe
ncbulews gleams from pre-historic milleniums are diligenty
scanned, that their uncertain story may be prefaced to that
registered in *¢the syllables of recorded time.”

In thos masner a vast mass of material 13 accumudating
with which 1he lnstorian has to deal.  Whal now 15 the
real nature of the task he sets belore himself? What is
the mission with which lic is enlrusted ?

To understand this task, o appreciate that mission, he
must ask himself the bread questions : Whatis the aim of
history®  What are the purposes for which it should be
studdied and written®

He will find no lack of answers to these inguirics, all
offered with equal confidence, but singularly discrepant
among themselves.  His embarrassment will be that of
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selection between widely divergent views, cach ably sup-
ported by distinguished advocates.

As I am going to add still another, not exactly like any
already on the list, it may well be asked of me 10 show
why one or other of those already current is not as good
or better than my own, This requires me to pass in brief
review the theories of historic methods, or, as it is properly
termed, of the Philosophy of History, which are most pop-
ular to-day.

They may be classified under three leading opinions, as
follows :

7. History should be an accurate record of events, and
nothing more ; an exact and disinterested statement of what
has taken place, concealing nothing and coloring nothing,
reciting incidents in their natural connections, without bias,
prejudice, or didactic application of any kind.

This is certainly a high ideal and an excellent model.
For many, yes, for the majority of historical works, none
better can be sugpested. T place it fivst and name il as
worthivst of all current theories of historical composition.
But, T wonld submit to you, 15 a literary production answer-
ing to this precept, really Misfory?  Is it anything more
thun o well-prepared annal or chronicle?  Is it, in fact
anything clse than a compilation contaiming the materials
of which real history should be composed?

I consider that the mission of the historian, taken in its
completest sense, is somelhing much more, much higher,
than the collection and parration of events, no matter how
well this is done.  The historian should be like the man
of sclence, and group his fagcts under inductive systems so
as to reach the general laws which conpect and explain
them. e should, still further, be ke the artist, and cn-
deavor so o exhibit these connections under literary forms
that they present to the reader the lmpression of a sym-
metrical and organic unity, in which each part or event
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bears detinite relations o all others,  Collection and colla-
tiont are not enough,  The historian must 4 work up his
field notes,” as the geologists say, so as o extract from his
data all the uszeful results which they are capable of vield-
ngr.

I am quite certain that in these objections I can count on
the suffrages of wost.  For the majority of auwthors write
history in a style widcly diferent from that which 1 have
heen deseribing.  They are distnetly teachers, though
wot at all in accord as o owhal they teach. They are gen-
erally advocates, and with more or less openness maintain
what T call the second theory of the aim of history, to wit:

2, Ilistory should be a collection of evidence in favor of
certain opinions,

In this category are to be included all religious and poli-
tical histories.  Their pages are intended to show the deal-
tugrs of God with man; or the evidences of Christianity, or
of vne of ity sects, Catholiciam or Protestantism ; or the
surc growth of republican or of monarchial institutions ; or
the proof of a divine government of the world: or the
counter-prool that there is no such government: and the
ke,

You will find that most general histories may be placed
in this ¢lass,  DProbably a man cannot himself have very
strong conviclions about pelitics or religion, and not let
them be seen in his narrative of events where such ques-
Hons are prominently present. A few familinr instances
will illustrate this, No one can take either Lingard's or
Macanley's History of England as anything more than
plea for either writer’s personal views.  Gibbon's anti-
Christian feeling is as perceptibly disabling o him in many
passages as in the church historians is their search for
sigcts of Providence,” and the hand of God in human af-
fairs.

AN such histories suffer from fatal flaws.  They are de-
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ductive instead of inductive; they are a defensio senfenti-
arum instead of an /moestipatio vers; they assume the final
truth as known, and go not forth to seek it.  They are
thercfore ¢ teleclogic,” that is, they study the record of
man as the demonstration of a probiem the solution of
which is already known. In this they are essentially
¢ divinatory,” claiming foreknowledge of the future : and,
as overy ethnologist knows, divination belongs to a stad-
fum of incomplete intellectual cnlture, one considerably
short of the highest.  As has been well said by Wilhelm
von Humbeoldt, any teleologic theory ** disturbs and fulsi-
fies the facts of history : ™ and it has been acutely pointed
out by the philosopher Hegel, that it contradicts the notion
of progress and 1s no advance over the ancient tenet of a
recarrent evele.?

I need not dilate upon these errors. They must be pat-
ent to you. No matter how noble the conviclion, how
pure the purpose, there is something nobler and purer than
it, and that is, unswerving devotion tu rendering in history
the truth, the whole truth and nothing but the truth.

I now lurn to another opinion, that which teaches that—

3. Iistory should be a portraiture, more or less ex-
tended, of the evolution of the human species.

This is claimed to be the *scientific” view of history.
It was tersely expressed by Alexander von Humboldt in
the phrase: * The history of the world is the mere cx-
pression of a predetermined, that is, fixed, erolution.”?*

It is that wdvocated by Auvguste Comte, Draper and

1In his epochial essay e Aufgabe des Geschichischreibors.”  Grs-
anmrelte Wepde, B L, 5. 130 It wos repobiished with o discriminating
introduction by Professor Steinthal in Die Spraciphilasopdischen Werke
Wilkedm vow Aoembold s ( Rerlin, 15531

o ey Aweck-Teprifi bewirkt nur sich selbst, vid 5t am Ende was or
im Anfange; in der Unspriinghichkeit, wae,"  Escpelopdiic der philoso-
Piischew Niseemschaffen,  Theil, 1., § 204,

oDt Wellpesehichite i=t der Dlosse Ausdrock einer vorbestinmsten
Entwicklung." {Quoted by Lord Acton.)
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Spencer, and a fow vears ago Prof. Gerland, of Strasburg,
formulated its basic maxim in these words: s Man has
developed from the brute through the action of purely me=
chanical, thercfore fixed, laws. "t

The scientist of to-day who hesitates to subscribe to
these maxis is liable to be regarded as of doubtful learn-
ing or of debilitated intellect. I acknowledge that I am
ome such, and believe that 1 can show sound reasons for
denying the assumption on which this view is based.

It appeirs to me just as eleologic and divinatory as those
I have previously named. It assumes Evolution as a law
of the universe, whereas in natural science it is only a
limited generalization, inapplicable to maost series of natu-
rul events, and therefore of uncertain continuance in any
series.  The optimism which it inculeates is insecure and
helongs 1o deductive, not inductive, reasoning,  The me-
chanical theory on which il is based lacks proof, and is, T
maintain, insulficient Lo explain motive, and, therelore, his-
toric occurrences.  The assumption that history is the
record of a necessary and uninterrupted evolution, progres-
sing: under ironclid mechanical luws, is o precouceived
theory as detrimental to clear vision as are the preoccupa-
tions of the theologian or the political partisan.

Any definition of cvolution which emries with it the
justification of optimism is as crroncous in Listory, as i
would be in biology to assert that all variations are bene-
ficial.  There is no move certiuinty that the human species
will improve wnder the operation of physical laws than
that any individual will; there is fur more cvidence that
it will not, as every species of the older geologic ages has
sncewmbed to those laws, usually without leaving a repre-
sentiative.

T am aware that T am here in oppoesition to the popular

P e Menschhelt hat sich aws nattirlicher, tierischer Grundlage anf
rein natiirliche mechanische Weise entwickelt.,”™  Adatdropolyicke Aei-
trfipe, 521,
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as well as the scientific view,  No commonplace is better
received than that, * Eternal progress is the law of na-
ture:” though by what process clernal laws are discovered
is imperfectly explained.

;"Lpp]i:}d to history, o favorite dream of some of the maost
recent teachers is that the life of the species runs the same
conrse as that of one of its members.  Lord Acton, of Ox-
ford, in a late lecture states that: @ The development of
society is like that of individual:”* and Prof. Fellows, of
the University of Chicago, advances the same opinion in
the words, **ITumanity as a whole developes like a
child.”*

The error of this view was clearly pointed oul some years
ago by Dr. Tobler®  There has been no growth of hu-
manity at larre at all comparable to that of the individual.
There are tribes to-day in the full stone age, and others
in all stages of culture aboveit,  The horizons of progress
liave been as logal as those of geography. No salidacite
of advancement exists in the specics as 2 whole,  Epochs
and stadia of colture vary with race and climate.  The
much talked of “law of conlinuily 7 does zol held good
either in national or intellectual growt,

Such are the erticisms which may be wrged against the
historical methods now 1 vogue. What, you will ask, is
offered in their stead?  That which 1 offer is the viesw of
the ethnologist, Tt iz not o ambitions as some | have
named. It does not dead in eternal Taws, nor divioe (he
distant future. The ecthnologist does nol profess to have
been admitted into the counscls of the Almighty, nor to
have canght in his grasp the seeret purposes of the Uni-
verse.  [le secks the sullicicst reason for known facts, and

VA Leewpe o the Stedy of Aoy, p, o (London, 13g5).

See his article  The Welation of Anthropolegy to the Stody of 1is-

tary,” in P cdaecedcien fovenal of Secfologyy July, 1595,
anlwig Tobler, in his acticle * Zur Philosophle der Geschichie,” in
ihe {','m?m'lﬁ'r.:‘,f-’ l,l')‘u-'r Fétker pavedodogrie, T, XL, 5, 195,




