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FOREWORD

I

The essays m thIS book were wntlen, as all methodological essays
should be written, in the closest intImacy WIth actual research and
against a background of constant and mtensive medItation on the
substannve problems of the theory and strategy of the socIal sciences.
They were written m the years between 1903 and 1917, the most pro
ductive years of Max Weber's life, when he was working on hIS studies
m the sociology of rehglOn and on the second and third parts of WITt

schaft und Gesellschaft. Even before the earhest of the three published
here _" 'ObJectlVlty' in Social Science and Social POhcyUl_ was wnt~
ten, Weber had achIeved eminence m Gennany m a variety of fields
He had already done Important work in economic and legal hIStory
and had taught economic theory as the incumbent of one of the most
famous chairs in Gennany, on the basis of ongmal mvestigations, he
had acquired a specialist's knowledge of the detaIls of Gennan eco
nomic and social structure. HIS always vital concern for the polItical
prosperity of Gennany among the nanons had thrust hun deeply mto
the discussion of political ideals and programmes Thus he did not
come to the methodology of the social SCIences as an outsIder who
seeks to unpose standards on practices and problems of wbIch he "
ignorant The interest which his methodology holds for us to-day is
to a great extent a result of this feature of Weber's career just as some
of its shortcomings from our present pomt of view may perhaps be
attrIbuted to -the fact that some of the methodological problems wbich
he treated could not be sansfactorily resolved pnor to certain actual
developments m research technique.

The essay on "ObjectiVity" had Its immediate ongins In hi,) desire
to clarify the implications of a very concrete problem Weber, together

1 FIrst pubhshed In the Archw fur Sozlalwmenscha/t und Sozialpolthk 10
1904.

III
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Wlth Werner Sombart and Edgar Jaffe, was assuming the edltorship
of the Archzv fur SozialwlSsenschaft und Sozlalpolitik which was, from
Ius assumption of edllorial responsibllity 10 1904 until its suspenSion 10

1933, probably the greatest perIodical publicallon in the field of the
social sciences in any language He WlShed to make expliCIt the
standards wluch the editors would apply and to which they would
expect their contrIbutors to conform In domg so, Ius powerful mind,
which strove restlessly for clarity at levels where hlS contemporarIes
were satisfied with ambiguIties and chche.s, drove through to the funda
mental problems of the relationship between general sociolOgical con
cepts and propoSltions on the one hand, and concrete historical reahty
on the other Another problem which was to engage !urn untll hlS
death - the problem of the relationship between evaluative stand
po1Ots or normative Judg>nents and empincal knowledge - received
ltS first full statement in this essay

"Cntical Studles in the Logic of the Cultural Sciences" was pub
hshed in the Archiu in 1905 It must have been in the process of
production wlule he was also busy With a large scale lOvestigation of
certam aspects of Gennan rural society and with The Protestant Eth,c
and the Spirit of Capitalism The inlncate task of explaining causally
the emergence of an "historical indIVIdual" (in this instance, modem
capitalism) finds its methodological reflection 10 tIus essay wIuch treats
of the nature of explanation of partIcular lustorical events in Its rela
llonshlp to general or universal proposltions At the same tinle, he
continued, on this occasion much more specifically and wllh many
Illustrations, to examme, as he had In the essay on "Objectivity", the
role of evaluative points of view in the selecllon of subject matters
and problems and in the construcllve application of categories HlS
efforts 10 this essay were partly a continuation of his long-standmg,
self-clarifying polemic against "obJeCtiVISm" and "hIstoricism" but its
analysis drew its vividness and its reahstic tone from the fact that he
was continuously attemptlOg to explain to himself the procedures
which he (and other ltnportant historians and SOCial scientlSts) were
actually usmg 10 the choice of problems and in the search for solu
tions to them

"The Meanmg of 'Ethical Neutrahty' in Sociology and Economics"
was pubhshed in Logos in 1917, in the midst of the first World War
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It was a tlIDe when patnotic professors were invoking the authonty
of their academic dLSciplines for the legitimation of their political
arguments, ",hen Weber lmnself was engaged in a senes of titamc
polemics agamst the prevaihng polIhcal system and while he was stUl
working on the socIOlogy of relIgIOn (Perhaps he had already hegun
by this time to work on the more rigorously systemattc F,rst Part of
Wir/schall uad Gesellschalt 2) 'Ihe essay itself was a reviston of a
memQranduIn, written about four years earlier to serve as the basis
of a private dtScussion m the Verein fur Sozwlpol,t'k and never made
publicly acc~sible. A mass of partIcular, concrete interests underhe
this essay- his recurrent effort to penerate to the postulates of
eoonOffilC theory,' hi. eth,cal passion for academic freedom, his fervent
natIOnalist political convIctions and his own perpetual demand for
Intellectual Integrity. Max Weber's ptelising need to know the grounds
for his own actions and his .trong belief that man's digni ty co1lSlSts m
hLS capacity for rational self-detennination are evident throughout
this essay-as well as his contempt for those whose confidence in the
rightness of ,their moral Judgment LS so weak that they feel the urge
to support it by some authority such as the "trend of history" or its
confonnity with scientific doctrine in a sphere in which the powers of
science are definitely hro.ted On this occasion too, Weber worked hh
way through to the most fundamental and most widely ramified
methodological problema m the attempt to reach clanty about the
bases of hLS own practical Judgment Here, of course, he was not
dealing pnmarily WIth the methodology of research, but his procedure
and hh succesa illustrate the fruitfulness of methodological analysis
when it /\as actual judgments and observations to analyz.e rather than
merely a body of roles from which it makes deductiorLS.

The three essays publtShed here do not compnse all of Weber's
methodolo/!,caJ wntmgs-in the Gesammelte Aufsiilze zur Wusen
schaftslehre they cottStihlte only one third of a volume of nearly SiX

2 Recently publIshed by Talcott" Parsom und~r the title Th. Theory of
Social and Economu: OtganUa&lon \London \941)

tJ Cf. b.lB contribution. to the. dlllCUSS1Qn an "Dle PtoduktLVitit del: V()\.ks...
Wlruchaft" at the m~tJ.ng of the: Vercin fUr Sonalpohtlk in 1909 (relmnUd
ttL GC'.sa:JnmcUe A.u.fsa.U:.e Z:1lT SOLt.ologu u.nd Son((.l~ol"(lk) and "Ule Gret.U.\l.tz...
lehre und du psychophY9lsche Grundgesetz" (1908) (reprInted III G,.rammdte
tlu,(situ it,.,.. Wuuft.SchafCslchfC)
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hundred pages One of the most important of his methodological
essays - "Roscher und Kmes und dIe 10glSchen Problems der Im
tenschen National okonoffile" has not been Included in the present
collection, whIle another important sectIon of the Gennan editlOn-
"Methodlsche Grundlagen der SozlOlogJe" - has already been pub
hshed in EngllSh 4 Yet except for the analysIs of the procedure in

volved in the vcrstehende explanation of behavIOur whIch 1s con
tained In the latter essay and in an earlier and les.s elaborate version,
In the essay uUber elmge Kategonen der verstehenden SOZlologle,"5 Ii
the mam propositions of Weber's methodology are fully con tamed here.

II.

In many respects, SOCIal science to-day is unrecogmzably dIfferent
from what It was m the years when tbese essays were written PartIcu
larly in the UOlted States and Great Britam, the SOCIal sciences have
developed a whole senes of techniques of observation and analysis
and have on the basis of these, proceeded to describe the contemporary
world with a degree of concreteness and accuracy which only a ftw
optunists could have expected m Weber's tune. The number of social
SCientists engaged in research has mcreased by a large multiple and
the resources aVallahle for finanCing research hav! hkewISe multIphed
many bmes over The success of the SOCIal SClcnccs in devIsmg pro
cedures of convmcing rehablhty have led to their marrIage With policy
to an extent winch could have been conceIved only In pnnclple in
Weber's tune.

The turn of events and the passage of years have not however
reduced the relevance of these essays The concrete mcidents have
changed - we are no longer concerned to refute the errors of "obl';~c

tJvism" and "professonal prophets" are not a very Important problem
foe us - but the·relationship between concrete research, whether It

be descriptive concrete research or explanatory concrete research, and
general theory has: become a proble!Jl more prf'i<;ing than ever, e\l"en

4 The Theory 01 SOCIal and Econom,c OrganizatIon Chapter I

8 Fmlt publtsned to Logor (1913) Reprmted m Gesamme/te Au(ratze zur
Wl.l"Senschaftr/ehre
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though awareness of It is much less than unIversal Many of our
current advances in research are made in ways which seem to avoid
raiSing the problem-so many of OUT successes are successes in accurate
description m inveStigatIOns In whIch the problem of explanatlon is left
to those who requested the InvestigatIon or who are to "use" the
results SometImes our desIre for accurate descriptIOn 15 so great that
we feel that our intellectual needs are exhausted when that end has
been achieved Moreover much of the aC'ceptance and appreciatIon
of the utilIty of social science m the circles WIth the power to finance
Jt and use It, extends largely to Just theme aspects of sOCIal SCIence
research which afC almost exclusively descriptIve or in whIch the task
of explanatlOn IS dlJlposed of by correiatlOns of mdlces of ambiguous
analybcal rneanmg or by ad hoc common sense interpretatIons The
fact that the correlatIons among the indICes of ambiguous analytical
meanmg 1S often hIgh and that the possIbilIties of successful practical
manIpUlatIOn are thus enhanced constItutes a bamer to our perceptIon
of the need for theory Here, these essays of Max Weber car. perform
a very useful serVIce The substantlve theory Itself w111 not be found
here - that must be sought in part m the other wntmgs of Max
Weber, in part it must be sought In other writers, and in largest part
It IS stul to be created - but the rigorous and convincmg demonstra·
bon of the indlSpensablhty of theory many explanat10n of concrete
phenomena Wlll be found here Although the content of the theory
wl1l have to be sought elsewhere, Weber's methodologIcal writings
also ralSe unportant questlons regarding the structure of a theoretical
system, and the posslbult1es of a variety of theoretIcal systems con
structed around their central problems and ultImately "related to
values"

In the period of his lIfe when he wrote "ObjectiVlty in Social
SCience and Social Policy," Weber 5tll1, under Rickert's influence,
regarded the partIcular and the concrete as the really "value-relevant"
phenomenon which the SOCIal sClentlst must understand and seek to
explain In the appropriate manner For him, at this stage, a system
of general concepts and a general theory was simply an instrument
It lS really Irrelevant as to whether we agree with Weber that 1t lS the
""alue relevance" of concrete events which distmguishes the social
from the natural SCIences - the IIJlportant pomt was that he saw the
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possibility and slgnificance of a general theory. It is most unfortunate
that when he began to elaborate the general conceptual system winch
was to form the first fqUI chapters of WITtschaft and Cess/Ischaft, and
which must have been mtended by him as part of a general theory
which would have explanatory value, he dtd not write a methodo
logical essay on the problems of theory-eonstruction and systematiza
tion in the social sciences. "'Objectivity' in Social Science and Social
Policy" brings the problem before us in a most mtnguing way but
leaves it unsolved In doing so however, it raises ISSUes whIch con
temporary social scientists must face if our knowledge is to rise into
a systematic scientific theory and not merely pile up in a chaos of
unrelated monographs and articles.

The impressive Improvement of socIal science over the three
decades smce Weber's death has heen accompanied by a vast sprawl
of interest over a multltude of subject matters which cannot readily
be coordinated intellectually mto a umfied body of knowledge. In
some measure thIs has been the outcome of random cunosity, m some
instances it has been the result of immedlate practlcal problems But
it is now appropriate to begin to pay more attention to the cnteria
by which problems are to be selected A healthy science, developing.
in a balanced way, would not normally have to concern itself with
this rnatter But it does seem that in the present state of social science
in which theory and observation have tended to run apart from One
another, and m which there has been a scatter of attention over a
large number of unconnected particular problems, sOme Senous Con
Slderation of the criteria of problem-selection would be fruitful. Here
Weber's discussion of "value-relevance" can help to bring order into
the social sciences. HJS dIscussion can heighten OUf self..consciousness
regarding the grounds on .whlch we choose problems for investigation.
More self-consciousness about thJs process and more diSCussion about
it nught also increase the amount of consensus about the substantive
as well as the formal criteria of problem-selection And if this is
coupled with an intensified awareness of the theoretlcal necessities
entaded in concrete empirical investigation, the roances for a growth
of knowledge about certain crucial problems wo!'ld appear, in the
light of our constantly improving technical resources, to be very good.

Weber's appositeness to the present situation of social science
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emerges agam when we tum to still another problem. In Weber's
own life-time social scientists were scarcely ever found in the employ
ment of governments "The Meaning of 'Ethical Neutrality' in Sociol
ogy and Economics" was directed towards the social scientists in
univefSltles who made assertions about the right ends of policy m the
name of thell" scientific or scholarly disciplines, It was mtended to
clanfy the ways and the extent to which statements about policy could
be based on sCientific knowledge. The situation has changed greatly
since then In both the United States and Great Britain very large
numbers of social scientists are employed in Governmental service, and
outside the Government social scientists are becoming increasingly
concerned with "applied social research". In most 10stances the ends
of polley are taken for granted, the social scientists workmg to provide
data about the present situation from wluch the pollcy is to take Its
departure, or to provide estimates of the consequences of alternative
policie.. In a smaller proportion of cases, SOCial scientists believe that
the nght ends of policy can be determined by social science research.
(This "scientlstic" attitude seems to have become more pronounced
with the sCientifically right and necessary ascent to pre-eminence of
the theory of personality, but it h by no means limited to SOCial scien
tists trained m psychology.) Weber's treatment of the relationship
between social science and the ends of action and therewith of polley
should aid social scientists to see both their possibilities and their
limitations It should dissolve the false identification of an apolitical
attitude with scientific integrity, and it should help to refute the
baseless accusatIon that the social sciences are ethically relativistic or
nihilistic either 10 their logical lffiplications or m their empirical con
sequences If it helps social SClentists to think better about the way
in which social science can clarify the assumptions of policy, it will
also help them in the clarification of the cntena of value-relevance
By tracing the assumptions of any policy back to its postulates, the
ClItabllslunent of the "value-relevance" of a subject matter or problem
will also be carried out on a more general or theoretiCal plane
Problems for research will therefore themselves tend to be formulated
with closer regard f'!r their theoretical assumptions, and the move
ment of research interest on to a more abstract plane, where theory
and research Will be fused, will become more likely
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But these are only a few of the many hnes wmch connet:t Max
Weber's methodological analysIs to the mam Issues of contemporary
social SCience 6

EDWARD A SHILS

London, April 1949

6 The most accurate and elaborate studies of Max Weber's methodology
are Alexander von Scheltmg Max Weber's Wusenschalt.dehre (Tiiblngen
1934) and Talcott Parsons The Structure of Soc~al Actlon (Glencoe. IllInOIS,
1949) (Chapter XVI). Useful analyses of some of Max Weber's methodolog
ICal problems Will be found In F A Hayek ~'Scientlsm and the Study of
SOCIety" EconomIC. N S I (1942) II (1943), III (1944) and Karl
PO\J~cr "The Poverty of Hlstonclsm" Eco1L<lmtt:::a I &. II (194:4:)) III (194S)
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I THE MEANING OF ~'ETHICAL NEUTRAUTY
u

IN SOCIOLOGY

AND EcONOMICS • 1

P 1-3. Meaning of uvalue-Judgment"- role of ''value-Judgment''
witlun SClence a dUferent issue from dUl.1'ablhty of espou~nng

''value-judgments'' 10 teaching~rlt:lque of two pOLnu of view
on the latter issue---Weber', own View; P 3.5, Wamng of belief
that ultunatdy only one point of VIew on practical problems 11

correct-lmphcations thereof fOT ""profeuorial prophetsn-what
the student should obtam today from the unIVersIty, l' 6. "Cult
of personality'" and pseudo ethical neu.trahty rejected J P 6-8, Du
ficultle1 in Idea that unLVenlty should be a forum for dIScussion of
value problenLl lrom all standpoints, P 9-10, The difficulties in
volved in rc.~cting the distInction between empirIcal statements
of fact and Itvalue-Judgmenu"--dangen of pseudo-ethlcal neutral
lty-ll1ution of &Clenb6c warrant {or tcuth of via media. P 10-~ '2.
The mistaken objectIons to the dLStJnctlOn between empincal
statements of fact and uvalue.Judgmenu"-the real Issue con
cerns the separatIon of the investigator's own pracbcal valuatiotU
from the establishment of empulcal facu-ambigultles 01 takmg
goals 3! (acts, P 12-fS, HIstorical an~ \ndlVl.duai vanallons in
evaluanom does not prove the neceuary subJCCtlVlty of ethics
deceptIve self..evidence of WIdely accepted "value-Judgments"
---SCIence as a cribc of lIeif-evidence-ceallstlc "sclence of ethic,"
cannot determine what should happen, P 14, Empirical-psycho-
(ogl.c.al. and~t analYlUi of evaluations lead' only to uunder·
standtng expIanatlonlJ

, but It IS not negltgwle--lts defuu.te use in

regard to causal analysis and clarIficatIon, P. 16, SchmoUer wrong
In contentIon that ethical neutrality implies acknowledgment of
only lonna) ethical rules-ethlca1 unperit1.veA not identical WIth
cultural values--normative ethICS per se cannot affer unambig
uous dtreCtlVel for the BOlutlon of certaln social-poutlcal prob-
lems---example of indetenDlnale unphcatioDs of postulate of
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lustlCC----IpeClfic ethical problems., personal and lOCiaI, whIch
ethics cannot settle by Itself, P 16~18, So-called strICtly "formal"
etlucal maxIIllJ do have suhstanuve roeamog-an illwtration
both empirical and non-empmcal value-analysIs of the Illustra
tIon madequate to solve the crUCial Issue Involved-human bfe
a series of ultnnate deClll10ns by wluch the soul uchooses Its own
fate" J P 18·9, Three things can be contributed by an empll'lcaJ
duclplme to the solutIon of policy Issues-what It cannot supply
-the dlStlnctlOD between normative and SClentlfic problems stated
In terms of a senes of contrasted questions, P 20-1, Three func
tiOns of the diSCUSSion of "value-Judgmenu"---such dISCUSSIon IS
emphatically not meanIngless, P 21·2, SelectIon of probleIll5
m SOCial SCience a matter of value·relevancc--<:ultural mterests
and dU'eCbon of scienufic work-the evaluative mterests giVing
direction to sCientific work can be clarified and differentiated by
analysu of "va!ue.Judgmenu"---dlstinCtIOn between evaluation
and valueemterpretatton, P 22-5, "Value-judgmenu'" cannot be
derived from factual trends-l11wtratlOD of the SyndICal13t
ethical and polItlcai hnutatlons of polley of Oladaptatlon to the
possible". P 25-6, Two meamngs of uadaptahon"---dlSpemublllty
of the term when It IS used ev&1uattvely and not m ItS blo)oglcal
meaning) P 26-27) Conflict In SOCIal hle cannot be excluded
Its forms may vary-meanmg of ''peace''--evaluauon of any type
of social order must be preceded by empmcal studt of Its modes
of social selection, but the evaluation IS dlsUnct from the study,
P 27-8, The problem of the meantng of "progress"- whether
mental and psychological "progressive dIfferentIatIOn" IS progress
In sense of "lOner richness" not sCientifically detemnnable-howe
ever the cost of such "progress" can be studied emplrlcally
P 28-30, Applicability of "progress" In the empmcal hIStory of
art-in thIS use the concept of "progress" means "rational",
"technical" progres5-ll1wtratlon of GothiC arclutecture, P 31-2,
Another Illustration (rom tbe hutorlc development of musIc In
Europe) P 32, Techmcal progress In art does not necessarily
lDlplv aesthebc Improvement. although changes In techniQue are
causally speaking. the most important factors ID the development
of art, P 32-3, HIStorians are apt to confuse causal analys1S and
uvalue-judgments"---causal analysLll, aesthetic valuation and value
interpretation are all dlStmct procedures) P 33-5, The meamng
of "rational progress"-tbree senses thereof which are generally
confused-distinctfon between subjectivefy "rationaf' action and
rationally "correct" action-where techmcal progress exiSts
conditions for legitimate use of tenn "economIC progress")
P 36~7, An Illustration of debatable presuppOSItion. of an action
claimed to be "objectively evaluated" as "econOmIcally correct" J

P 37-8, Meanmg of techmcal evaluations of pure eCOnOIDlC9
they are unambiguous only when economiC and aoclal context are
gIven-when technIcal evaluations are made thIS does not settle
quesUons of ulumate evaluatiOns J P 39-40, The nonnaUve valid.
Ity of objects of empirIcal Investigation IS disregarded during the
empirical lDvestlgatlon--example from mathematics-but thIS
dlSregard does not affect the normatlVe valIdIty of nozmatlVe]y
vahd truths as an a pnon basu of all empirical SCience-and yet
uundentandlng1l of human conduct 18 not In terms o{ that which
15 normatively correct as an a priori condItion of all SCientIfic



ANALYTICAL SUMMARY

lnveeugauohs-the uunderstandmg" knowledge of human conduct
and culture Involves conventional rather than nortnaUve vahdlty J

P 4-1-2, The truth value of Ideas IS the guldmg value m 'he
Wfltmg of lOteUeetuaJ hIStory-an illustratIon feom mIlitary his
tory of the posslble atudy of causal effects of erroneous thoughts
and calculation-Ideal types even of mcorrect and sclf-defeatmg
thought necesaary for the detemunlng of c.aUlat1O-n or empU'lcal
events J P 43, The nonnatIve correctness of the Ideal type not
neceuary for Ita use--the func.bon of Ideal-types vu-a-vts em
P1l1cal reality, P 43·6, Nature pf pure C(.ononuc theory-lu ldeal.
tyPiCal character - It 1! apohucal, asserts no moral evaluatlODs
but IS indupenslble for analys1S-~ntJqueof theses of opponents of
pUIe eCQ(l(ltt1lC&--telattOMlup of mean.-end P.~Qp.oatttana to cause·
effect proposItIons whIch economic sCIence can supply--other
probletnll of econonucs, P 46, Factual unportance of the state m
the modem SOCial 8-cene does not establish the state as an
ulttmate value--the View that the state 11 a meana to value IS
defensIble

XUI

II "OBJECTIVITy" IN SOCIAL SCIENCE AND SOCIAL POLlCY 50

P 50, Introductory note on the responsiblhty for and content
of the essay, P 50~1. Problem of relauonslup of practIcal IOClal
critiCism to SCientific SOCial research I P 51-2, Pomts of view
hampenng logIcal (onnulatlOn of dUference between "exu.tenllal"
and "normative" knowledge In soclal-econolD.lc science. P. 52,
Re)cctlon of view that empirical SCIence prOVides norms and
Jdeals--however, criticism vu-a-vlS "value-Judgments" IS not to be
luspended, P 52-3, Appropriateness of means to, and chance o(
achIeVIng, a gIven end are acce5SJble to SCIentIfic analysu, P 53,
SClentlfic analys1I can predlct "costs" of umntended or inCidental
consequences of actIon, P 5:3-4, SCIentliic treatment of "value
Judgment" can reveal uldeas" and ideals underlymg concrete
ends, P 55, The Judgment of the vahdity of values IS a matter
for falth or possIbly for specuJatlve philosophy, but not WIthIn
province of empll'ical scIence-the datmctlOn between empLCJcal
and normative not obliterated by the fact of cultural change.
P 55-7, Illusory self·evidence of consensus on certam goals
problems of SOCJal pohcy are not merely technical-naIVe bellef In
the scientIfic dedUCibility of normatively desirable cultural
values--cultural values are ethIcal lUlperatives only for dog.
maticalIy bound rellgtous sects, P 57.8, The vIa media of the
practical pohtician or syncretic re1auVlsm 18 not warranted as
(oerect by SCIence, P 58, The mexpugnable difference between
arguments appealmg to (1) enthusuum and feeling (2) ethIcal
conscience (3) capacIty as a sCientIfic knower. P 58-9,.5clentlfic:
ally valid SOCial sCience analysiS can stnve for supra-cultural
valid1.ty I P 59-60, Reasons for expreSSing r'value~judgments" If
they are dearly formulated as such and dlstmgwshed from ,clen
tlfic statements I P 61-2, The r&ogmtion of SOCIal problefll8 IS
value·oriented--eharacter of the ArchlU In the past, In the future.
P 63, What I.!l the meanmg oloblectlvell valId truth in the SOCial
SCIences, P 63-4, Scarcity of means IS the basIC characterIstic of
SOClo-economlC subject matter-what a SOCIal sCience problem
lSI P 64-6, DlstmctlOn between "economic", "economically rele~
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vane" and ueconomIcally condItIOned" phenomens; P 66, Condl"
tion for the ex.tstence of soclal-economIc problems--extent of the
range of SOCIal-economics, P 66-7, Put concerns and central
present aIm of the Archlv, P 67, Study of society from the eco
nOnuc POint of View "one-slded" but mtentlonally so-the
"5OClaf' as subJect of Btudy needs specification, P 68·71. Cul
tural phenomena not dedUCIble from materIal m'tereets-<hffer
ence betwet:n crude montstlc matenalIstlc conception of hiStory
and useful critIcal use of the economic pomt of View-analogous
dogmatiC excesses On the part of other SCiences, P 72, "One
Slded" vIewpoInts n~ce!sary to realIze cogniUve goal of empmcal
SOCIal sCience mqulJ'ing mto selected segments of concrete realIty.
P 72-3, CrItena of hIStorian's se1ectlon not solely from requue
menU of dIacovery of laws or ultlIllale psycholOgIcal factors
these aJ"e at most prebmmary to the desued type of knowledge
characterIZation of the latter, P 75-6, Four tasks of the deSired
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The Meaning of "Ethical Neutrality"
in Sociology and Economics

By "VALUE-JUDGMENTS" are to be undentood, where nothing
else IS implied or expressly stated, practical evaluations of the unsat
lSfactory or satisfactory character of phenomena subJect to our influ
ence. The problem involved In the ufreedom" of a given science
from value-judgments of this kind, ie, the validity and the meaning
of this logical principle, is by no means idenocal with the question
which is to be d.:lCussed shortly, namely, wh.etD.er in teaching one
should or should not declare one's acceptance of practical value
Judgments, deduced from ethical principles, cultural ideals or a plulo
sophical outlook. This question cannot be discussed scientifically
It is itself entirely a question of practical valuation, and cannot
therefore be definitively settled W,th reference to thlS issue, a wlde
variety of views is held, of which we shall only mention the two
extremes At one pole we find (a) the standpoint that the distinc
tion between purely lOglCally deduclble and empIrical factual
assertions on the one hand, and practical, ethical or phllosophlcal
value-judgments on the other, is correct, but that, nevertheless (or
perhaps, preClsely because of tM), both classes of problems properly
belong within the area of instruction At the other pole we encounter
(b) the propoSlllon that even when the dIStinction cannot he made
in a logically complete manner, 11 is nevertheless deSltable that the
assertIon of value-Judgments should be held to a mmimum

The latter pomt of Vlew seems to me to be untenable Especially
untenable lS the dlStmction which is rather often made m our field
between value-judgments of a partisan character and those whIch
are non-partisan. This dIStinction only obscures the practIcal Implt-
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catlOns of the preferences which are suggested to the audience Once
the assertion of value-Judgments from the academIc platform IS ad
IUltted, the contentIOn that the universIty teacher should be entirely
devoid of "pasSIOn" and that he should aVOId all subjects which
threaten to arouse over-heated controversIes constltutes a narrow
IUlnded, bureaucratic opinion which every mdependent teacher must
reject. Of the scholars who beheved that they should not renounce
the assertIOn of practIcal value-Judgements In emplncal dIscus
SIOns, it was the most passIOnate of them - such as Treitschke - and
in his own way, Mommsen, who were the most tolerable As a result
of their mtensely emotional tone, their audIences were enabled to
discount the Influence of theIr evaluations In whatever dlstortion was
mtroduced into their factual asserl1ons. Thereby the audiences did
for themselves what the lecturers were temperamentally prevented
from doing. The effect on the minds of the students was thus guaran
teed the same depth of moral feelmg which, m my opinion, the pro
ponents of the assertlOn of pracucal value-judgments in teaching
want to protect, without the audIence's bemg confused as to the
logical disjunction between the d1Iferent spheres. This confusion
must of necessity occur whenever the exposition of empirical facts
and the exhortation to take an evaluauve poslUon on important
issues are both done WIth the same cool dISpassionateness

The first point of view (a) is acceptable and, can indeed be accept
able from the standpoint of its own proponents, only when the teacher
sets as his unconditional duty, in every smgle case, even to the point
where it mvolves the danger of making hIS lecture less lively or
attractive, to make relentlessly clear to his audience, and especially
to himself, which of !us statements are statements of log>cally deduced
or empirically observed facts and whtch are statements of practical
evaluations. Once one has acknowledged the log>cal disjunction be
tween the two spheres, it seems to me that the assumption of this
attitude is an imperative reqUIrement of intellectual honesty; in this
case it is the absolutely minimal requirement.

On the other hand, the quesuon whether one should in general"
assert practical value-judgments in teaching (even with this reserva
tion) is one of practical universi ty pohey. On that account, it must
in the last analysis, be deCIded only with reference to those tasks
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which the indiVIdual, according to Jus own value-system, assigns to
the universil1es. Those who on the basis of their qualIfications as
teachers assign to the universities and thereby to themselves the uni
versal role of moulding human beings, of inculcating political, ethical,
""thetic, cultural or other attitudes, will take a dlfferent posltlon than
those who believe it necessary to affirm the fact (and its consequences)
that the academic lecture-hall achieves a really valuable influence
only through specialized training by specially qualified persons. For
the latter, therefore, "mtellectual integrity" is the only specific virtue
which it should seek to inculcate. The first pomt of view can be
defended from as many different ultimate value-positIOns a3 the sec
ond. The second (which I personally accept) can be derived {rom
a most enthusiastic as well a3 from a thoroughly modest estimate of
the significance of speciahzed training (Fachb.ldung) In order to
defend this view, one need not be of the opinion that everyone should
become as specialized a3 possible One may, on the contrary, hold
the view in question because o1)e does not wish to see the ultimate
and highest personal decisions which a person must make regarding
his life, confounded with specialized training - however highly one
may estimate the significance of specialized training not only for
general intellectual training but indirectly also for the self-dlSC1pline
and ethical atl1tude of the young person One may hold the latter
view because one does not wish to see the student so influenced by
the teacher's suggestions that he 15 prevented from solving his probleJl1S
on the basis of his own conscience

Professor Schmoller's favorable disposition towards the teacher's
assertion of his own value-judgments in the classroom is thoroughly
intellig>ble to me personally as the echo of a great epoch which he
and his fdends helped to create. But even he cannot deny the fact
that for the younger generation the objective situation has changed
considerably in one unportant respect. Forty years ago there existed
among the scholars working in our disciphne, the widespread belief
that of the vadous possible points of view in the domain of practical
political prefereuces, ultimately only one was the correct one.
(Schmoller himself to be sure took tIus position only to a limited
extent) . Today this is no longer the case among the proponents of
the assertion of professorial evaluations - as may easily be demon-
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strated. The legitimacy of the assertion of prolessorial evaluatlons
is no longer defended in the name of an ethical lmperanve whose
comparatively simple postulate of justIce, both 10 ,ts ultima.te founda·
tions as well as 10 its consequences, partly was, and partly seemed to
be, relatively unambiguous and aba.e all relatively impersanal (due
to its spe£1fically suptapersonal character) Rather, as tile result
of an inevitable development, it is now done in the name of a patch.
work of cultural values, i,e., actually subjectIVe demands on culture,
or quite openly, in the name of the alleged "rights of the teacher's
personahtv." One may well wax indignant over this, but one can·
not - because it is a value'Judgment - refute this point of view 01
all the types of prophecy, tlu, "personally" tmted professona\ type

of prophecy is the only one which is altogether repugnant An un·
precedented situation exists when a large number of officially accred.
ited prophets do not do their preaching on the stteets, or in churches
or other public places or in <ectaria" conventicles, but rather feel
themselves competent to enunciate their evaluations on ultimate
questions "in the name of sci~nce" in governmentally privileged lec
ture halls in whlch they are neither controlled, checked by discussion,
nor subJect to contradiction It is an axiom of long standing, which
Schmoller on one occasion vigorously espoused that what took place
in the lecture hall ,hould be held separate from the arena of puhhc
dlScussinn Although it is po'Slble to conte;'d that even SCIentifically
this may have its disadvantages, I take the VIew that a ~IJectUre."

should be drfferent from a "speech." The calm rigor, matter-of·
factness and sobrlery of the lecture decline, With definite pedagog
ical losses, when the substance and manner of pubhc mSCUSSlOn are
introduced, m the style of the press This privilege of freedom from
outside control seems m any case to be appropnate only to the
sphere of the specialized qualifications of the professor There is,
however, no specialized qualificatIon for personal prophecy, and for
this reason it is flot entitled to that privilege of freedom from external
control Furthermore, there should be no exploitation of the fact
that the student, in order to make his way, must attend certain educa
tional institutions and take courses with certain teachers, with the
resutt that m addition to what is required, ie, the snmulation and
cultivatIon of his capacity for observation and reasoning, and a certain
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body of factual infonnation, the teacher shps in his own uncontrad.ct
able evaluatlOn!., which though sometimes of considerable interest,
are often qUlle trivial.

L.ke everyone else, the professor has other facilit.es for the d.ffu
sion of his ideals When these facilities are Iackmg, he can easily
create them in an appropriate {onn, as experience has shown In the
case of every honest attempt But the professor should not demand
the nght as a professor to carry the marshal's baton o( the statesman
or refonner in his knapsack This is Just what he does when he uses.
the unassailabl1ity of the academic chair for the expression of pohtical
(or cultural-pol.tIcal) evaluatIons In the press, in public meetmgs,
in associations, in essays, in every avenue which is open to every other
CItizen, he can and should do what Ius God or <!remon demands
Today the student should obtam, from his teacher in the lecture hall,
the capacity: (1) to fulfill a gIVen task in a workmanlike fashion; (2) •
definitely to recognize facts, even those which may be personally un
comfortable, and to distinguish them from his own evaJua!Jons, (3)
to subordinate himself to his task and to repress the impulse to exlubit
his personal tastes or other sentiments unnecessarily This is vastly
more important today than it was forty years ago when the problem
did not even exist in t\us fonn It IS not true - as many people have
insisted - that the "personahty" IS and should be a 'whole" in the
sense that it is injured when it is not exhibited on every poSSIble
occasion.

Every professional task has its own Umherent nonmn and should
be fulfilled accordmgly In the execution of his professional respon
sib.lity, a man should confine hinlSelf to .t alone and should exclude
whatever is not strictly proper to .t - particularly his own loves and
hates The powerful personal.ty does not manifest itself by trying
to glVe everytlung a "personal touch" at every poss.ble opportunity
The' generation which is now growing up should, above aU, again
become used to the thought that "being a personality" is som'ethmg
that cannot be deliberately striven for and that there is only one way
by which .t can (perhaps') be achieved' namely, the whole-hearted
devotion to a "task" whatever it (and Its denvatlve "demands of the
huur") may be It IS poor taste to mix personal questions with spe
cialJzed factual analyses. We deprIve the word "vocation" of the
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only meaning which still retains ethical significance if we fail to carry
out that specific kind of self-restraint which it requires. But whether
the fashionable "cult of the personality" seeks to dominate the throne,
public office or the professorial chair - its impressiveness is super
ficial. Intrinsically,.t is very petty and it always has prejudicial
consequences Now I hope that it is not necessary for me to empha
size that the proponents of the views against which the present essay
is directed can accomplish very little by this sort of cult of the "per
sonality" for the very reason that it is "personal." In part they see
the responsibtliues of the professorial chair in another light, in part
they have other educational ideals which I respect but do not share.
For this reason we must senously consider not only what they strive
to achieve but also how the VlCWS which they legitimate by their
authority influence a generation with an already extremely pro
nounced predisposition to overestimate its own importance

Finally, it scarcely needs to be pointed out that many ostensible
opponents of the assertion of political value-judgments from the aca
demic chair are by no means justified when, in seeking to dIScredit
cultural and social-political discussions which take place in public,
they invoke the postulate of "ethical neutrality" which they often
misunderstand so gravely The indubitable existence of this spuri
ously "ethically neutral" tendentiousness, which (in our discipline)
is manifested in the obstinate and dehberate partisanship of powerful
interest groups, explains why a significant number of intellectually
honest scholars still continue to assert their personal evaluations from
their chair. They are too proud to identify themselves with this
pseudo-ethical neutrality. Personally I believe that, in sp.te of this,
what is right (in my opinion) should be done and that the influence
of the value-Judgments of a scholar who confines himself to cham
pioning them at appropriate occasions outside the classroom, wl1l
increase when it becomes known that he does only his "task" inside
the classroom. But these statements are in their tum, all matters
of evaluation, and hence scientifically undemonstrable.

In any case the fundamental principle which justifies the practice
of asserting value-Judgments in teaching can be consistently held only
when its proponents demand that the spokesman for all party
preferences be granted the opportunity of demonstratmg the.r vahdlly



THE MEANING OF "ETHICAL NEUTRALITY" 7

on the academic platfonn.1 But m Gennany, moistence on the right
of professors to state their evaluations has been associated with the
opposite of the demand for the equal representation of all (even the
most "extreme") tendenCles Schmoller thought that he was being
entirely consIStent from . Ius own premises when he declared that
"Marxists and Manchesterites" were disqualIfied from holding aca
demic posillons although he was never so unjust as to ignore their
scientiJic accomplishments It IS exactly on these pomts that I could
never agree with our honored master. One obviously ought not
JUstify the expression of evaluations in teachmg - and then when the
conclusions are drawn therefrom, point out that the umversity is a
state institution for the traming of "loyal" administrators. Such a
procedure makes the university, not mto a specialized technical school
(which appears to be so degradmg to many teachers) but rather into
a theological seminary - except that It does not have the latter's
rehgiOUll dignity.

Attempts have been made to set up certain purely "logical" limits
to the range of value-judgments which should be allowed from the
academic chair. One of our foremost jurists once explained, in dis.
cussing his opposillon to the exclusion of socialists from umversity
posts, that he too would not be willing to accept an "anarchist" as
a teacher of Jaw since anarchists deny the validlty of law in general
- and he regarded his argument as conclusive My own opinion
is exactly the opposite An anarclUst can surely be a good legal
scholar. And if he is such, then indeed the Archirnedean point of
Ius convictions, which is outside the convenllons and presuppositions
which are so self-evident to us, can equip him to perceive problems
m the fundamental postulates of legal theory which escape those who
take them for granted. Fundamental doubt is the father of knowl.
edge. The jurist is no more responSIble for "provmg" the value of

1Hence: we cannot be satisfied with the Dutch prmclple 1e, emanCipation
of even theological faculties. fram eonf~ssiona1 reuuements, together WIth the
freedom to found universItIes as long 83 the following conditiOns are ob
served guarantee of finances, maintenance of standards as to qualIfications
of teachers and the priVate right to found chairs as a patron's gUt to the unJ·
venity Thll gWe8 the advantage to those with large sums of money and to
groups which are already In power Only clerIcal Circles have, as far as we
know, made use of this privilege
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those cultural objects whIch are relevant to "law" than the physician
is responSlble for demonstratmg that the prolongatlOn of hfe is desir
able under all condIl1ons NeIther of them 15 in a poSltion to do this
with the means at their disposal If, however, one wishes to turn
the uruversity into a forum for the dIscussion of values, then It
ohvlOusly becomes a duty to permIt the most unrestramed freedom
of dIscussion of fundamental questIons from all value-posItiOns Is
this possIble> Today the most decisive and 'mportant questions of
practical and political values are excluded from Gennan universitIes
by the very nature of the present pohtical situatlOn For all those
to whom the interests of the nation are more important than any of
Its particular concrete institutIOns, a question of central importance
is whether the conception whIch prevaIls today regardmg the pOSltion
of the monarch In Germany 1'1 reconcilable wIth the world-mterests
of the nation, and WIth the instruments (war and dIplomacy) through
wIDch these are c:xpressed. It IS not always the worst patnots nor
even anti-monarchists who gIve a negative answer to thIS question
and who doubt the poss'bihty of lastmg success in both these spheres
as long as very basic changes are not made Everyone knows, how
ever, that these vItal questions of our national life cannot be dIscussed
WIth full freedom in Gennan universities 2 In VIew of the fact that
certain value-questIons whIch are of deCISIve polItIcal sIgnIficance are
permanently banned from unIversity dIScussIon, it seems to me to
be only in accord WIth the dignity of a representatIve of SCIence to be
szlent as well about such value-problems as he is allowed to treat

But in no case, however, should the unresolvable question - un
resolvable because it IS ultimately a questIon of evaluation - as to
whether one may, must, or should champIon certam practIcal values
in teaching, be confused with the purely logIcal dISCUSSIon of the
relationshIp of value-Judgments to empIrical dISCIplInes such as Soci
ology and economics Any confUSIOn on thIS pomt wIll impede the
thoroughness of the discussion of the actual logical problem Its
solution WIll, however, not give any dIrectIves for answenng the other

2This 15 by no means peculiar to German,. In almmt every country there
exut. openly or hidden. actual restramts The only differences are In the
character of the particular value-questIOns whIch are thus excluded
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queslIon beyond two purely logIcal requirements, namely clarity and
an exphclt separatiOn of the different types of problems

Nor need I dIscuss further whether the dIStInctiOn between empIr
Ical statements of fact and value-Judgmenu IS "dIfficult" to make.
It is All of us, those of us who take this position as well as others,
encounter the subject time and agaIn But the exponents of the
c;;o-called uethical economICS" particularly should be aware that even
though the moral law IS perfectly unfulfillable, ,t IS nonetheless "Im
posed" as a duty The exanllnatlon of one's conSCI:nce would per
haps show that the fulfillment of our postulate is espeCIally dIfficult,
Just because we reluctantly refuse to entcr the very allunng area of
values Wlthout a tltdlatlng "personal touch." Every teacher has
observed that the faces of his students hght up and they become
more attentIve when he begins to set forth hIS personal evaluations,
and that the attendance at his lectures is greatly Increased by the
expectatlOn that he WIll do so Everyone knows furthermore that in
the competitIOn for students, UnIVersitIes in making recommendations
for advancement, wIll often give a prophet, however minor ,,,,;,ho
can fill the lecture halls, the upper hand over a much superior scholar
who does not present his own preferences Of course, it is under
stood in those cases that the prophecy should leave sufficiently un
touched the polItical or conventiOnal preferences which are generally
accepted at the tIme The pseudo-"ethically-neutral" prophet who
speaks for the dominant interests has, of course, better opportumties
for ascent due to the mlluence which these have on the pohtical
powers-that-be. I regard all this as very undeSIrable, and I will also
therefore not go mto the propoSItion that the demand for the exclu
sion of value-Judgments IS "petty" and that it makes the lectu~es

"boring" I will not touch upon the question as to whether lectur
ers on specialized empirical problems must seek above all to be
lImteresting" For my own part, in any case, I fear that a lecturer
who makes hIS lectures slImulating by the insertIon of personal evalua
tIons 'Wlll, m the long runJ weaken the students" taste for sober
empincal analysis

I w,ll acknowledge Wlthout further discussion that ,t is possible,
under the semblance of eradIcating all practical value-Judgments, to
suggest such preferences with espeCIal force by simply "lettIng the
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facts speak for themselves" The beller k10d of our parliamentary
and electoral speeches operate in this way - and quite legitimately,
given their purposes No words should be wasted 10 declaring that
all such procedures on the universIty lecture platform, particularly
from the standpomt of the demand for the separation of judgments
of fact from judgments of value, are, of all abuses, the most
abhorrent The fact, however, that a dIShonestly created dlusion of
the fulfillment of an ethical unperative can be passed off "" the
reality, constitutes no crillcism of the imperatIve itself. At any rate,
even if the teacher does not beheve that he should deny hinlSelf the
right of ,,"serting value-Judgments, he should make them absolutely
."pl"it to the students and to himself

Finally, we must oppose to the utmost the WIdespread view that
scientific Hobjectlvity" IS achieved by weIghmg the various evaluations
against one another and makIng a "statesman-hketl compromise
among them. Not only IS the "mIddle way" just as undemonstrable
scienufically (with the means of the empmcal scIences) "" the "most
extreme" evaluations, rather, in the sphere of evaluations, it is the
least unequivocal It does Bot belong in the univerSIty - but rather
in political progrWlS and in parhament The sciences, both norma
tl've and empirical, are capable of rendering an inestimable service
to persons engaged m pohtical actiVIty by tellIng them that (I) these
and these "ultlInate" positions are concelVable with reference to this
practical problem; (2) such and such are the facts which you must
take into account in making your chOIce between these positions
And with this we Come to the real problem

Endless misunderstanding and a great deal of terminological
and hence sterile - conflIct have taken place about the tenn uvalue
judgment." ObVIously neIther of these has contnbuted anything to
the solullon of the problem It is, as we saId m the begtnning, quite
clear that in these dIscussions, we are concerned with pTt2ctical evalua
bons regarding the desirability or undesirab,hty of social facts from
ethical, cultural or other points of view In spite of all that I have
said,S the following "objections" have been raIsed in all seriousness:

81 must refer here to what I have said in other essays In thu volume (tht'
posub1e madequaeu::s of parttcular fo:rrnulattons on certam pomts do not
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sCIence strives to attain "valuable" results, meamng thereby logically
and factually correct results whIch are scientifically significant, l11ld
that further, the selection of the subject-matter already Involves an
"evaluatIon" Another almost inconcelvable misunderstandIng which
constantly recurs is that the propOSItIons which I propose imply that
empirical science cannot trtat ";subjective" evaluations as the subject..
matter of its analysIS - (although sociology .md the whole theory of
margmal utility in economics depend on the contr9.ry assumpoon).

What is really at !Ssue 1S the mtnnSIcallv sunple demand iliat
the investigator and teacher should keep uncondItionally separate
the establishment of empirical facts (includmg the "value-oriented"
conduct of the empirical indiVidual whom he IS investIgating) l11ld
hir own practical evaluatJons, ie, his evaluation of these facts as
satisfactory or unsatisfactory (including among these facts eVIIlua
tions made by the empmcal persons who are the objects of investiga
tIon.) These two thIngs are logically dlffereot and to deal with
them as though they were the same represents a confusion of entirely
heterogeneous problems In an otheIWlse valuable treatise. an author
states. "an investigator can however take his own evaluation as a
'fact' and tru:.n draw conclusions {rom It." What is meant here is a'S
indi,plltedly correet M the expres"on ch",en h mhleading. N"turally
it can be agreed before a d"eu"ion that a certain practical measure'
for instance, the covering of the costs of an increase in the SIze of
the army from ilie pockets of the propertied class should be presup
posed In the dIScussion and that what are to be discussed are meanS
for its execution This is often qu.ite convenient. But such a. com
monly postulated practical goal should not be called a "fact" m the
ordinary Sense but an " a priori end" That this is also of two-fold
significance wdl be shown very shortly in the dtscussion of "means"
even if the end which is postuJated as "mdlScussrble" were as con
crete as the act of lightIng a rigar In such cases, of cou"'e, disc\IS
sion of the means is seldom necessary 1n almost every case of a
generally fonnulated purpose, as m the illustration chosen above, it

afiect any eSllenUa! aspects of the. ISSue), As to the «ureconCllablhty" Qf ~~
tam ultlmate evaluatIons In a certam sph.ere of problems, cf G, Radbruch.'&
Elnfuhrung in tli~ Rechtw1S1t7lScha/t (2d ed, 1913) I dIverge froln hIm on
c:ertam pomtJ but these are of no 11IKJllficatlce {Dr the problem dllCuiled. here
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is found that in the Wscussion of means, each indIVIdual understood
somethmg quite different by the ostensibly unambIguous end. Fur
thermore, exactly the same end may be stnven after for very diverg
ent ultimate reasons, and these influence the dIScussion of means
Let us however dlSregard this No one will dISpute the idea that a
certain end may he commonly agreed on, while only the means of
attaining it are discussed Nor will anyone deny that thIS procedure
can result in a disCUSSIon whIch IS resolved in a strictly empIrICal
fashion But actually the whole discussion centers about the choice
of ends (and not of "means" for a gIven end), in other words, in
what sense can the evaluatlOn, w}uch the indIvidual asserts, be treated,
not as a fact but as the object of sCIentific criticism. If this question
IS not clearly perceived thcn all further discussion is futile.

We are not concerned WIth the questIOn of the extent to which
ddferent types of evaluatIOns may claIm ddferent degrees of norma
tIve dignity - in other words, we are not mterested in the extt'nt to
which ethical evaluations, for example, differ in character from the
question whether blondes are to be preferred to brunettes or some
similar Judgment of taste These are problems in axiology, not in
the methodology of the empmcal dlSciphnes The latter are con
cerned only with the fact that the validIty of a practical imperative
as a norm and the truth-value of an empIrical propositlOn are abso
luetely heterogeneous In character. Any attempt to treat these logic
ally dIfferent types of propoSItions as identical only reduces the
particular value of each of them ThIS error has been committed
on many occasions, especially by Professor von Schmoller' Respect
for our master forbids me to pass over these points where I find
myself unable to agree WIth h,m.

At first, I might make a few remarks against the view that the
mere existence of historical and mdividual variations in evaluatlOns
proves the neccssanly "subJective" character of etmcs Even propo
SItiOns about empirical facts are often very much disputed and there
might well be a much greater degree of agreement as to whether
someone is to be considered a scoundrel than there would be (even

tIn his essay on "Volkswlrtschaftslehce'· In the Handworterbuch de,. Staatswu
sflftscha!t.n.
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among specialists) concerning, for instance, the interpretation of
a mutilated mscripnon I have not at all perceived the growing
unanimity of all religious groups and fndividuals with respect to
value-Judgments wluch SchmolIer claims to perceive. But, In any
case It is irrelevant to our problem What we must vigorously oppose
JS the view that one may be "sclennlically" contented with the con
ventional self-eVldentness of very Widely accepted value-judgments
The specIfic function of SCIence, it seems to me, IS just the opposite
namely, to ask quesnons about these things which convention makes
self-evident As a matter of fact, Schmoller and his OSSOClates did
exactly this in their time The fact that one investigates the influence
of certain etlucal or religiOUS conVIctions on economIc life and esti
mates It to be large under certam circumstances does not, for instance,
imply the necessity of sharing or even esteeming those casualIy very
Significant convictIOns Likewise, the imputation of a hIghly posi.
tlve value to an ethical or religious phenomenon tells us nothmg at
all about whether its consequences are also to be positIVely valued to
the same extent Factual assertions tell us nothing about these mat
ters, and the mdlvidual will Judge them very dIfferently accordmg
to hIS own rehgwus and other evaluatIOns All this has nothing to
do wIth the question under dIspute. On the contrary, I am most
emphatically opposed to the view that a realJstlc "scIence of ethICS,"
J e, the analysIS of the influence which the ethical evaluatIOns of a
group of people have on their other conditIOns of hIe and of the influ
ences which the latter, 10 theu tum, exert on the fonner, can produce
an "ethICS" whIch will be able to say anything about what should hap
pen A "realIstlc" analysis of the astronomical conceptions of the
Chmese, for mstance - which showed the practical motives of their
astronomy and the way In whIch they earned Jt on, at which results
they arrived and why - would be equally mcapable of demonstratmg
the correctness of thiS Chmese astronomy SImilarly the fact that the
Roman surveyors or the Florenune bankers (the latter even In the
divisIOI1 of qUite large fortunes) often came to results whIch were Irre
condable With trigonometry or the multiplication table, TalSes no
doubts about the latter

, The empincal-psychological and hlStonral analysIS of certam
evaluatIons WIth respect to the indiVIdual SOCial conditions of theIr
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emergence and continued existence can never, under any circum
stances, lead to anything other than an "und.rstandm~' .xplanation.
This is by no means negligible. It is desirable not only because of
the incidental personal (and non-scientific) effect: namely, being
able "to do justice" more eanly to the person who really or apparently
thinks differently It also has high scientific importance: (1) for
purposes of an empincal causal analysis wluch attempts to establish
the really deCISive motives of human actions, and (2) for the com
munication of really divergent evaluations when one is discussing
with a person who really or apparently has different evaluauons from
one's self. The real SJgnificance of a discussion of evaluations lies in
its contnbuuon to the understanding of what one's opponent - or
one's self - really means - Le., in understanding the evaluations
which really and not merely allegedly separate the discussants and
consequently in enabling one to take up a position with reference
to this value. W. are far removed, then, from the Vlew that the
demand for the exclusion of value-judgments In empirical analysis
implies that discussions of evaluations are sterile or meaningless. For
the recognition of their evaluauve character is indeed the presupposi
tion of all useful discussions of this sort Such fiscussions assume
an insight into the possibility of, in principle, unbridgeably divergent
ultimate evaluations "Understandmg all" does not mean "pardon
ing all" nor does mere understandmg of another's viewpoint as such
lead, in principle, to its approval Rather, it leads, at least as easily,
and often with greater probability to the awareness of the issues and
reasons which prevent agreement. This is a true proposition and it
is certainly advanced by "discussions of evaluations" On the other
hand, this method because it is of a quite different character, cannot
create either a normative ethic or in general the binding force of an
ethical "imperative." Everyone knows, furthermore, that iIle "ttain
ment of such an ethic is externally, at least, Impeded by the relativiz
ing effects of such discussions This does not imply that they should
be avoided on that account. Quite the contrary. An "ethical" con
viction which is dissolved by the psychological "understanding" of
other values is about as valuable as religious beliefs which are de
stroyed by scientific knowledge, which is of course a quite frequent
occurrence Finally, when Schmoller asserts that the exponents of
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"ethical neutrality" in the empIrical disciplInes can acknowledge only
"formal" ethIcal truths (m the sense of the Cr;hque of Pracheal
Reason) a few corrunents are called for even though the problem, as
such, is not mtegral to the present ISsue.

Fmt, we should reject Schmoller's implIcation that ethical impera
tives are Identical with "cultural values" - even the highest of them.
For, from a certam standpoint, "cultural values" are lIobhgatory"
even where they are 10 mevitable and irreconcilable conflict with
every sort of ethics LIkewise, an ethic which rejects all cultural
values IS possIble WIthout any internal contradIctions In any case,
these two value-spheres are not identical. The assertion that "form
al" prOpOSItiOns, for example, those 10 the Kantian etlucs, contain
no material duecuves, represents a grave but widespread nusunder
standing. The poSSIbIlity of a normatIve ethics IS not brought into
question by the fact that there are problems of a pra~tical sort for
wluch it cannot, by Itself, offer unambiguous dlrectlves (Among
these practIcal problems, I believe, are included m a partIcular man
ner, certain institutlonal, i e., "sOCla1~pohtical" problems) Nor is
the pOSSIbility of normatIve ethics placed 10 doubt by the fact -that
etlucs is not the only thing in the world that is "valId"; rather it
eXlsts alongsJde of qther value-spheres, the values of whIch can,
under certaIn condItions, be reahzed only by one who takes etlucal
"responsibIlity" upon hmtself. This applies particularly to political
actIOn. It would be pusIllammous, m my op1Olon, to attempt to deny
this conilict. This conilict moreover IS not peculiar to the relations
between polItics and etmcs, as the customary juxtaposItion of H pn..
vate" and "pohtical" morality would have It. Let us invdtigate
some of the "limlts" of ethics referred to above

The unplicatlons of the postulate of "lustlce" cannot be decided
unambiguously by any ethic. Whether one, for example - as would
correspond most closely WIth the views expressed by Sclunoller - owes
much to those who achieve much or whether one should demand
much from those who can accomplish much, whether one should,
e g , In the name of justice (other conSIderations - for mstance, that
of the necessary "mcentlves" - being dISregarded for the moment)
accord great opportunItIes to those WIth eminent talents or whether
on the contrary (lIke Babeuf) one should attempt to equalize the
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lnJusoce of the unequal distnbutiOn of mental capacItIes through the
rigorous proVision that talented persons, whose talent giVes them
prestIge, must not utIlIZe their better opportunities for theIr own bene

fit - these questions cannot be defimtely answered The etlueal
problem 1D most soclal-pohucal Issues IS, however, of thiS type.

But even m the sphere of pe..onal conduct there are qulte spe
cllic ethical problems whIch etlucs cannot settle on the basis of its
own presupposiuons These mclude above all, the baSiC questiOns
(a) whether the intnnsic value of ethIcal conduct - the "pure WIll"
Or the "conSCIence" as It used to be called - IS sufficient for Its justi
ficatIOn, followmg the maXIm of the ChrIStian morahsts "The Chris
han acts nghtly and leaves the consequences of rus action to God" J

or (b) whether the responSiblhty for the predIctable consequences of
the actJOD IS to be taken into conSIderation All radIcal revolutlOnary
pohtlcal attitudes, particularly revolutlOnary I'syndicahsm," have their

point of departure m the fi..t postulate, all Realpolltlk m the latter.
Both invoke ethIcal maxlms But these maxims are m eternal con
fuct - a conflIct whIch cannot be resolved by means of etlues alone

Both these ethtcal maxims are of a stnctly "fonnal" character In
-tlus they resemble the well-known axIOms of the Cntlque ot PractIcal
Reason It is WIdely believed that as a result ~f tlus formalIsm, the
latter dId not generally contain substantive mdlcatlons for the evalua
tion, of action. This however is by no means true Let us purposely
take an example as distant as pOSSlble from polltICS to c1anfy the
meanmg of the much-dIscussed "merely fonnal" character of tms
type of etlues If a man says of Ius erotic relationshIps with a woman,
"At first our relatlonsmp was only a passion, but now it represents a
value," - the cool matter-of·factness of the Kantian Cnhque would
express the fi..t half of thiS sentence as follows: "At fi..t, each of us
was a means for the other" and would therewith claim that the whole
sentence is a specIal case of that well-known prmciple, which people
have been singularly wilhng to View as a stnctly hiStorically condi
tioned expression of an "indiVIdualistIc" attitude, whereas it was, in

truth, a brdhant formulation which covered an muneasurably large
number of ethical SItuations, whIch must however be correctly under
stood In lIS negative form and excludmg any statement as to what
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would be the opposite of treatIng atlother person 'las a mean9,1J it
obvioUllly contains (1) the recogmtion of autonomous, extra-ethical
spheres, (2) the deInmtat,on of the eth,cal sphere from these, and
finally, (3) the determmatlon of the sense m wluch dIfferent degrees
of etmcal status lIUly be ,mputed to actlv'ty onented towards extra
ethlcal values Actually, those value-spheres which permit or pre
scnbe the treatment of the other llonly as a means" are quite hetero
geneous vis-a-vis ethics This cannot be carried any further here J

it shows, in any case, that the "formal" character of that hIghly
abstract ethIcal prOposltlOn IS not mdIfferent to the substantIVe content
of the actlOn But the problem becomes even more complIcated.
The negatIve predIcate itself, whIch was expressed in the words
"only a paSSion," can be regarded as a degradation of what is most
genuine and most approprIate m hfe, of the only, or, at any rate,
the royal road away from the Impersonal or supra-personal "value"
mechanIsms which are hoshle to ]lfc, away from enslavement to the
lifeless routme of everyday existence and from the pretentiousness of
unrealIt,es handed down from on h'gh At any rate, It 15 pOSSIble to
imagine a conceptIOn of thlS standpoint wluch - although scommg
the use of the term ('value" for the concrete facts of expenence to
which it refers - wO\lld constitute a sphere clalmmg Its own "1m·
manent" dIgnIty in me most extreme sense of the word. Its claim
to this dignity would 1I0t be mvalIdated by Its hostilIty or indIfference
to everything sacred OJ" good~ to every ethical or 'iw:os.thetk law, and to
every evaluation of cultural phenomena or personality Rather lts
dIgnity might be claimed just because of thiS hostllity or indJfference.
Whatever may be our athtude towards thlS cla.>m, It lS stlll not dem
onstrable or "refutable" WIth the means afforded by any "science tI

Every empirical consideratlOn of thIS situatlOn would, as the
elder M,ll remarked, lead to the acknowledgment of absolute poly
theism as the only appropriate metaphysiC A non-empirical approach
oriented to the interpretation of meaning, or in other words, a genuine
"",ology could not, all proceeding further, overlook the fact that a
system of "values," be it ever so wel!...ordered, is unable to handle
the situation's cI11CJaJ lssue It 15 really a question not onIy of
a\ternauves between va\ues but oi an ineconci\ab\e death-stt'\l.gg\e,
like that between "God" and the "Devil" Between these, neIther
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relativization nor compronuse IS possible. At least, not In the true
sense There are, of course, as everyone realizes in the course of rus
hfe, compronuses, both in fact and in appearance, and at every pomt.
In almost every important attitude of real human beings, the value
spheres cross and interpenetrate The shallowness of our routinized
d:uly existence in the most significant sense of the word consists
mdeed in the fact that the persons who are caught up in it do not
become aware, and above all do not wish to become aware, of t1us
partly psychologically, part pragmatically condltlOned motley of
JrreconCIlably antagonisuc values They avoid the choice between
"God" and the uDevil" and their own ultJrnate decision as to which
of the con/hcUng values wl1l be dommated by the one, and which by
the other. The frUIt of the tree of knowledge, which IS dIstasteful to
the complacent but whIch IS, nonetheless, inescapable, consists In the
insight that every smgle important acUVlty and ulumately hfe as a
whole, if It is not to be pennitted to run on as an event in nature but
18 instead to be consciously guided, is a series of ultilnate decisions
through which the soul - as 10 Plato - chooses Its own fate, 1 e , the
meaning of lIS activity and existence. Probably the crudest misunder
standing which the representatIves of thIS point of view constantly
encounter is to be found in the claim that thIS standpomt IS urela_
Uvistic" - that It IS a phIlosophy of life wh,ch is based on a view of
the interrelations of the value-spheres which is dIametrically opposIte
to the one it actually holds, and whIch can be held Wlth consistency
only if it 1S based on a very special type of ("organic") metaphysics

Returnmg to our speCial case, it may be asserted without the
possIbIhty of a doubt that as soon as one seeks to derive concrete dIrec
tives from practical pohtical (particularly economic and social
politIcal) evaluatlODS, (I) the Indispensable means, and (2) thc
mevttable repercusslons, and (3) the thus condItioned competition of
numerous pOSSIble evaluallons In their prUCl!cal consequences, are
all that an emptncal dtsciphne can demonstrate with the means at its
dISposal PhIlosophical dlSclphnes can go further and lay bare the
"meaning" of evaluatIons, ie, their ultIma.te meaningful structure and
their meaningful consequences, in other words, they can mdIcate
their "place" within the totalIty of all the possible uultimate" evalua~

tlOns and delimit their spheres of meaningful validity Even such
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simple questions as the extent to whtch an end should sanction un
avoidable means, or the extertt to which undesired repetC\1S.'lions
should be taken into consideratlon, or how conflicts between several
concretely conllicting ends are to be arbitrated, are entirely matters
of choice or compromise There is no (r{'tional or empincal) scien
tific procedure of any kind whatsoever which can provide us with a
deciskm here The soe,al sciences, which are strictly empincal sciences,
are the least fitted to presume to save the mdividual the dIfficulty of
making a cllOice, and they should therefore not create the impression
that they can do so

Finally it should be explicitly noted that the recognition of the
existence of this situatJon is, as far as: our disciplines are concerned,
completely independent of the attitude one takes toward the very
brief remarks made above regardmg Ihe theory of value. For there
is, in general, no logically tenable standpoint from which it could be
denied except a Juerarchical ordenng of values unequivocally pre
sctJbed by ecclesiastical dogmas. 1 need not consider whether there
really are persons who assert that such problems as (4) does a con
crete event occur thus and so or otherwi.., or (b) why do the concrete
events in question occur thus and so and not otherwise, or (c) does
a gllren event ordinarily succeed another one accordwg to a certain
law and with what degree of probability - are not basiClllly differ
ent from the problems: (az) what should one do in a concrete situa
tion, or (b.) from which standpoints may those situations be satisfac
tory or unsatisfactory, or (c.) whether they are - whatever their
form - generally formulatable propositions (axioms) to which these
standpoints can be reduced There are many who insi5t further that
there is no logical disjunction between such equines as, (n) in which
direction will a concrete situation (or generally, a situation of a cer
tam type) develop and wtth what greater degree of probability in
which particular direction than in any other and (b) a problem
which investigates whether one Jhould attempt to influence the de
velopment of a certain situation in a given direction - regardless of
whether it be the one in wlid> it would also move if left alone, or
the opposite direction or one which is different from either. There
are those who assert that (a) the problem as to which attitudes
towards any given problem specified persons or an unspeCIfied number
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of persons under specIfied condillons wIll probably or even certainly
take and (b) the problem as to wbether the attltude which emerged
In the SltuatlOn referred to above is 1'1ght - are m no way dIfferent
from one another The proponents of such Vl~ wIll resist any state
ment to the effect that the problems In the above-Cited JutxapoSlllotls
do not have even the slightest connechon with one another and that
they really are "to be separated from one another II These persons
will Insist furthermore that theIr position 15 not in contradiction With
the requirements of sCIentific thinking Such an attItude IS by no
means the same as that of an author who concedmg the absolute
heterogeneity of both types of problems, nevertheless, In one and the
same book) on one and the same page, Indeed in a prim Ipal and
subordmate cJause of one and the same sentence, makes statements
bearing on each of the two heterogeneous problems referred to above.
Such a procedure IS StflCtly a matter of chOice All that can be de
manded of him IS that he does not unwIttingly (or Just to be clever)
deceive hiS readers concerning the absolute heterogeneIty of the
problems Personally I am of the opmlOn that nothmg JS too
IlpedantIc" If it is useful for the aVOidance of confusions.

1 hus, the discussion of ,alue-Judgments can ha,e only the fol
lowmg functions

a) The elaboration and exphcatlOn of the ultunate, Intemally
"consistent" value~axioms, from whIch the divergent attitudes are de..
rived People are often m error, not only about their opponent's
evaluatlons, but also about then own ThIS procedure IS essentially
an operation which begms with concrete partIcular evaluations and
analyzes their meanmgs and then moves to the more general level of
irredUCible evaluatIOns It doe,; not use the techmques of an emplncal
dIscipline and It produces no new knowledge of facts Its "vahdIty"
IS similar to that of lOgiC

b) The deductIOn of "ImpIications." ([or those ac.ceptmg certain
value-Judgments) \... hICh follow from certam irredUCible value-axwffis,
when the practIcal evaluatIon of factual SItuatIons IS based on these
aXioms alone ThIS deduction depends on one hand, on logIC, and
on the other, on emplncal observations for the completest possIble
casuistic analyses of aU such empIrical situations as are 10 pnnciplr
subject to practlcal evaluation
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e) The detemunatJon of the factual consequences which the real
Ization of a certam practical evaluatIon must have (1) In consequence
of bemg bound to certam indISpensable means, (2) in consequence of
the inevitability of certain, not directly desired repercussions These
purely empirical observations may lead us to the conclusion that (a)
it is absolutely impossIble to realize the ob}ect of the preference, even
in a remotely approxunate way, because no means of carrying it out
can be discovered; (b) the mOre or less considerable improbability of
lts CQmptete CoT even apprOXlmate Tealiutitm, clther fot the same

reason or because of the probable appearance of undesired repercus
sions whIch might dlTectly or indirectly render the realization unde.
sirable, '(c) the necesSIty of takmg into account such means or such
repercussions as tbe proponent of the practical postulate in question
did not consider, so that his evaluation of end l means, and repertUs
slons becomes a new problem for hIm Fmally d) the uncovenng
of new axioms (aud the postulates to be drawn from them) which
the proponent of a Pnlct!cal postulate did not take into considera
bon Since he was un;lware of those axioms, he did not fannulate
an attitude towards them although the execution of his own postulate
wnlbcts with the other> eIther (l) in principle or (2) as a result of
the practical consequences, (I e, logICally or actually) In (I) it is
a matter in further discussion of problems of type (a), m (2), of
type (e).

Far from bemg meamngless, value-discussions of thIS type can be
of the greatest uttz,ty as long a' their potenllahtie' are correctly
understood

The utllity of a discu,,,on of prachcal evaluation, at the right
place and in the correct sense js, however, by no means exhausted
with such direct "results'" When correctly conducted, it Can be ex
tremely valuable for empIrical research in the sense that it provides
It WIth problems-for investigation .

The prohlems of the empincal dISciplines are, of course, to be
solved "non-evaluatlvdy" They are not problems of evaluatIOn But
the problems of the social sdences are selected by the value-relevance
of the phenomena treated Concermng the significance of the expres
sion 'relevance to valucsH I refer to my earlier writings and above
all to the works of Hemrich Rickert and Will forbear to enter upon
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that question here. It should only be recalled that the expressIOn
"relevance to values" refers simply to the philosophical interpretation
of that specifically scientIfic "interest" which determines the selection
of a given subject-matter and the problems of an empirical analysis

In empirical investigation, no "practical evaluationslJ are legitl
mated hy this strictly logical fact. But together with histoncal ex
perience, it shows that cultural (i e., evaluatIve) interests give purely
empirical scientific work its d.rection. It is now clear that these
evaluatiVe interests can be made more explicit and dlfferentiated by
the anal~,,"s of value-Judgments These conSlderably reduce, or at any
rate lighten, the task of "value-interpretation" - an extremely impor
tant preparation for empirical work - for the scientific mvestigator
and especially the historian'

Instead of entering once more on this basic methodological prob
lem of value-relation, I will del'! in greater detail with certain issues
which are of practical importance for our disciplines

The belief i. still widespread that one should, and must, or at any
rate, can derive value-judgments from factual assertions about
Utrends U But even from the most unambiguous "trends," Una.tl1blgu.
ous nonus can be derived only with regard to the prospectively most
appropriate mean. - and then only when the irreducible evaluation
is already given The evaluations themselves cannot be derived from
these utendencies" Here, of course, the tenn c-means" is being used
in the broadest sense One whose irreducible value is, for in·
stanccJ the power of the state, may view an absolutistic or a radIcal
democratic constitution as the relatively more appropriate means,
depending on the circumstances It would be highly ludicrous to
interpret a change from a preferenee for one of these types of con-

aSince not only the dlstmcuon between evaluation and value-relatIons but
also the dJSbnction between evaluatlon and value-interpretatlon (i e, the
elaboration of the varJOUS poSSIble meanIngful attitudes towards a gi\ren phe
nomena) 1lI very often not clearly made and SlDce the consequent ambIguItieS
impede the analysis of the logical nature of hllltory, I wul refer the reader
to the remarks In IlCntical StudIes In the Logic of the Cultural SCiences"
These remarks are not, however, to be regarded as In any way conclusJve
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stltutions to another as a change in the "ultimate" evaluation itseH.
Obviously, however, the individual is constantly being faced with the
problem as to whether he should give up his hopes in the realizability
of his practical evaluatlOns if he IS aware of a clear-cut developmental
tendency (a) which necessitates, if the goal is to be realized, the
application of new means wluch are ethically or otherwise dubious;
or (b) which requires the taking mto account of repercussions which
are abhorrent to him, or (c) which finally renders hIS efforts quixOllc
as far as their success IS concerned But the perception of such "de
velopmental tendenClcs" which are modifiable only wlth more or
less dIfficulty by no means represents a unique case. Each new fact
may necessitate the re-adjustment of the relations between end and
indispensable means, between desired goals and unavoidable sub
sidIary consequences. But whether this readjustment should take
place and what should be the practical conclusions to be drawn there
from is not answerable by empirical science - in fact it can not be
answered by any science whatsoever. One may, for example, demon
strate ever so concretely to the convinced syndicalist that his action
is socially "useless" ie, it is not likely to be successful in the modifica
tion of the external class position of the proletariat, and that he even
weakens this greatly by generating "reactlOnary" attItudes, but still
- for him - if he is really faIthful to his convictions - this proves
nothing. And this IS so, not because he is mad but because froID his
point of view, he can be "right" - as we shall discuss shortly. On
the whole, people are strongly mchned to adapt themselves to what
pTomlScs success, not only -'" is self-eVldent -wi\h Wlpect to \he
means or to the extent that they seek to realize their ideals} but even
to the extent of giving up these .very ideals In Gennany this mode of
behavior is glonfied by the name RealpolitIk. In any case, It IS not
easIly intellIgible why the practitioners of an empirical science should
feel the need of furthering this kind of behavior by providing their
'alute of approval for existmg "trends." Nor do we see why empirical
SCIentists should transform the adaptation to these "trends" from
an ultunate value-probICIn, to be solved only by the individual as his
conscience dictates with referenLe to each particular situation) into
a prmciple ostensibly based on the authority of a IIscience u

In a sense, successful pohtical action 15 always the "art of the
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possible" Nonetheless, the possible Ii often reached only by strivmg
to ?>tt?>in the iml'osslbk that hes beyond It Those specific quahties
of our culture, whIch, despIte our drfferences In vIeWpOInt, we aU
esteem more or less POSluvely, are not the products of the only con·
sIstent ethIc of "~adaptabon' to the possible," namely, the bureau
cratIc morahty of ConfuCIamsm. I, for my part, will not try to
dIssuade the nation from the VIew that action') are to be judged not
merely by theIr mstrumer:ltaJ value but by their intrinsic value as
well In any case, the faIlure to recogmze thIS fact lmpedcs our onder
standmg of reahty To cite the syndIcahst agam It IS sense1eCis even
loglcaI1y to critzcize lfi tenus of its "Instrumental valuej

) an action
which - 1£ consistent - must be guided by Its Umtnnsic value" The
central concern of the really consistent syndicalISt must be to pre
sorve m himself certain a\t'tudes winch .eem to hIm to be absolutely
valuable and sacred, as well as to induce them in others, whenever
possIble The ultimate aim of hlS actions whIch are, mdeed, doomed
in advance to absolute failure, is to give hIm the subjective certainty
th~t his attitudes are "genuine," ie, have the power of "proving"
themselves in action and of showing that they are not mere swagger
For this purpose, .uch action. are perhaps the only means A.ide
from that - if It IS consistent - its kmgdom, like that of every
"absolute value" ethICS, )5 not of thIS world. It can be shown strictly
"scientIfically" that this conceptIon of his Ideal IS the only internally
consistent one and cannot be refuted by c":.temal "f(\( ts" I thmk
that a servtce is thereby rendered to the proponents as well as the
opponents of syndlcahsm - one whIch they can rightly demand of
science Nothmg is ever gained in any -SCientific sense whatever hot
H on the one hand," and lion the other," by seven reasons "for" and

~ix uagainstn a certain event (for Instance, the general strike) and
by weighmg them off agamst one another in cameralistic fashion or
hke modern Chinese adminIstrative meqlOranda. The task of an
ethIcally neutral science m the analysIS of syndicahsm IS completed
when it has reduced the syndlcalistic standpomt to its mo.,t rational
and Internally consistent {ann and has empirically investi~ttd the
pre--condillons for its f'XIstence and its practical consequence$. Whether
one should or should not be a syndicalISt can never be proved without
reference to very definite metaphySIcal premi.es whIch are never
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demonstrable by science If an officer blows himself up with his
fortifications rather than surre.nder, ius action may, in a given case,
be absolutely futile in every respect, but the exIStence or non-exIStence
of the attitude which Impels such an action wIthout inqulnng into
Its utIlity is not a matte~r of Indifference In any case, it would be
Just as incorrect to designate It as "meaningless" as would be such
a designation of the consIstent syndicalist's action It IS not partICU
larly appropriate for a professor to recommend such Cato-hke acts
of courage from the comfortable heights of a universIty chair But
he is also not required to laud the opposite extreme and to declare
that it is a duty to accommodate one's ideals to the opportumties:
which are rendered available by existing "trends" and SItuations

We have been makmg repeated use of the expressIon "adapta
tIOn" (Anpassung) m a meaning "hlch has been sufficiently clear
m each context But actually it has two meamngs' (I) the adapta
bon of the means for attammg a given ultimate goal In a particular
SItuation (Realpolltlk m the narrower sense), and (2) adaptation
to the chances, real or Imagmary, for ImmedIate success m the
selection of one's ultImate value-standpoint from among the many
poSSIble ultimate value-standpOInts (tillS is the type of Realpol.tik
which our government has followed for the last 27 years WIth such
notabJe success I) But its connotatIons are by no means exhausted
with these two For this reason, I thmk that It IS advisable to drop
this widely misused tenn entirely when we dISCUSS our problem
evaluative problems as well as others It IS entirely ambiguous as a
scientific tenn, although it perpetually recurs both as an "explana
tion" (of the occurrence of certain ethlcaJ Vlews in certain social
groups under certam conditions) and as an "evaluation" (e g, of
these factually existing ethical views which are Said to be objectively
uappropriate" and hence objectively "correct" and vafuable).

It is not very helpful in any of these usages smce it must always
be interpreted m order for the proposItions m whIch it is used to be
understood. It was origmally used in bIology and if it is understood
In its biok>gtcal meaning, i e., as the relatIvely determinable chance,
given by the environment, for a SOCIal group to mamtain it! own
psycho-physical heritage through reproductIOn, then the social strata
which are economically the best provided for and whose lives are the
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most rationally regulated, are according to birth statistics, the WOrst
adapted The few Indians who lived in the Salt Lake area bef"re
the Mormon migration were in the biological sense - as well as m
all the other of its many conceivable empirical meanings - just as
well or poorly "adapted" as the later populous Mormon settlements
This term adds absolutely nothing to our empirical understanding,
although we easily delude ourselves that It does. Only in the case of
two otherwise absolutely identIcal organizations, can one assert that
a particular concrete difference is more conducive to the continued
eXIstence of the organizatIon which has that characterutIc, and which
is therefore "better adapted" to the given conditIons But as regards
the evaluation of the above situation, one p~rson may assert that the
greater numbers and the material and oilier accomplishments and
characteristics which the Mormons brought there and developed,
are a proof of the superiority of the Mormons over the Indians, while
another person who abominates the means and subsidiary effects
mvolved in ilie Mormon eililcs which are responsible at least in part
{or those achievements, may prefer the desert and the romantic exist
ence of the Indians No science of any kind can purport to be able to
dissuade these persons from their respective vIews. Here we are
already confronted wiili the problem of the unarbitratable reconciha-

\
tiOD of end, means, and subsidiary consequences.

Strictly and exclusively empirical analysis can provide a solution
only where it is a question of a means adequate to the realization of
an absolutely unambiguously given end The propositIOn· x is the
only means by which y can be attained, IS m fact merely the reverse
of the proposition y is the effect of x The term "adaptedness"
(and all other related terms) do not provide.- and this is the
maio thing - even the slightest hint about the value-judgments
which they contain and which they actually obscure - just as does
for example, the recently favored tenn "human economy" (Men
schenokonomie) wluch in my opioion is fundamentally confused De
pendIng on how one uses the term, either everything or nothing in
society is "adapted" Conflict cannot be excluded from social life.
One can change its means, its object, even its fundamental direction
and its bearers, but it cannot be eliminated. There can be, iostead
of an external struggle of antagonistic persons for external objects, an
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inner struggle of mutually lovmg persons for subjective values and
therewith, instead of external compulsion, an inner control 1m the
fonn of erotic or charitable devotIon). Or ,t can take the form of a
sublective conflict in the md,vidual's own mind. It is always present
and its influence IS often greatest when it is least notIced, ie, the
more its course takes the fonn of indifferent or complacent pasSIvity
or self-deception, or when it operates as uselection" "Peace" is DOth·

mg more than a change in the form of the conflict or in the antagon
ists or in the objects of the confuct, or finally in the chances of
selection Obviously, absolutely nothing of a general character can
be said as to whether such shifts can withstand examinatlOn accord
mg to an ethical or other value-judgment Only one thmg is indis
putable: every type of social order, w,thout exception, must, if one
wishes to evaluate it, be examined with reference to the opportunities
which it affords to certam types of persons to rise to positions of super
,ority through the operation of the various objective and subjective
selectIve factors. For empirical investigation is not reaJly exhaustive
nor does there exist the necessaTy factual basIS for an evaluatIon,
regardless of whether it is consciously subjective or claims objective
validity This should at least be borne in mind by our many colleagues
who believe that they can analyze social change by means of the
concept of "progress." This leads to a closer consideration of this
,mportant concept

One can naturally use the tenn Ilprogress" In an absolutely non·
evaluative way if one identifies it with the Ucontmuation" of some
concrete process of change viewed in isolation But in most cases,
the situation 13 more comphcated We w111 review here a few cases
from different fields, in which the entanglement with value-judgments
is most intricate.

In the sphere of the emotional, affective content of our own sub
jective behavior, the quantitattve increase and - what is usually
bound up with it - the qualitative diversification of the possible
modes of response can be designated as the progress of psychic "dif
ferentiatIOn" without reference to any evaluations This usually im
plies the preference for an increase in the "scope" or cccapaeity" of
a concrete "mind" or - what is already an ambiguous term - of
an "epoch" (as in Simmel'. Schopenhauer und Nietzche).
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Undoubtedly such a "progressIve dIfferentiation" does exlSt Of
course, It must be recognized that It IS not always really present when
It IS beheved to be An Increased responsweness to nuances - due
sometImes to the Increased ratiOnalIzation and IntellectuahzatIon of
hfe and sometimes to the Increase In the amount of Importance whIch
the mdlvidual attrIbutes to all his actIOns (even the least Slgmficant)
- can very often lead to the IllUSion of progressive dlfferentIation
ThIS responSIveness can, of course, eIther mdicate or promote thIS
progressive dIfferentiation Appearances are deceItful, however, ~md

I thmk that the range of tlus IllUSIOn is rather conSiderable. Be that
as It may, It exists, and whether one deSIgnates progressIve dIffer
entiatIon as "progress" IS a matter of terrmnologlcal convenience But
as to whether one should evaluate It as Hprogress" In the sense of an
Increase in "mner rIchness" cannot be deCIded by any empIrical
dlSclphne. The empmcal dlSclphnes have notlung at all to say about
",hether the vanous posslbdilles in the sphere of feehng which have
Just emerged or whIch have been but recently raIsed to the level of
con~clOusnessand the new "tensIons" and "problems" whIch are often
assOCIated with them are to be evaluated m one way or another
But whoever WIShes to state a value-Judgment regardmg the fact of
differentiation as such - which no empincal dISCIpline can forbid
and seeks a pomt of view from whIch this can be done, wIll come
upon the questIon as to the pnce which IS u pa1dlJ for this process
(msofar as It IS more than an intellectualIstIC Illusion) We should
not overlook the fact that the pursuit of "expenenceu

- whIch has
been having a great vogue in Germany - might, to a large extent, be
the product of a dlminishing power to stand the stress of everyday
lIfe and that the publIclty whlch the mdlvidual feels the increasmg
need of giving to hlS "experIence," can perhaps be evaluated as a
loss in the sense of privacy and therewith In the sense of propriety
and dIgnity At any rate, m the sphere of the evaluatlOn of subJec
tIve experience, "progressive differentiation" 15 to be Identrfied with
an Increase In "value" only in the intellectualistIc sense of an increase
In self~awareness or of an increasmg capacity for expressIon and
communlcatIon

The SItuatIOn is somewhat more I comphcated if we conSider the
apphcabIhty of the concept of "progress" (in the evaluallve sense)
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in the sphere of art It IS from I1me to I1me energetically disputed,
nghtly or wrongly, depending on the sense in wh.ch .t lS meant There
has never been an evaluative approach to art for wh.ch the d.chotomy
between u art" and "non_art" has sufficed Every approach dlStin
guishes between "attempt" and "reahzatlon," between the values of
various realizauorlS and between the complete fulfillment and that
whIch was abortive m one or more points but which was not never
theless entirely worthless This lS true for the treatment not only of
a concrete, mdividual creative actIon, but also for the artIstic striv
lOgs of whole epochs The concept of "progress" when applied to such
situations is of trivial significance because of Its usual utibzation for
purely technical problems But in itself .t lS not meamngless

The problem is quite d.fferent as far as the purely empirical
hUloT,. of art and the empirical SOCIology of art are concerned For
the first, there is naturally no "progress" in art WIth respect to the
aesthetic evaluation of works of art as meaningful realizauons An
a.esthetic evaluation cannot be arrived at with the means afforded
by an empirical approach and It JS indeed qUIte outSIde its province
'The empirical history of art can use only a techmcat rational con
cept of "progress," the utihty of which follows from the fact that lt
limits Itself enl1rely to the establ15hment of the technical means
which a certain type of artistic impulse applies when the end 15
definitely g,ven. The significance of these unpretentious mvestiga
tions 15 easIly underestImated or else they are mIsinterpreted in the
fashion of the modish but qUlte unconsequential and muddle-headed
type of lCconnois,;eur" who claIms to have "understoodn an artist as
a result of havmg peered through the blmds of the artlSt's studio and
examined what is obVlous in his style, ie, his "manner n UTec.h_
nlcal" progress, correctly undentood, does mdeed belong to the
domain of art hIstory, because it (and its Influence on the artistIC
impulse) is a type of phenomenon which IS determinable m a
strictly empincal way, ie, WIthout aesthetic evaluatIon. Let us CIte

certain illustrations whIch WIll clarify the meaning of Utechnical''l
M used in the hIStory of art.

The origin of the Gothic style was primarily the result of the
technically successful solutLOn of an architectural problem, namely,
the problem of the techmcal ophmum m the construction of abut-
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ments for the support of the cross-arched vault, m connecl1on WIth
certain detaib which we shall not discuss here. Quite concrete arclu.
teetural problems were solved. The knowledge that In this way a
certain type of vaulting of non-quadratic areas was also made possible
awakened the passionate enthusiasm of the early and perhaps forever
unknown architects to whom we owe the development of the new
architectural style Their technical rationalism applied the new prin.
ciple with a thoroughgoing consistency. Their artistic inlpulse used
it as a means for fulfilling artistic tasks which had until then been
scarcely suspected and swung sculpture in the dIrection of a "fee1mg
for the body" which was stimulated primarily by the new methods
of treating space and surface in architecture The convergence of
tm. primarily technically «lndltioned revolution with certalll largely
socially and religiously conditioned feelings supplied most of those
problems on which the artISts of the Gotluc epoch worked. When
the history and sociology of art have uncovered these purely factual
technical, social, and psychological conditions of the new style, they
have exhausted their purely empirical task In doing so, they do not
uevaluate" the Gothic style in relatIOn, for Instance, to the Romanesque
or the Renaissance style, which, for its own part, was very strongly
oriented towards the technical probleUlS of the cupola and therewith
toward the socially conditioned changes in the arclutectural problem
complex. Nor, as long as it_remains empincal, does art-history
"evaluate" the individual buildmg esthetically. The interest in works
of art and in their resthetically relcvant mdlVldual characteristics is
heteronomously given. It is given by the "",thedc value of the work
of art, which cannot be estabhshed by the empirical disciplmes WIth
the means which they have at theIr disposal

The same IS true m the hiStory of music. From the standpolllt
of the mterests of the modem European ("value-relevance"') its
central problem is' why did the development of harmomc music
from the univer.;ally popularly developed folk polyphony take place
only in Europe and in a partIcular epoch, whereas everywhere else
the rationalization of music took another and most often quite oppo
site direction' interval development by division (largely the fourth)
mstead of through the harmonic phrase (the fifth) Thus at the
center stands the problem of the origin of the thIrd m Its harmonic
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meaningful interpretation, i.e, as a unit m the triad; further: the
harmonIc chromatics; and beyond that, the modem musical rhythm
(the heavy and light beats) - instead of purely metronomic measur
ing - a rhythm without which modem instrumental music is incon
ceivable Here again we are concerned primarily with problems of
purely technical "progress" The fact, for example, that chromatic
music was known long before harmonic mUSIC as a means of ex
pressing Hpassion" is shown by the anCIent chromatic (apparently
homophonous) music for the passlOnate dochmiacs 10 the recently
dIscovered Euripides fragments The ddFerence between ancient mu
SIC and the chromatic music which the great musical experimenters
of the RenaIssance created In a tremendous rational stnving for new
musical dl!Covenes and indeed for the purpose of gmng musical
form to upassion," lay not In the Impulse to artistic expresslOn but
rather in the technIcal means of expression. The technical innova
tion, however, was that this chromatic music developed into our
harmonic 10terval and not mto the Hellenic melodIC half and quarter
tone distance This development, in its tum, had its causes in the
preceding solutions of technical problems. This was the case in the
creation of ratIonal notatIOn (WIthout which modern composition
would not even be conceivable); even before this, In the invention
of certaIn Instruments which were conducive to the hannonic inter
pretation of musical intervals, and above all, in the creation of
rationally polyphonous vocal music In the early MIddle Ages, the
monks of the northern OCCIdental miSSIonary area had a major share
in these accomplishments without even a suspicion of the later signifi
cance of their action They rationalized the popular folk polyphony
for their own purposes mstead of following the Byzantine monks in
allowing the music to be arranged for them by the Hellenically trained
melopolOs Certani SOCIally and rehgiously condItioned characteris
tics of the internal and external SItuation of the OCCIdental Christian'
church enabled thIS musical problem-complex which was essentially
IItechnical" In nature) to emerge from the rationalism peculiar to
Occidental monasticism On the other hand, the adoption and ration
alization of the dance measure, whIch is the source of the musical
form expressed in the sonata, was conditioned by certain forms of
social life in the Renaissance Fmally the development of the piano-
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forte - one of the most Important technIcal mstruments of modern
musIcal development - and its dIssemInatIOn m the bourgeoIs class,
was rooted m the speCIfic character of the rooms III the buIldmgs m
the North European culture area All these are "progressIve" steps
m mUSIcal techmque and they have greatly mfluenced the history of
mUSIC. The empirIcal lustory of mUSIC can and must anaJyze these
features of Its development wIthout undertakmg, on Its own part, an
aesthellc evaluation of the worth of muslcal art Techmcal "progress"
has qUlte often led to achievements which, when evaluated a:sthetic
ally, were lughly Imperfect The focus of mterest, 1 e, the obJect
whIch IS to be histoncally explamed, is heteronomously glven to the
hIStory of mUMc by lts resthetic Slgmficance

In tile field of paintmg, the elegant unpretenUousness of the formu
lation of the problem 10 Wolffim's KlasSlsche Kunst is a qUIte out
standmg example of the posslblhties of empmcal work.

The complete disuncuon between the evaluauve sphere and the
empIrical sphere emerges charactenstlcallv III the fact that the apph
catIon of a certaIn partIcularly "progressive" techmque tells us nothmg
at all about the resthetlc value of a work of art Works of art Wlth
an ever so "pnrnlt:Jve" techmque - for example, pamtmgs made In
Ignorance of perspechve - may resthettcally be absolutely equal to
those created completely by means of a rational techmque, assummg
of course that the artlst confined hIffiseU to tasks to whIch "prImI

tive" technIque was adequate The creatlOn of new techniques sIgm
fies pnmanly increasing differentiatLOn and merely offers the posslblltty
of mcreasmg the "nchness" of a work of art III the sense of mtenSlfy
mg Its value Actually It has often had the reverse effect of "impov_
erIShing" the feelmg for fonn Empmcally and causally speakmg,
however, changes in Utechnique" (m the highest sense of the word)
are mdeed the most Important factors In the development of art

Not only art.hlStonans, but hlStonans III general usually declare
that they will not allow themselves to be depnved of the nght of
assertIng political, cultural, ethical, and resthehc value-Judgments
They even claun that they cannot do theIr work WIthout them Meth
odology is neither able nor does It aim to prescribe to anyone what
he should put mto a hterary work It clalll1S for itself only the right
to state that certam problems are lOgIcally dIfferent from certain
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other problems and that theIr confusIon ill a dtscus'lOn results in the
mutual nu,understanding of the di,cussants. It claims furthermore
that the treatment of one of thele types of problems WIth the mean,
afforded by empmcal ,clence or by logIc 15 meanillgful, but that the
~ame procedure 15 impossIble ill the ca'e of the other A careful
exammatton of htstoncal works qmckly ,how, that when the hI,tortan
begins to Hevaluate," causal analysIS almost always ceases - to the
prejudIce of the ,cienufic results He runs the nsk, for example, of
"explaimng" as the result of a "mistake" or of a "declIne" what IS

perhap, the consequence of ideal, dtfferent from h15 own, and '0 he
fads in hIS most Important task, that IS, the task of "understandmg."
The mIsunderstandIng may be explaIned by reference to two factors
The first, to remam m the sphere of art, denves from the fact the
artt,uc work, may be treated, aSIde from the purely a:sthettcally evalu
ative approach and the purely empmcal-causal approach, by sull a
thud, Ie, the value-tnterpretatwe approach. There cannot be the
least doubt as to the mtrinsic value of this approach and Its In
dlspen,ablhty for every hlstonan. Nor 15 there any doubt that the
ordmary reader of hlstoncal studIes of art also expects trns sort of
treatment It must, however, be emphaSIzed that in its lOgIcal struc~

ture, lt is not tdenttcal WIth the empmcal approach.
Thus It may be saId whoever wi,he, to do empirical research

in the history of art must be able to "understand" artistic productions
ThIS IS, obvlOusly enough, Inconceivable WIthout the capacity for
evaluatmg them The same thmg is true, obviously, for the polttical
hlstonan, the literary hi,torian, the hlStonan of reitgion, or of philoso
phy. Of course, thIS 15 completely trrelevant to the lOgIcal structure
of hIStorical study

We will treat of this later Here we ,hould dISCUSS only the ,ense
In which, apart from resthetic evaluation, one can speak of "progress"
in the hIStory of art It has been seen that thIS concept has a techm
cal and ratlonal SIgnificance, refernng to the means used for the
attainment of an artistic end In this sense It IS reIevant to the empIri
cal analySIS of art I t is now time to examme this concept of
"rational" progress and to analyze its empincal or non-empIncal
character For what has been sald above is only a particular ca.e
of a unIversal phenomenon.
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Windelband's definition of the subject-matter of Ius HIStory of
Philosophy (Tuft's translation, p. 9, 2nd edltion) as ". . the process
in which European human.ty has embodied in sc.enufic conceptions
its views of the world. ." conditions the pracucal use in his own
brilliant work of a specific conception of "progress" wluch IS derived
from this cultural value-relevance. Tlus concept of progress which,
although by no means imperative for every "lustory" of philosophy,
apphes, given the same cultural value-relevance, not only to a Iustory
of plulosophy and to the history of any other intellectual acUVlty but
(here I differ from Windelband [po 7, No I, Section 2]) to every
kind of history. Nonetheless, in what follows we w.tll use the term,
rational H progress" in the sense in which it is employed in sociology
and econOImcs El1ropean and American SOClai and economic life
is "rationalized" in ~ specific way and in a specific sense The expla
nation of this rational12ation and the analysis of related phenomena
is one of the chief tasks of our disciplines Therewith there re-emerges
the problem, touched on, but left open in our dIScussion of the history
of art namely, what IS\ really meant when we designate a senes of
events as urational progress"?

There is a recurrence here of the w.despread confusion of the
three following meanings of the term "progress" (I) merely "pro
gressive" differentiation, (2) progress of technical rationality in the
utilization of means and, finally (3) mcrease in value. A subJectlVely
"rational" action is not identical with a rationally "correct" action,
ie, one wh.ch uses the objectively correct means in accord with
sClentific knowledge Rather, it means only that the subJective inten
t.on of the individual is planfully directed to the means which are
regarded as correct for a given end Thus a progressive subjective
rationalization of conduct IS not necessanly the same as progress in
the direction of rationally or techmcally "correct" behavior Magic,
for example, has been just as systematically "rationahzed" as physics
The earliest intentio~ally rational therapy involved the almost com
plete rejection of the cure of empirical symptoms by empirically tested
herbs and potions in favor of the exorcism of (what was thought to
be) the "real" (magical, da:monic) cause of the ailment Formally,
It had exactly the same highly rational structure as many of the
most important development. m modem therapy. But we do not
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look on these priestly magical therapies as llprogress" towards a u cor·
reet" mode of action as contrasted WIth rule-<>f-thumb ernplriClSm.
Furthermore, not every "progressive" step in the use of "correct"
means is achieved by u progress" In subjective rationality. An increase
in subjectIVely rational conduct can lead to objectively more "effi
cient" conduct but it is not Inevitable. But if, in a single case, the
proposluon IS correct that measure x IS, let us say, the only means
of attaining the result y6 and .f tlus proposItion - which 15 emp.r
ically establishable - IS consciously used by people for the orientatIOn
of theu actIvity to attaIn the result y, then theIr conduct is orIented
in a "techmcally correct" manner If any aspect of human conduct
(of any sort whatsoever) is oriented m a technically more correct
manner than it was previously, techmeal progress exIsts Only an
empmcal discipline, winch accepts the standard as unambIguously
given, can detennine whether "technIcal progress" exists

Given a specIfied end, then It IS possible to use the terms "tech_
meal correctness" and "technical progress" in the applicatwn of
means, without any Insuperable dangers of ambIgu.ty ("Techmque"
IS used here in Its broadest sense, as rational actIon in general' in all
spheres, includmg the pohtical, SOCial, educatiOnal, and propagandist
mampulation and dommation of human beings.) Only when a spe
cdied condition IS taken as a standard can we speak of progress in a
given sphere of technique, for example, commerCIal technique Dr legal
techmque We should make expliCIt that the term "progressn even
In thIS sense is usually only approximately precise because the various
techmcally ratIonal principles conflict Wlth one another and a com
promISe can never be achieved from an "objective" standpomt but
only from that of the concrete mteresls mvolved at the time. We
may also speak of "economic" progress towards a relative optimum
of want-satISfactIOn under condItIons of given resources - if it is
assumed that there are given wants, that all these wants and, their
rank order are accepted, and that finally a given type of economic
order exISts - and WIth the reservation that preferences regarding
the duratIon, certainty and exhaustiveness, respectively, of the satis.

6This IS an empirical statement and nothing but a simple 1nversion of the
rausal proposition jI is an eff~t of x
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fachon of these wants may often conflIct with each other
Attempts have been made to derive the poSSlbll.ty of unambig

Uous and thereby purely t't'(JI1(JmlC evaluatIOns from thIS A charac
teristic example of this 18 the case cited by Professor Liefmann
concerning the intentional destructlOn of goods In order to satisfy
the profit-interests of the producers when the pnce has fallen below
cost This action ]8 then "obJectively" evaluated as "economIcally
correct" But the flaw in thIS assertlon IS that It - and every smlhar
~tatement - treats a number of presuPpolitIons as self-evident when
they reaUy are not self-eVldent first, that the interests of the mdlVid
ual not only often do continue beyond his death, but that they should
always do so Without this leap from the <lIS" category to the Uought"

category, this allegedly "purely economic" evaluation could not be
made m any clear-cut fashion Otherwtse one cannot speak of the
interests of producers and consumers as if they were the Interests of
persons who live on indefinitely. The indIvidual's takmg mto account
of the interests of IDS heirs IS... however, not a purely economtc datum
For concrete human beings are sllbstituted nnpersonal interests who
Use llcapital" in Uplants" and who exist for the sake of these plants
Thl8 is a fictIon which is useful for theoretical purposes, but even as
a fiction .t does not apply to the position of the worker, especially the
cluldless worker. Secondly,.t Ignores the fact of "class posllion"
which, under competitive market conditions, can Interfere WIth the
provision of certain strata of consumers with goods, not only In spite
of, but indeed in consequence of the "optimally" profitable dIStribu
tion of capital and labor in the various branches of production That
"optimally" profitable dIStribution which cond.tions the constancy
of capital investment, 18 for its part, dependent on the dlStnbution of
power between the drlferent classes, the consequences of which in
concrete cases, can (but need not necessarily) weaken the positlOn
of those strata on the market. Thirdly, it ignores the possibihty of
persistently irreconcIlable conflicts of interest between members
of various pohtical groups and takes an 4 prion position in favor of
the "free trade argument" The latter is thus transfonned from a
very useful heuristic instrument into a by no means self-eVIdent evalu,
ation as soon as one begins to derive vaIuo-judgments from It. When,
however, the attempt to avoid this conlhet is made by assuming the



THE MgANING OF "ETHICAL NEUTRALITY" 37

pohtlcal unity of the world economIC system - as is theoretically
allowable - the destruction of those consumable goods 10 the interest
of the producer's and consumer's opllmum return reqUIres that the
forcus of the CrlUClSm be shIfted The CrlUClSm should then be dIrected
against the whole princIple as such of market proVlsion by means of
such mdlcators as are gwen by the optimal returns, expressIve In
money, to the economic umts parUClpatmg In exchange An orgamza
tIOn of the provISIon of goods which IS not based on the competItive
market wIll have no occaSlOn to take account of the constellanon of
Interests as found In the competitive market It will not, therefore,
be reqUIred to wIthdraw consumable goods from consumptIOn once
they have been produced

Only when the followmg condItIons exist - (I) perSIStent mter
csts in profit on the part of unchangmg persons gUided by fixed wants,
(2) the unqualIfied prevalence of private capltahst methods of satis·
Iymg wants through exchange 10 an entIrely lree market, and (3) a
dIsinterested state whIch serves only as a guarantor of the law - is
Professor LIefmann's prOposItIOn correct and then it IS, of course,
self-eVIdent For the evaluatIOn IS then concerned WIth the rational
means for the optImal solutIon of a techmcal problem of distnbutIOn
The constructs of pure economics whIch are useful for analytIcal
purposes cannot, however, be made the sources of practIcal value..
Judgments. Economic theory can tell us absolutely nothing more
than that for the attamment of the gIven techOlcal end x, y IS the
sole appropnate means or is such together WIth yl and y2, that in
the last analySIS these and these dIfferences in consequences and in
rationahty are assocIated WIth y, yl and y2 respectIvely 1 and that
theIr apphcation and thus the attainment of the end x requires that
thf" "subsIdIary consequences," z, zl and Z2 be taken mto account
These are all merely reformulatIOns of causal prOpOSItIOnS, and to
the extent that "evaluations" can be lffiputed to them) they are ex~

elusively of the type which IS concerned WIth the degree of ratJOnahty
of a prospectIve acUon The evaluabons are unambiguous only when
thf" econOffilC end and the social context are ddimtely glVen and all
that fer,lams is to choose between several economic means, when
thf"se dIffer only with respe~t to their certainty, rapidity, and quanti~
tative productIVeness, and are completely identical in every other
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value-relevant aspect. It is only when these conditions have been
met that we evaluate a given means as "technically most correct,"
and it is only then that the evaluation is unambiguous In every
other case, i.e., in every case which IS not purely a matter of tech
nique, the evaluation ceases to be unambiguous and evaluations enter
which are not determinable exclusively by economic analysis.

But the unambiguousness of the final "evaluation" is naturally not
attamed by the establishment of the unambiguousness of a technical
evaluation within the strictly economic sphere Once we pass from
the sphere of technical standards, .." are face to face with the end
less multiphcity of possible evaluations which can be reduced to
manageablllty only by reducing them to their ulumate axloms. For
to mention only one - behind the particular "action" stands the
human bemg. An increase in the subjective rationalIty and in the
objective-technical "correctnessI' of an individual's conduct can,
beyond a certain limit - or even quite generally from a certain stand
point - threaten goods of the greatest (ethical or religious) Import
ance in !us value-system. Scarcely any of us will share the Buddhi.t
ethic in its maximum demands which rejects all purposeful conduct
just because it is purposeful and distracts one from salvation But to
Hrefute" it in the way one refutes an incorrect solutlon in arithmetiL
or an erroneous memcal diagnosis is absolutely impossible. Even
without drawing on such an extreme example, it is easy to see that
as far as an evaluation of them is concerned even indisputably "tech
mcally correct" economic actions are not validated through thIS
quality alDne. ThIS is true without exception for all rationalIZed ac
tIons, inc1udmg even such apparently technical fields as banking
Those who oppose such types of rationalization are by no means
necessarily fools. Rather, whenever one desires to state a value-Judg
ment, it is neceasary to take into account the subjective and objective
social influence of technical rationalization. The use of the tenn
"progress" is legitimate In our disciplines when it refers to "technical"
problems, ie, to the "means" of attaining an unambiguously given
end It Can never elevate itself mto the sphere of "ultimate" evalua·
tions

After all has been said, I still regard the use of the tem1 "prog
ress," even in the limited sphere of its empiricaHy unobjectionable
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apphcatlOn, as very unfortunate
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Another group of problems concerning the place of the rational
in the empirical d1sciplmes still remains to be discussed

When the normatively valid is the object of empmcal mveshga
non, Its normative validity is disregarded. Its llexistence" and not
its "vahdity" 1S what concerns the investigator When, for example,
a statistical analysis is made of the number of "arithmetical errors"
m a certam group of calculauons - which can indeed have a SClen·
tific meamng,- the basic propositions of the multiplication tahle are
vahd for the investIgator in two quite d1fIerent senses In the first
sense, its normative validity is naturally presupposed in his own cal.
culation~ In the recond, however, in which the degree of "correct
ness" of the apphcation of the multiplicatlOn table enters as the
object of the investzgatIon, the SItuation is, logically, quite different.
Here the application of the multiplicatlOn table, by the persons whose
calculations are the subJect·matter of the statistical analysis, is treated
as a maxim of conduct which they have acquired through education.
The mvestigator exammes the frequency with which this maxim is
applied, Just as another statistical investigation might examine the
frequency of certain types of perceptual error The normative "valid·
ity," ie" the "correctness" of the multiplication table is logically
'rrelevant when its applIcation is bemg investigated The statistician,
in studying the calculations of the person investigated, must natuca1ly
accept the convenllon of calculatmg according to the multiphcallon
table. But he would indeed also have to apply methods of calcula
tion which are Hmcorrect" when viewed normatively, if such methods
happened to be regarded as correct in some social group and he had
to investigate statistically the frequency of its "correct" application
(i e, "correct" from the standpoint of the group). For the purposes
of empincal, sociological or historical analysis, our multiplication
table, as the object of such an analysis, is a maxim of practical con
duct which is valid accordmg to the conventions of a given culture
and which is adhered to more or less closely It is nothmg more than
this Every exposition of the Pythagorean theory of music must
'tccept the calcuJati<)n wmch is, to our knowledge~ lCfalseJ,. namely,
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that twelve fifths equal seven octaves Every history of logic must
IIkCWlse accept the h.stoncal existence of logICal statements winch,
for us, are contradIctory Although it IS empathICally understandable,
It is outside the realm of SCIence to respond to such "absurdities" with
explosions of rage as a particularly emment historian of medieval
logic once dId.

This transformation of norrnatwely vahd truths into conventlon
ally valrd opinions, to whIch all Intellectual aCtiVities, includmg even
lOgIc or mathematics, are subject whenever they become the objects
of empirical analyslS7 is completely independent of the fact that the
nonnatIve validity of logIcal and mathematical propositions is at the
same time that a pnoTt basIs of all empIrical sCience Their logical
structure is less SImple m the Case of theIr function In the cmpIncal
InvestigatIon of cultural phenomena ThIs "function" must be carefully
dliferenuated from (al theIr functlOn as the object of the mvesugauon
and (b) theIr functlOn as the a pnon basIS of the mvestigallOn Every
sCIence of psychologIcal and socIal phenomena IS a science of human
conduct (whIch mcludes all thought and atUtudes). These sCIences
seek to "understand" thIs conduct and by means of thI'i und~rstand
mg to "explain" It Umtcrpretatlvely" We cannot deal here wIth the
complex: phenomenon of "understandmg" All that we are mterested
III here IS one particular type namely "ratlonal'~ mterpretauoI1 We
obviously "understand" WIthout further question a person's solutIOn
or a certam problem In a manner whIch we ourselves regard as nor
matively correct The same is true of calculation wJuch IS "correce'
In the- sense that means, whIch are "correct" from our VIewpoint, are
applIed to attain a desired goal Our under.;tanding of these events
is particularly evident (I e, plausIble) because It is concerned with
the realization of the objectIvely uvalid" And nevertheless onC must
guard one's self against the belief that m thIS case what is nonnatively
correct has, from the point of VIew of logIC, the same functIoIl as It

has III its general position as the a prior! of all sClentlfic investigation
Rather Its functIon as a means of "understandmg" IS exactly the same
as it is in the case of purely psychologIcal "empathy" with logically

7The empmcal anal}sl'i referred to above does not attempt to determine their
normative correctness
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urational feelIng and affect-complexes, where it IS a matter of obtaIn
mg an "understandmg" knowledge of them The means employed
by the method of "understandmg explanation" are_Dot normatwe cor
rectness, but rather, on the one hand, the conventiOnal habIts of the
mvestigator and teacher in thInking in a particular way, and on _
the other, as the situation requIres, hIS capaCIty to Hfed hunself"
empath.cally mto a mode of thought which deViates from !us own
and whIch IS nonnatively "false" accordmg to hIS own habIts of
thought. The fact that "error" IS, m pnnclple, Just as accesSIble to
the understandmg as "correct" thmkmg proves that we are concerned
here with the nonnahve1y "correct" type of vahdlty, not as such but
only as an especially ea.ily understandable conventIonal type TIus
leads now to a final statement about the role of "normative correct~

ness" m SOCIal science

In order to be able to "understand" an "incorrect" calculation
or an "incorrect" logical assertion and to analyze Its consequences,
one must not only test it m using methods of correct calculatlOn OT
logical thought but must indeed indIcate by reference to the "correct"
calculatIon or IIcorrect" logic, those pomts at ""hleh the calculatIon
or the logical assertion In question dcvrQtcs from the one wruch the
analyst regards as nonnatively llcorreet" ThlS is not merely neces
sary for pedagogical purposes, which Windelband, for example,
emphasized in the Introduction to his History of PhIlosophy ("warn
mg Signs" against "wrong roads"), and which is in Itself only a
desirable by-product of hIStorical study. Nor is it necessitated by the
fact that every hIStorical inquiry, among the objects of which are
mcluded all sorts of 10gLcal, mathemallcal, or other scienllfic knowl
edge, rests only on the foundation of "truth-value" which we accept
and which IS the only pOSSible ultimate value criterion which de
termines Its selection and progress Even If this were actually the
case, it would sllll be necessary to consider- Windelband's often
made point ie, that progress In the sense of an increase III correct
propositions, mstead of takmg the direct path, has - speakmg m
terms of economics - frequently followed the "most productive
round~about path" in passmg through "errors," i e) problem-con
fusions This procedure IS called for because and only to the extent
of the Importance of those aspects in which the knowledge investi-
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gated deviate from those whIch the investigator himself regards as
lIcorrect." By zmportance we mean that the specIfically "character
istic" aspects in question are from the investIgator's pomt of Vlew

either directly value-relevant or are causally connected with other
value·relevant phenomena Tins will, ordInarily, be the case, to the
degree that the truth-value of ideas IS the guidIng value in the wnting
of intellectual history, e g, in a lustory of a partIcular branch of
knowledge like philosophy or economIc theory

But It is by no means necessanly restricted to such cases A some
what similar situation arises whenever one investigates a subjectively
rational action, In which errors In thinkmg or calculation can consti
tute causal factors of the course of the action. In order, for example,
to understand how a war is conducted, it is necessary to im~g:Ine an
ideal commander-in-chlef for each side - even though not expltcltly
or in detal1ed form Each of these commanders must know the total
fighting resources of each side and all the posslbllttIes arISing there
from of attaining the concretely unambiguous goal, namely, the de
struction of the enemy's mIlitary power On the basis of this knowl
edge, they must act entIrely without error and in a logically "perfect"
way For only then can the consequences of the fact that the real
commanders neither had the knowledge nor were they free from
error, and that they were not purely rational tlunking machines, be
unambiguously estabhshed The ratIonal construction is useful here
as a means of correct causal imputatIon The "Ideal" constructIons
of rigorous and errorless rational conduct which we find In pure
economic theory have exactly the same significance.

For purposes of the causal imputation of empirical events, we
need the rational, empirical-technical and lOgIcal constructions, whIch
help us to answer the question as to what a behaVIor pattern or
thought pattern (e g, a phl1osophlcal system) would be like if it
possessed completely rational, empirical and lOgIcal "correctness" and
Ilconsistency" From the logical viewPOInt, the constn..ction of such
a rationally "correct" lCutopia" or uldeal" is, however, only one of
the various pOSSIble forms of the "Ideal-type" - as I have called such
logical constructs. For not only are there cases m which an incorrect
inference or a self-defeating action would be more serviceable as ideal
types, but there are whole spheres of action (the sphere of the "'ITa-
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tional") where the sunplioty offered by isolating abstraction is more
convement than an ldeal-type of optimal 10gJcaI ratJonality. It is
true that, In practlce, the -mvestigator frequently uses normatlve1y
ucorrectly" constructed "Ideal-types n From the lOglcal pomt of view,
however) the normatlve "correctness" of these types is not essential
For the purpose of characterizing a speClfic type of attitude, the
investigator may construct either an ideal-type which is ldentical
Wlth his own personal ethical norms, and m this sense objectively
"correct," or one wluch ethically is thoroughly in conflict with his
own normatJve attitudes; and he may then compare the behavior of
the people bemg mvestlgated with It Or else he may construct an
ldeal-typical attitude of which he has neither positive nor negative
evaluations NonnatIve "correctness" has no monopoly for such pur
poses Whatever the content of the ideal-type, be It an etluca!, a
legal, an resthetic, or a religious norm, or a technical, an economic,
or a cultural maxim or any other type of valuation in the most
rational fann possible, it has only one function in an empirical Inves
tigation Its function IS the compaTlson with empirlcal reality in
order to estabhsh its dIVergences or similarities, to descnbe them with
the most unamb,guously mtell'g.ble concepts, and to understand and
expJam them causally RatJonal Juridlclal concepts supply this need
for the empirical history of law, and the theory of the ratIonal calcu
latlon of costs and revenue supphes the same service for the analysls
of the actual behaVIOr of mdIvidual economIC umts m a profit
economy Both of these dlsciphnes, In addItion to tms heuristic func
tIOn, have as IIpractlcaI artsU distinctly nonnatIve-practical aims In
thIS respect, these dl'sclplmes are no more ernplncal in the sense used
here than fre, for instance, mathematics, lOgIC, nonnatIve ethics, and
<esthetics, from which they dIffer m other respects as much as the
latter dIffer among themselves

EconomIC theory 15 an axiomabc discipline In a way which IS
10gJcally very dIfferent fxom that of the systematIc sCIence of law Its
relationship to economic reahty is very dIfferent from the relationship
of jurisprudence to the phenomena treated by the history and sociol
ogy of law The concepts of Junsprudence may and should be used
as Ideal-types In empIrical legal studleS Pure economic theory, In its
analySIS of past and present SOCIety, utthzes ideal-tye concepts exclu-
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SlVely EconomIc theory makes certam assumptlOns which scarcely
ever correspond completely WIth reabty but which approxImate it m
vanous degrees and asks how would men act under these assumed
condruons, If their actions Y;efe entirel} rational? It assumes the
dominance of pure economic mterests and precludes the operatIOn

of pohtlcal or other non-econornu consIderations

Its fate, however, has been typical of "problem-confusions" Pure
cconomlCS is a theory which 15 lIapohtlcal," which asserts H no moral
evaluations," and which l~ "mdlviduahstic" In its orientation In the
senses speclfied above I t is and wlll always be mdlspensable for
analytical purposes The extreme free..traders, however, conceived
of it as an adequate picture of "natural" reality. 1 e. reahty not diS
torted by human stUpIdity, and they proceeded to set It up as a moral
imperatIve - as a valId nonnatIve ideal- whereas It IS only a con
venient ideal type to be used in emplncal analySIS When In con
sequence of changes in economIC and social polley, the hIgh estimatIon
of the state was reflected In the evaluatIve sphere, pure economic
theory was rejected not only as an ideal- In whIch role It could never
claIm vabdlty - but as a methodological device for the investigatIon
of empIrical facts "Philosophical" considerations of the most vaned
sort wefe to supplant rational procedure. The identificatIOn of the
"psychologically" eXIstent Wlth thc ethically valid ob'tructed the pre
Cl'iie dIstmction of value-judgments from assertions ofr fact

The extraordinary accomplishments of the representatives of this
sCJentlfic tendency m the fields of history. sociology, and soeJa] policy
are generally acknowledged But the unbiased observer also perceIves
that theoretIcal and ngorously scientific analysIS In economics has
been In a state of decay for decades as: a natural consequence of that
confmion of problems The first of the two mam theses whIch the
opponents of pure economics set forth is that its rational construction\
are "pure fictions" which tell us nothIng about reality If' tlghtly
mterpreted. this contention is correct Theoretical constructIons never
do more than asslst in the attainment of a knowledge of reahty whIch
they alone cannot provide, and whleh, as a result of the operation of
other factors and complexes of motives whIch' afe not contained m
their assumptions, even in the most extreme cases, only appro1l:imate
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to the hypothesIzed course of events This, of course, does not dlInm~

ISh the utlhty and necessIty of pure theory The second thesIs of the
opponents of economic theory 15 that there cannot be a non-evalua~

tlve theory of economIC pohey as a SCIence Thts IS fundamentally
false, non-evaluativeness, In the sense presented above, IS on the con~

trary presupposed by every purely sCientIfic analySIs of pohtlcs, par
ticularly of social and economIC polIcy It would be superfluous to
repeat that It 15 obviously pOSSIble and sClenti/ically useful and neces
sary to establISh propoSItions of the followmg type. In order to attam
the end x (in econOIDlC polIcy), y lS the only means, or under
condItIons bt, b2, and b3, )'1, y2, and y3 are the only or the most effec
tive means It should be emphatically recalled that the pOSSlbd.ty
of the exact defimtIOn of the end sought for IS a prereqUIsIte to
the fonnulat.on of the problem Hence It IS SImply a question of
m"erting causal propositIOns, In other words, It IS a purely "techm
caIn problem It is indeed on thi~ account that science 1S not com
pelled to fonnulate these techmcal teleological proposItions In any
form other than that of SImple causal proposItIons, e g, X 15 pro
duced by y, or XJ under condItions blJ b., and b~ IS produced by
)'l-J ys, and Y' For these say exactly the same thmg) and the "man
of actIOn" can derive lus uprescriptIons" from them qUIte eaSIly In
add.uon to the fonnulatlon of pure Ideal-typical formul", and the
establishment of such causal economIC propositlOns - for such arc
WIthout exceptIOn Involved when x IS suffiCIently unambiguous-,
sCIe-ntlfic economics has other problems These problems include
the causal mfluence of econonuc events on the whole range of socJal
phenomena (by means of the hypotheses offered by the economlC
mterpretatIon of hIStory) LikeWISe included among the problems
of economics IS the analySIS of the vanous ways m wroch non
economic social events influence economIc events (economIC soclOlogy
and economIC hIstory) PolitIcal actions and structures, f'spcClally
the stat~ and the state-guaranteed legal system are of pnmary Im
portance among these non-economic SOCIal events But ObvlOusly,
politlcal events are not the only ones - all those structures wIDeh
influence economIC actions to the extent that they become relevant to
scientific mterest must al.so he mcluded The phrase "theory of eCDe

nomiC poltey" IS naturally not very SUitable for the totahty of these
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problems The fact that it is nevertheless used for this purpose IS

due to the character of the universities as traming schools for state
officials and to the great power of the state to influence the economic
system in very far-reaching ways The inversion of "cause and effect"
propositions into "means-endsu propositions IS possible whenever the
effect in question can be stated precisely. Naturally, this does not at
all affect the 10glcal relationship between value-judgments and judg
ments of fact. In conclusion, we should like to make one more
comment on this point.

The developments of the past few decades, and espeCIally the un
precedented events to which we are now witness, have heightened the
prestige of the state tremendously. Of all the vanous associatIOns, it
alone is accorded "legitimate" power over life, death, and liberty Its
agencies use these powers against external enemies in wartime, and
against internal resistance in both war and peace In peacetime, it is
the greatest entrepreneur m econOmIC life and the most powerful
collector of tributes from the citizenry, and m time of war, it dis
poses of unlimited power over all available econ,,,nic goods Its
modern rationalized form of organization has made achievements
possible in many spheres which could not have been approximated
by any other sort of social organization It is almost ineVJtable that
people should conclude that it represents the "ultimate" value - espe
cially in the political sphere - and that all social acuons should be
evaluated in terms of theIr relatIOns to its interests Thzs is an
inadmisSIble deduction of a value-Judgment from a statement of fact,
even if we dlSfegard, for the urne bemg, the ambiguity of the conclu
sions drawn from that value-judgment The ambiguity would of
course become immedtately apparent once we begin to dISCUSS the
means (of maintaimng or "advancing" the state) In the face of
the great prestige of the state, it is worthwlule pointing out that there
are certain things which the state cannot do This is the case even
in the sphere of mIlitary actiVIty, which might be regarded as its
most proper domain The observation of roanv phenomena which
the present war has brought about in the annies of llatIonally hetero
geneous state'3 leads us to conclude that the voluntary devotion of
the indIvidual to the tasks wluch hIS state call, for but whIch it can
not compel, is not irrelevant In the determination of military success
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And in the economIC sphere, lt should be pomted out that the trans
formatlon of wartime forms and measures Into permanent features
of the peacetime economy can have rapid results wh,ch Wlll spoil the
Ideal of an expansive state for those who hold It. Nonetheless, we
will not concern ourselves further WIth tlus pomt In the sphere
of value-judgments, however, It IS pOSSIble to defend quite meanmg
fully the view that the power of the state should be mcreased in order
to stre.ngthen Its power to elimmate obstacles, while mamtamlng that
the state Itself has no z.ntTinSlc value, that it is a purdy technical
lfistrument for the reahzatlon of other values from which alone it
denves Its value, and that it can retain thIs value only as long as It
does not seek to transcend this merely auxIliary status

We WIll not expound or defend either this or any other poSSIble
evaluative standpomt here. We shall only stale that lf the profeSSIOnal
thmker has an unmedlate oblIgation at all, lt is to keep a cool head
m the face of the Ideals prevallmg at the time, ~ven those wluch
afe associated WIth the throne, and If necessary, "to swun agamst
the stream" The "German Ideas of 1914" were produced by dilet
tantes. The ~'socialism of the future" is a phrase for the ratlonalIza
tIon of economic hfe by combInmg further bureaucratIzatlon and
mterest-group adminstratIOn Today fanatIcal office-holdmg patriots
are invoking the spirit not only of German philosophy, but of rehgIOn
as well, to Justify these purely techmcal measures Instead of soberly
disCUSSIng their feasiblhty, which IS qUlle prosaically condItIOned by
financial factors Tlus kind of actlVlty is nothing but a lugbly obJec
tionable form of poor taste mamfested by dIlettantish htterateurs who
take themselves over-scnously. But what the real "German ideas of
1918," on the formatIon of which the returning soldIers WlIl have
to be heard, can or sllOuld be hke, no one today can say in advance.
ThIS wIll depend on the future.





"Objectivity" in Social Science
and Social Policy

Wherever asSQTttOns are expl~cHly made m tke name of the edItor

or when ta,ks are set faT the Arcm" '" the course of S«I,on [ of Ihe
forego1.ng essay.. the personal VleWS of the author aTe not muolved
Each of the pomts lh questlOff has the express agreement of the CO~

ed,toTs The author alone bears the responstb,ltty for the form and
content 0/ Sect,on 11.

The lact that the (Jomls of VIew, not only of the contnhutors but
0/ the edItors as well.. are not zdentlcal even on methodologteal
ISsues, slands as a guarantee that the Archl" w,ll not fall prey 10
any sectartan outlook. On the other hand, agreement as to cettmn
fundamenlal issues ts a presuPpositIOn of the lo"'t assumpl'on of
edilonal re<pons<otltty ThIS agreement refers parttcularly to the
value of theoutlcal knowledge from Uone-nded" potnts of VtCW, the
construcbon of prec).sdy defined ~oncepts. and the mSlJtence Ott the
ngoTous dtShndwn between emplfical knowledge and value.Judg~

ments as here understood. Naturally we do not clcnm to present
anythmg new therewIth

The extensiueness 01 the dtScumon (Secl,on l/J and Ihe fre
quent repetttlon. 01 the same thought are tnlended only 10 maX",...e
the general und=tanding of our argument 10 wider circles. For th.
sake of thIS "'Ienlion, much -lei us hope not too much - precmon
in exprestion has been sacn{iced. For the same reason, We, have
omItted Ihe presentatton of a systematic analysIS In fauor of the pres
enl listing of a few methodo!ogtcal vlewpo.nts A 'jlstematte tllqUtry

would haue requtTed the treatment of a laTge number of eplStemo.
logical questions whICh are 'ar deeper than those raISed here. We are
not interested here in the furtherance of logical analysis per se. W.
are attempting only to apply Ihe well·known results 01 modern logIC
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to our own problems NOT aTe we solVing problems here, we are
trymg only to make theIr szgmficance apparent to non-speczaltSts
Those who know the work of the modern loglaans -1 cIte only
Wzndelband, SImmel, and for our purposes partIcularly Heznrzch
R.ckert - WIll ImmedIately notice that everythzng of Importance In

thIS essay is bound up wIth the" work.

W HEN A SOCIAL SCIENCE journal which also at lllnes
concerns ltself WIth a SOCIal polIcy, appears for the first tIme or passes
Into the hands of a new edltorIal board, It IS customary to ask about
Its ClIme." We, too, must seek to answer this questIon and follOWIng
up the remarks In our UIntroductory Note" we wIll enter mto the
question in a more fundamental theoretical way Even though or
perhaps because, we are concerned with "self-evIdent truths," thiS
occaSlOn pTovldes the opportunity to cast some hght on the nature
of the IIsoclal sciences" as we understand them, in such a manner
that it can be useful, if not to the specialist, then to the reader who 15

more remote from actual scientific work.
In addItion to the extensIon of our knowledge of the "social

condiDons of all countnes," 1 e, the facts of SOCial hfe, the express
purpose of the Archw ever smce Its cstablishment has been the edu
catIon of judgment about practlcal social problems - and in the
very modest way in which such a goal can be furthered by pnvate
scholars - the critICIsm of practIcal social policy, extending even as
far as legislatIOn In sPite of thl5, the Archi" has firmly adhered,
from the very begmmng, to Its intention to be an exclUSIvely SCIen
tific Journal and to proceed only with the methods of scientIfic re
search Hence arises the questIOn of whether the purpose stated
above IS compatible in pnncip!e wlth self-confinement to the latter
method What has been the meanmg of the value-Judgments found
in the pages of the Archzv regardmg legIslatIve and admmistratI"e
measures, or practlca! recommendations for such measures? What
are the standards governing these Judgments~ What IS the valtdlty
of the value-judgments whIch are uttered by the cntlc, for inc;tance,
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or on wluch a wnter recommendIng a policy founds his arguments
for that polley> In ..hat sense, If the criterion of sCIentific knowledge
IS to be found in the "obJective" vahdity of its results, has he re·
mained Wltlun the sphere of sClenttfic discussion> We WIll first pre
sent our own attitude on this. question m order later to deal with the
broader ODe-: m what sen'5e are there in general "objectively vahd
truths" in those disciphnes concerned with social and cultural
phenomena';t This question, in VIew of the continuous changes and
bitter conflict about the appareutly most elementary problems of our
disclplme, Its methods, the formulatIOn and valIdIty of its concepts,
cannot be avoided We do not attempt to offer solutIons but rather
to disclose problems - problems of the type to which our journal,
if it is to meet its past and future re!.ponsibihues, must turn its
attentIon.

I

We all know that OUf SClence, as IS the case WIth every
science treating the institutions and events of human culture,
(wIth the po"lble exceptIon of pohtlcal history) first arose m con
nection with praclrcal conSIderations. lu most immedIate and often
SQle purpose was the attamment of value-Judgments concernmg
measures of State economic policy It was a "techniquell 10 the
same sense as, for instance, the clinIcal disciphnes m the medfcal
sciences are It has now become known how this situation was
gradually modified. This modIfication was not, however, accompan
ied by a formulatiOn of the lOgIcal (pnnz,p1611e) diStinction between
Hexistential knowledge," i.e, knowledge of what "is," and "norma_
tIve knowledge," ie, knowledge of what "should be" The formu
labon of thiS distinctIon was hampered, first, by the view that
immutably invariant natural laws, -later, by the view that an
unambIguous evolutionary pnnclple - governed economic life and
that accordlngly, what was normQt1.vely nght was identical- in the
former case - with the immutably eXIStent - and in the latter-

IThlS essay was pubhshed when the edltoTship of the Archav fur So.ttalwuun
schalt und Socralpoluck was transferred to Edgar Jaffe. Werner Sombart and
Max Weber Its {onn was Influenced by the OCCaslOD for which It was written
and the content should be comidered m th1.!l lJght (MarIanne Weber)
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with the inevitably emergent. With the awakenmg of the Iustorical
sense, a combmatlon of ethIcal evolutionism and hlstorical relativism
became the predominant attitude in our sCIence. This attltude
sought to deprive ethical norms of their formal character and through
the incorporallon of the totality of cultural values into the "ethical"
(S>tthchen) sphere tried to glVe a substantive content to ethical
norms It was hoped thereby to raise economics to the status of an
Uethical science" with empirical foundatIons To the extent that
an "ethical" label was given to all possible cultural ideals, the particu
lar autonomy of the ethical imperallve was obliterated, without how
ever increasmg the "obJective" validity of those Ideals Nonetheless
we can and must forego a discusSlon of the principles at issue We
merely point out that even today the confused opiruon that econOIll1CS
does and should denve value-judgments from a speclfically "econOIll1C
pomt of view" has not dISappeared but is especIally current, quite
understandably, among men of practical affairs

Our Journal as the representative of an empmcal speCIalized dis
ciplme must, as we WIsh to show shortly, reject tIus VIew in principle
It must do so because, m our opinion, it can never be the task of
an empirical science to provide binding norms and ideals from which
directives for immedIate practical actlVlty can be denved.

What is the implIcation of thIS proposition? It IS certainly not
that value-Judgments are to be withdrawn from scientific WSCUSSlon
in general SImply because in the last analysIS they rest on certain
Ideals and are therefore "subJective" In origin Practical actlon and
the alms of our Journal would always reject such a proposition
Criticism is not to be suspended in the presence of value-Judgments.
The problem is rather· what is the meaning and purpose of the
scientific critIcism of ideals and value~Judgments? This reqUIres a
somewhat more detailed analysis

All serious reflection about the ulbmate elements of meaningful
human conduct is oriented primarily in tenns of the categories "end"
and "means." We desue something concretety either "for its own
sake" or as a means of achievmg somethmg else whIch is more hIghly
desired The question of the appropriateness of the means for achiev
ing a given end IS undoubtedly accessible to scientific analysIS In
asmuch as we are able to determine (within the present lunits of our
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knowledge) which means for the achievement of a proposed end
are appropriate or inappropriate, we can in this way estimate the
chances of attaining a certain end by certain available means In
this way we can indIrectly criticize the setting of the end itself as
practically meaningful (on the basis of the existing historical situa
tion) or as meaningless with reference to exIsting condiuons Fur
thermore, when the possibil,ty of attaining a proposed end appears
to exJst, we can determine (naturally within the limits of our existing
knowledge) the consequences which the application of the means
to be used will produce in addItion to the eventual attainment of
the proposed end, as a result of the Interdependence of all events
We Can then provide the acting person with the ability to weigh
and compare the undesirable as over against the demable conse
quences of \us action. Thus, we can answer the question: what will
the attamment of a desired end "cost" m terms of the predictable
loss of other values? Since, in the vast majority of cases, every goal
that is striven for does "cost" or can "cost" something in this sense,
the weIghing of the goal in tenns of the incidental consequences of
the acUon which realiwdt cannot be omitted from the deliberation
of persons who act with a sense of responsibility One of the most
Important funcuons of the techmcal cnhcum which we have been
discussing thus far is to make this sort of analysis possible To apply
the resul ts of this analysis in the making of a decision, however, is
not a task wruch science can undertake, It is rather the task of the
acting, wilhng penon' he weighs and chooses from among the values
involved according to his own conscience and Ius personal view of
the world Science can make him :realize:: that all action and natur"
ally, according to the circumstances, maction imply in their conse
quences the espousal of certain values - and herewith - what is
today so willmgly overlooked - the rejection of certain others. The
act of choice Itself is his own respons,biJity.

We can also offer the penon, who makes a chOlce, insight into
the sigmficance of the desired object. We can teach him to think
m terms of the context and the meaning of the ends he desires,
and among which he chooses We do this through making explicit
and developing in a lOgIcally consistent manner the "ideas" which
actually do or which can underlie the concrete end It is self-evident
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that one of the most Important tasks of every SCIence of cultural hfe
IS to arrIve at a rational understandIng of these "ideas" for whIch
men either really or allegedly struggle Tlus does not overstep the
boundaries of a SClence which stnves for an ~~ana]yhcal ordenng of
cmplncal reahty," although the methods whlch are u,ed In thIS inter
pretatlon of cultural (getshger) values are not "inductions" In the
usual Sense At any rate, this task falls at least partly beyond the
hmrts of economICS as defined accordIng to the conventional dIvision
of labor It belongs among the tasks of sOClal phIlosophy. How
ever, the historical influence of ideas m the development of social
life has been and sull is so great that our Joumal cannot renOunce
thIS task It shall rather regard the lUvestlgatlOn of this phenomenon
as one of its most important obligattons.

But the scientIfic treatment of value-judgments may not only
understand and empathlcally analyze (na,herleben) the desired ends
and the ideals which underhe them, it can also "ludge" them critic
any Tlus critICIsm can of course have only a d1a1et1cal character,
Ie, It can be no more than a formal logIcal Judgment of hlStoflcally
ghen value-Judgments and Ideas, a testIng of the ideals accordIng
to the postulate of the Internal, onSlstemy of the demed end It can,
Insofar 15 It sets itself thIS goal, aId the acting WIllmg person in attam
mg se1f~clanficatlOn concerning the final axioms from whIch his
deSIred ends aTe denved It can assist him in becommg aware of the
ultImate standards of value wh,ch he does not make exphcit to him
self or, which he must presuppose In order to be logical The e1evatton
of these ultlmate standards, which are manIfested in concrete valUf'

Judgments, to the level of explicItness is the utmost that the SCIentIfic
treatment of value-Judgments can do without entermg mto the realm
of speculatlon As to whether the person expressmg these value
Judgments should adhere to these ultImate standards 15 hiS personal
affair; It involves WIll and conscience, not empIrical knowledge

An empirical SClence cannot tell anyone what he shOlfld do - but
rather what he can do - and under certam circumstances - what
he WIshes to do It IS true that In OUf SCIences, personal value-Judg-f
ments have tended to Influence SCientific arguments without being
exphcitly admllted They have brought about continual confusion
and have caused various interpretations to be placed on scientIfic
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arguments even in the sphere of the detenninalton of simple casual
mterconnecbons among facts according to whether the results in
creased or decreased the chances of reahzing one's personal ideals,
I e., the posSIbIlity of desiring a certam thing. Even the edItors and
the collaborators of our journal will regard "nothing human as alien"
to them in this respect But it IS a long way from this acknowledge
ment of human frallty to the belief In an "ethical" SCIence of eco
nomics, which would denve ideals from its subject matter and produce
concrete norms by applying general ethical imperatives. It is true
that we regard as obJectwely valuable those innermost elements of
the "personalIty," those highest and most ultimate value-Judgments
wluch determine our conduct and give meaning and SIgnificance to
our life We can indeed espouse these values only when they appear
to us as valid, as derived from our highest values and when they are
developed in the struggle against the chfficulties which life presents.
Certamly, the dignity of the "personality" lies 10 the fact that for It
there exIst values about wruch It organizes its hfe; - even 1£ these
values are m certam cases concentrated exclusively WIthin the sphere
of the person's "individuality," then "self-realization" in those inter
ests for which it claIms validIty as values, IS the Idea WIth respect to
which its whole existence is onented Only on the asswnptlOn of
belief in the validity of values is the attempt to espouse value-judg
ments meamngful However, to Judge the validity of such values IS
a matter of faIth. It may perhaps be a task for the speculative mter
pretation of l,fe and the universe 10 quest of their meaning. But It
certainly does not fall within the province of an empincal science 10

the sense in which it IS to be practISed here The empirically demon
strable fact that these ultimate ends undergo hIStorical changes and
are debatable does not affect this distinclLon between empirical science
and value-judgments, contrary to what is often thought. For even
the knowledge of the most certain proposition of our theoretical
sCIences - e g J the exact natural sciences or mathematics, is, hke the
cultivation and refinement of the conscience, a product of culture
However, when we call to mind the practical problems of economic
and social policy (in the usual sense), we see that there are many,
mdeed countless, practIcal questIOns in the dISCUSSIon of which there
seems to be general agreement about the self-evident character of
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certain goals. Among th",e ",e may mention emergency credit, the
concrete problems of social hyglene, poor rehef, factory inspection,
industrial courts, employment exchanges, large sections of protective
labor legIslanon - In short, all those ISsues in which, at least in ap
pearance, only the means for the attamment of the goal are at issue
But even if we were to mistake the illusion of self-evidence for truth
- which science can never do WIthout damaglng itself - and wished
to view the conflicts immediately arising {wm attempts at pracucal
realizatIOn as purely techmcal questions of expediency - wluch would
very aften be incorrect - even in this case we would have to recog
nIze that this lUusion of the self-evidence of nonnative standards of
value is disSIpated as soon as we pass from the concrete problems of
plulanthropic and protective social and economic selVlces to prob
lems of economIC and social pohcy The distinctive characteristic
C)f a problem of social pohey .. indeed the fact that it cannC)t he
resolved merely on the bas.. of purely techmcal conSIderations which
assume already settled ends Normanve standards of value Can and
must be the objects of dupute In a discussion of a problem of rocial
pollcy becallSe the problem hes in the domam of general cultural
values And the confu.ct occurs not merely, as we are too easily
inclined to believe today, between "class mterests" but between gena
eral views on life and the univene as weU. Tlus latter point, how-'
ever, does not lessen the truth that the particular ull1mate value
judg>nent wluch the individuaJ espouses is decided among other fac
tors and certamly to a quite significant degree by the degree of affinity
between It and his class interests - acceptmg for the lime being tlus
only superfiaally unambiguous tenn One thing is certain under all •
circumstances, namely, the more "general" the problem involved, ie,
in this case, the broader its cultural slgmficance, the less subject it is
to a single unambiguous anSWer on the ba.is of the data of empirical
sciences and the greater the role played by value-ideas (Wertideen)
and the ultunate and highest penonal 3JQOlllS of belief. It is simply
naIve to believe, although there are many specialists who even now
occasionalI~ do, that it is poSSIble to establish and to demonstrate as
scientifically valId Ita principle" for practIcal SOClaI SCIence from
which the nonns for the .olullon of practical problem. can be unam·
biguou.ly derived. However much the social sciences need the dis.
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cllS.tion of practical problems in terms of fundamental principles, ie,
the reduction of unreflective value-judgments to the premises from
which they are lOgIcally derived and however much our Journal
intends to devote itself specially to them - certainly the creation of
a lowest commOn denominator for our problems in the form of gen
erally valid ultimale value-Judgmenls cannol be its lask or in general
the task of any empmcal SCIence Such a thmg would nol only be
Impracncable; it would be entirely meaningless as well Whatever
the inlerprelallOn of the ba,JS and the nature of the validIty of the
ethical imperatives, It is certam that from them, as from the norms
for the concT'etely condItIOned conduct of the mdzv!dual, cultural
values cannot be unambiguously derived as bemg normatively desir
able; It can do so the less, the more mclusive are the values concerned
Only pos.tlve religions - or more precisely expressed: dOgIUatically
bound secls - are able to confer on the content of cullura! values the
status of unconditionally valid ethICal lmperat.ves Outside these
sects, cultural ideals which Ihe mdlVlduai w.shes to realize and ethical
obligations which he should fulfil do nol, m principle, share the same
stalus The fate of an epoch which has ealen of the tree of knowl
edge is that it must know that we cannot learn the rneanmg of the
world from the results of Its analysis, be it ever so perfect, it must
rather be m a position to create thts meaning itself. It must recog
mze that general Views of lIfe and the unIverse can never be the
products of mcreasing empirIcal knowledge, and that the Jughest
Ideals, which move us most forcefully, are always formed only m the
struggle with other Ideals whlch are just as sacred to others as ours
are to US.I

Only an opttmisttc synC'retlsUl, such as is, at urnes, the product
of evolutionary-histoncal relallvlsm, can theoretically delude itself
about the profound senoU>ness of thIS sItuation or practically shirk
Its consequences It can, to be sure, be Just as oblIgatory subjectIvely
for the practIcal pohtICIan, in the IndIVIdual case, to medIate between
antagonistic points of v.ew as to take SIdes with one of them But
tIns has nothing whatsoever to do WIth scientific "objectivity"
SCIentIfically the um!ddle coursen lS not truer even by a halT's breadth,
than the most extreme party ,deals of the right or left Nowhere are
the interests of sc.enee more poorly served in the long ron than m
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those situatIons where one refuses to see uncomfortable facts and the
realities of hfe in all their starkness The ATChzv WIll struggle re
lentlessly against the severe self.decepl1on winch asserts that through
the synthesls of several party pomts of Vlew, or by following a line
between them, practical nonns of sczenttfic valzdtty can be amved at
It is necessary to do this because, since this plece of self.deception
tnes to mask its own standards of value ill re1ahvistlc terms.) 1t is
more dangerous to the freedom of research than the former naIve
fa,th of parties in the sCientific "demonstrability" of thelr dogmas
The capaclty to distinguish between empirical knowledge and value
judgments, and the fulfillment of the scientific duty to see the factual
truth as well as the practlcal duty to stand up for our own ideals
constItute the program to wluch we wish to adhere WIth ever lncreas
mg firmness

There is and always will be - and this is the reason that it
concerns us - an unbrIdgeable dIStmction among (I) those argu·
ments which appeal to our capacity to become enthusiast,c about
and our feelmg for concrete pracl1cal aims or cultural forms and
values, (2) those arguments in whIch, once it is a question of the
validlty of ethical norms, the appeal is dlrected to our conscience,
and finally (3) those arguments which appeal to our capacity and
need for analyhcally ordering empmcal realIty in a manner which
lays claim to valid.ty as empmcal truth Tins proposition remains
correct, despIte, as we shall see, the fact that those highest "values"
underlymg the practical interest are and always WIll be decisively
significant in deternuning the focus of attention of analytical act.vlt)
(oTdnende Taligktlt des Denkens) in the sph.re of the cultural sci

ences It has been and remains true that a systematIcally correct
scientdic proof in the ~oclal sciences, if it IS to achieve its purpose,
must be acknowledged as correct even by a Chines.e - or - more
precisely stat.d - it mUst constantly slnoe to attain this goal, which
perhaps may not be completely attainable due to faulty data Fur
thermore, the successful log.cal analysis of the content of an ideal
and its ulumate axioms and the dIScovery of the consequences which
arise from pursumg it, logically and practically, must also be val.d
for the Chinese At the same time, our Chinese can lack a "sense"
for our ethical imperative and he can and certainly often will deny
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the ldeal itself and the concrete value-judgments derived from ,t
NeJther of these two latter attltudes can affect the scientific value of
the analysIs III any way Quite certaInly our Journal WIll not Ignore
the ever and tnevitably recurrent attempts to gIve an unambIguous
mterpretation to culture. On the contrary, these attempts themselves
rank wIth the most Important products of tlus cultural hie and,
under certam cIrcumstances, among Its dynanllc forces We Wlll
therefore constantly strIve to follow WIth care the course of these
dIScussIons of "SOCIal phIlosophy" (as here understood) We are fur~

thermore completely free of the prejudlce whlch a"erts that reflec
nons on culture whlch go beyond the analyslS of empincal data m
order to interpret the "orld metaphYSlcally can, because of theu
metaphysIcal character fulfil no useful cogninve tasks. Just what
these cogn,tive tasks are IS primanly an epistemologIcal questIon, the
answer to whIch we must and can, m VIew of our purpose. dIsregard
at thIS pomt There 15 one tenet to whIch we adhere most finnly in
our work, namely, that a social science Journal, ill our sense, to the
extent that It IS SClentzfic should be a place where those truths are
sought, whIch - to remain WIth our Illustration - can claIm, even
for a Chinese, the validIty appropriate to an analysIS of empirical
reahty

Of course, the edltors cannot once and for all deny to themselves
or therr contnbutors the POSS,blhty of expressmg m value-judgments
the ideals which motivate them However two important duties
arise in connectIOn with this First, to keep the readers and them
selves sharply aware at every moment of the standards by whIch they
Judge realIty and from whlch the value-Judgment 15 denved, instead
of, as happens too often, decelVmg themselves m the conflIct of
ideals by a value melange of values of the most ddferent orders
and types, and seeking to offer somethmg to everybody If this obll
gation 15 ngorously heeded, the practIcal evaluatIve attitude can be
not only hannless to SCIentific interests but even dIrectly useful, and
mdeed mandatory In the scientlfic critlclSm of leglSlatlVe and other
practIcal recommendatIons, the motives of the legIslator and the Ideals
of the cntlc m all thelr scope often can not he c1anfied and analyzed
in a tangIble and mtellIglble form m any other way than through
the confrontation of the standards of value underlying the ldeas criti-
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cized with others, preferably the cntic's own. Every meaningful
value-judgment about someone else's aspir4hons must be a criticism
from the standpoint of one's own Weltanschauung; it must be a strug
gle agam.t anothe", ,deals from the standpoint of one's own If m a
particular concrete case, the u]tlmate value-axioms wruch underhe
practlcal actlvity are not only to be designated and sc,entUically
analyzed but are also to be shown In their relationship to other value
axioms, flpositiveU criticism by means of a systematic exposltIon of
the latter IS unavOIdable

In the pages of this journal, especially m the discussion of legisla
llon, there wlll inevItably be found social polICY, ie, the statement
of Ideals, in addition to social SClence, 1 e, the analysis of facts But
we do not by any means intend to present such discussions as "science"
and we will guard as best we can ag:unst allowing these two to be
confused with each other. In such dISCUSSions, terence no longer has
the floor For that reason, the second fundamental inlperative of
SCIentific freedom 15 that in such cases it should be constantly made
dear to the readers (and- agam we say it - above all to one's self!)
exactly at which point the scientd;c investigator becomes SIlent and
the evaluating and acllng person begin. to speak. In other words,
It should be made exphcit Just where the arguments are addressed
to the analytical understandmg and where to the sentlmenrs The
constant confuSJon of the scientific discussion of facts and the1r evalua·
tion is still one of the most Wldespread and also one of the most
damaging traIts of work in our field The foregomg arguments are
directed against this confUSIOn, and not agamst the clear-cut 1ntro
duction of one's own ideals into the discussion An attttude of moral
mdtfJerence has no connectlOn with sctentr,jic "objectiVlty" The
Archrv, at least in its mtentions, has never been and should never be
a place where poJenucs against certain currents in pohtics or social
policy are earned on, nor should It be a place where struggles are
waged for or agamst Ideals in pohbcs or soclal-pohcy There are
other journals for these purposes The pecuhar charactenstic of the
Journal has rather been from the very begtnning and, msofar as it 15

in the power of the edItOrs, shall continue to be that politIcal antag
onists can meet in 1t to carry on scientIfic work It has not been a
IISOClaJ1lit" organ hitherto and In the l future it shall not be "bourgeois 1)
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It excludes no one from its r:rrcle of contnbutors who is wIllmg to
place himself Wlthin the framework of scientific discussIOn. It can
not be an arena for "objecttons," replIes and rebuttals, but in its
pages no one will be protected, neither Its contributors nor its edi
tors, from being subjected to the sharpe't factual, scientific cntIcism
Whoever cannot bear thIS or who takes the viewpoint that he does
not wish to work, in the service of SCIentIfic knowledge, Wlth persons
whose other ideals are different (rom hIS own) lS frf.>e not to parhci M

pate.

However, we should not deceIve ourselves about it - this last
sentence means much more in practice than it seems to do at first
glance. In the first place, there are p'ychotogtcal lImIts everywhere
and especially In Germany to the possibility of coming together
freely with one's political opponents in a neutral forum, be it social
or intellectual Tlus obstacle which should be relentle"ly combatted
as a sign of narrow-minded party fanaticism and backward political
culture, is reenforced for a journaJ like oUrs through the fact that
~in SOCIal sciences the stimulus to the posing of sclentUic problems is
in actuality always given by practical "questions" Hence the very
recognition of the CXIstence of a scientlnc problem COInCIdes, person
allv. with the possCSSJon of specI1ically oriented mouves and values
A Joumal wluch has come into existence under the Influence of a
general interest in a concrete problem, will always include among ItS
contributors persons who are personally Interested In these problems
because certam concrete sltuabons seem to be incompanble with, or
seem to threaten. the realizatIOn of certain ideal values In which they
belIeve A bond of similar ideals will hold this circle of contrIbutors
together and it WlJl be the basis of a further recrmlmfnt This 10

turn wtll tend to gIVe the Journal, at least in its treatment of ques
tions of practical SOCIal poluy, a certain rlcharacter" which of course
inevitably accompanies every collaboratIOn of vigorously sensitive
persons whose evaluatIve standpoint regarding the problems cannot
be entIrely expressed even In purely theoretical analvslS; in the criti
cISm of practIcal recommendations and measures it quite legitimately
finds expression - under the particular conditIOns above discussed
The ArchtU first appeared at a tIme in which certain practical aspect<
of the "labor problem" (as traditIonally understood) stood In the
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forefront of socIal SCIence dIScusSions. Those persons for whom the
problems wluch the Archw Wlshed to treat were bound up wIth
ultunate and decisIve value-Judgments and who on that account be
came Its most regular contributors also espoused at the same time
the view of eulture wluch was strongly mfluenced by these value
Judgments. We all know that though tbs Journal, through Its expltot
self-restnctlOD to "scientIfic" dISCUSSIons and through the express mv!
tatlon to the "adherents of all pohncd,l standpoInts," defiled that It
would pursue a certam "tendency," It nonetheless possessed a "char
acter" m"the above sense This "character" was created by the group
of its regular contributors In general they were men who, what~

ever may have been other dIvergences In theu points of VIew, set as
their goal the protectIOn of the phySIcal wcll-bemg of the labonng
masses and the increase of the latters' ~hare of the matenal and intel
lectual values of our culture As a means, they employed the com
binatIon of state interventIOn Into the arena of matenal mterests
WIth the freer shaping of the eXIstIng polItical and legal order
Whatever may have been their opmIOn as to the form of the social
order 1Il the more remote future - for tlie present, they accepted the
emergent trends of the capitalist system, not because they seemed bet
ter than the older fonns of sOCIal organizatIOn but because they seemed
to be practIcally mevltable and because the attempt to wage a funda
mental struggle agaInst It appeared to hmder and not aid the cultur~l

rise of the workmg class In the situatIOn which exIsts In Gennany
today - we need not be more specIfic- at thlS pomt - thIS was not
and is not to be avoided. Indeed, it bore duect fnnt m the success~

ful many-sldedness of the partIcipation in the sClentlfic dISCUSSIon and
It constituted a SOUrce of strength for the journal; under the given
circumstances It was perhaps even one of Its c1alIDS to the lUstlfi..
cahon for Jts exJStence.

There can be no doubt that the development of a IIcharacter/'
In this senseI In a SCIentific Journal can constItute a threat to the
freedom of sCIentIfIc analySIS, It really does amount to that when
the selection of conwbutors IS purposely one-SIded. In this case the
cultlvatlon of a lIcharacter" in a Journal is practically eqUivalent to
the existence of a Iltendency" The editors are aware of the responsl
bIhty whIch this SItuation Imposes upon them They propose neIther
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the dehberate transfonnation of the character of the Archw nor its
amficIal preservation by means of a careful restrictIOn of the con
tnbutors to scholars of certam defirute party loyalties They accept
it as gIven and awaIt r15 further "development." The fann which it
takes m the future and the modIfications wlucb It may undergo as a
result of the ineVltable broadening of its cucle of contnbutors w:tll
depend primarily on the character of those persons who, seeking to
serve the cause of SCIence, enter the CIrcle and become or remain
frequent contributors. It will be further affected by the broadenmg
of the problems, the advancement of wluch lS a goal of the journal.

With these remarks we come to the questIon on which we have
not yet touched, namely, the factual delimitation of our field of
operations No answer can, however, be given Wlthout raising the
question as to the goal of soCtal SClence knowledge m general When
we distinguished in prinCIple between "value-Judgments" and "em_
pirical knowledge," we presupposed the eXistence of an unconditlOn~

ally valid type of knowledge m the SOCIal sciences, ie, the analytical
ordering of empincal SOCIal reality ThlS presuppOSll1on now be
comes our problem in the sense that we must dISCUSS the meaning
of objectIvely uvahdu truth m the social SCIences The genuineness
of the problem is apparent to anyone who IS aware of the confuct
about methods, "fundamental concepts" and presupposItions, the
incessant shift of "viewpOInts," and the continuous redefinition of
uconcepts" and who sees that the theoretical and lustoncal modes of
analysis are still separated by an apparently unbridgeable gap. It
Coositutes, as a despaInng VIennese exammee once sorrowfully com
plained, Cltwo SCIences of economics" What is the meanmg of "obJec
tlVlty" in this context? The followmg dlScussion WIll be devoted
to this questIon

III

This Journal has from the beginning treated SOCIal-economic data
as ItS subject-matter Although there lS httle point in entering here
mto the defirul10n of terms and the delineation of the proper bound
aries of the varIOUS sciences, we must nonetheless state bnefly what
we mean by this.

Mo.t roughly expressed, the basIC element in all those phenomena
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which we call, in the widest sense, "social-economic" is constItuted
by the fact that our physical eXIStence and the satisfacllon of our most
ideal needs are everywhere confronted with the quantitatIve lllmls
and the quahtative madequ'lcy of the necessary external means, so
that their satISfaction reqwres planful provision and work, struggle
with nature and the assoCJal1on of human bemgs The quality of an
event as a "socIal·economic" event is not something wIDch It pos
sesses "obJectively" It is rather conditioned by the onentation of
our cognitive interest, as It arIses from the specIfic cultural signIfi
cance which we attribute to the partIcular event In a given case.
Wherever those aspects of a cultural event wluch constItute Its spe·
cHic significance for us are connected with a socIal-economic event
either dIrectly or most mdirectly, they involve, or at least to the ex-

)

tent that this connection exists, can involve a problem for -the social
sciences By a sodal science problem, we mean a task for a disci
pline the object of which is to throw light on the ramllicatlOns of
that fundamental social-economic phenomenon the scarcity of means

Withm the total range of SOCIal-economIc problems, we are now
able to dIstinguISh events and constellations of nonns, lnStitutlODS,
etc J the economic aspect of wluch constitutes their pnmary cultural
SIgnificance for us. Such are, for example, the phenomena of the
stock exchange and the banking world, which, in the malO, mterest
us only m thIS respect This w1l1 be the case regularly (but not ex
clusively) when mstitutions are involved which were deliberately
created or used for economic ends. Such objects of our knowledge
we may ca]] "economic" events (or insutuuons, as the case may be)
There are other phenomena, for mstance, relIgious ones, which do
not interest us, or at least do not pnmanly mterest us- with respect
to their economic SIgnificance but whIch, however, under certain cir
cumstances do acqUIre signIficance In this regard because they have
consequences whIch are of mterest from the economIC point of view
These we shall call "economically relevant" phenomena Fmally
there are phenomena which are not "economIc" in our sense and the
econOIlllC effects of which are of no, or at best shght, interest to us
(e g, the developments of the artistIc taste of a period) but wh'ch
m individual instances are In their tum mOre or less strongly m
fluenced m certain important aspects by economic factors such as,
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for lDstance, the social stratification of the artistically interested public,
We shall call utese "cconOlmcally condllioned phenomena," The con
stellation of human relationships, norms, and normatively determined
conduct which we call the "state" is for example in its fiscal aspects,
an ueconomic" phenomenon J msofar as it influences economic life
through legislabon or otherwise (and even where other than economic
consIderations deliberately guide Its behavior), it is "economically
relevant." To the extent that its behavior in non-ueconoroic" affairs
is partly influenced by economic motives, It is CleconoIDJcaJJy condi
tIOned," After what has been said, it 18 self-evIdent that firstly) ,'the
boundary lines of ueconomicu phenomena are vague and not ea..sJ.1y
defined; secondly), the "economic" aspect of a phenomenon is by
no means only "econonucaUy conditioned" or only "economically
reJevantU

; thirdly), a phenomenon is ueconomic" only insofar as and
only as long as OUr mleresl is exclUSIvely focused on Its consbtubve
significance in the material struggle for existence

Like the SCIence of sociaI..econOlIDcs since Marx and Roscher, our
joumal is concerned not only with economIC phenomena but also
with those wtuch are "economlcally relevant" and 'teconomically
conditioned" The domain of such subjects extends naturally - and
varyingly lD accordance with the focus of our interest at the moment
- through the totality of cultural hfe SpeCIfically economic mo
tives - i e., motIves which, U1 their aspect most significant to us, are
rooted in the above-mentioned fundamental fact - operate wherever
the satisfaction of even the most inlmaterial need or desire IS bound
up with the application of scarce mateflal means TheIr force has
everywhere on that account condItioned and transformed not only
the mode in wluch cultural wants or preferences are sabsfied, but
theIr content as well, even In theIr most subjective aspects. The in
dIrect influence of SOClai relaUons, institutions and groups governed
by "material interests" extends (often unconscIously) into all spheres
of culture WIthout exception, even into the finest nuances' of resthetic
and religious feeling The events of everyday life no less than the
~'historical" events of the higher reaches of pohlical life, collective
~and mass phenomena as well as the "indiVIduated" conduct of states
men and indiVIdual hterary and artistic aduevements are influenced
by it, They are "economically conditioned" On the other hand,
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all the activities and situallons conslltullng an lustOrIcally gIven cul
ture affect the formation of the matenal wants, the mode of thClr
satlS(acllon, the mtegratlon of interest-groups and the types of power
whIch they exercIse They thereby affect the course of "economIc
development" and are accorchngly "econoIIllcally relevant" To the
extent that our SClence nnputes partIcular causes - be they eCOnOIDl(.
Dr non~econormc - to tconomu; cultural phenomena, it seeks "his
toncar' knowledge. Insofar as it traces a specific element of cultural
hfe (the economiC element rn Its cultural significance) through the
most dIverse cultural contexts, It IS makmg an historical mterpreta
tIon from a specific pomt of view, and offering a parbal pIcture, a
prelIminary contnbutIon to a more complete historical knowledge of
culture

Social economIC problems do not eXist everywhere that an eco
nomic event plays a role as cause or effect - since problem'S arne
onl~ where the Slgmficance of those factors is problematreal and can
be precISely determmed only through the applicallon of the methods
of social-economics. But despIte thisJ the range of social-economlc~

IS almost overwhelming.

After due consideration our Journal has generally excluded hitheI
to the treatment of a whole series of highly unportant special field.
in our discipline, such as desc.riptlve econonncs, econonuc rustory .in

v
the narrower sense, and statIstIcs It has lIkewise left to other Jour.
nals, the dIscussion of technical fiscal questlOns and the technical.
economic problems of prices and markets In the modem exchange
economy Its sphere of operatIOns has been the present signIficance
and the hlstorical development of certain conflIcts and constellatIons
of mterests which have arisen through the dominant role of mvest.
rnent-seekmg capItal m modern SOCIetIes It has not thereby restricted
Itself to those practical and hIStoncal problClDs which are designated
by the term Hthe SOCIal question" in Its narrower sense, 1 e, the place
of the modern working class in the present SOCial order Of course,
the SCIentific elaboratlon of the lnterest In this speCIal question which
became WIdespread in Gennany 1D the '80's, has had to be one of its
mam task,; The more the practIcal treatment of labor conditions
became a pennanent object of legislation and public discussion in
Gennany, the ,more ,the aCcent of SCIentIfic work had to be shIfted

: D "'"
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to the analysis of the more universal dimensions of the problem It
had thereby to culminate in the, anal~sis of all the cultural problems
which have arisen from the pecuhar nature of the econonuc bases of
oUr culture and which are, m that ,ense, speCifically modern The
Journal soon began to deal historically, statisccally and theorellcally
with the most diverse., partly "econoIIllully relevant/' and partly
~'economically condiuoned" condit1.Qn9. of the. othe-r ~ea.t wcia,\ das.~~
of modem states and their interrelations We are only drawing the
conclusions of this policy when we state that the scienllfic investiga
tion of the general cultural Slgmficance of the soc!al-economic struc
ture of the human community and lis Iustoncal forms of organizacon
" tne central aim of our lournal This is what we mean when we
call our Journal the Archw fur Sozialwwenschaft The title lS In

tended to indicate the historical and theoretical treatment of the
same problems, the practical solutlon of which con'utut'" "social
policy" in the widest sense of this word. We thereby utilize the right
to apply the word "social" in the meaning which concrete present
day problems give to it. If one wishes to call those disciplines wluch
treat the events of human life witn respect to their cultural Slgnifi

cance "cultural 'AC\en~;' then oocial sclence in our sense belongs in
that category, We shall soon see what are the logical unplicatlOns
of this

Undoubtedly the selection of the sOClal-economtc aspect of cul
tural hfe signifies a very definite delimitatlOn of our theme It will
be said that tne economic, or as it has been inaccurately called, the
fCmatenalistic" point of view, from which culture is here bewg con·
sidered, is uone-sided U This is true and the one-sidedness 1S inten
tIonal The belief that it is the task 01 sClentllic work to cure the
"one-sidedness" of the economic approach by broadenmg it into a
general social science suffers primanly from the weakness that the
usocia1'~ criterion (i.e J the reJatJonsbjps among persons) acquires
the specificity necessary for the delimitation of scientific problems,
only when it is accompanied by some substantive predlcate Other
wise, a, the subject matter of a science, it would naturally compre
hend philology, for example, as well as church history and particularly
all those disciplines which concern themselves with the state which
IS the most important form of the normative regulation of cultural
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life. The fact that soclal-economlcs concerns Itself with "social" rela
tIOns is no more justificatIOn for regardmg it as the necessary precursor
of a "general social sCIence" than Its concern wIth vital phenomena
makes it a part of bIology, or its preoccupatlon wIth events on one
of the planets makes It a part of an extended and Improved astronomy
of the future. It is not the "actual" interconnectIOns of "thmgs"
but the conceptual interconnectIOns of problems which define the
Scope of the various sciences A new "science" emerges where new
problems are pursued by new methods and truths are thereby dlS
covered which open up SIgnIficant new pomts of view

It is now no accident that the teon "SOCIal" which seems to have
a qUIte general mednmg, turns out to have, as soon as one carefully

exarmnes its apphcation, a parlicular speCifically colored though often
indefinite I!leamng Its "generahty" rests on nothing but its ambI
guity It provides, when taken In Its lCgeneral" meaning, no specIfic
POint of view, from which the SIgnificance of gIven elements of cul
ture can be analyzed

Liberated as we are from the antiquated notion that all cultural
phenomena can be. deduced a. a product or function of the co".tclla
tion of "mdtenal" interests, we belIeve nevertheless that the analysIS
of social and cultural phenomena w!lh speCial reference to their eco
nomic condItIonmg and ranufications was a SCIentific pnnclple of
creative fruitfulness and with careful apphcalion and freedom from
dogmatIc restrictions, wLlI remam such for a very long time to cornell"

The so-called "matenalistic conceptlOn of hIstory" as a Weltanschau
ung or as a fomlUla for the casual explanation of histoncal realIty IS
to be rejected most emphatically The advancement of the economIc
mterpretatlOn of history is one of the most important alms of our
journal Ths requIres further explanation

The so-called "materialistic conception of history" WIth the crude
elements of genius of the early form whIch appeared, for Instance,
m the Commumst Mamfesto sill! prevaIls only m the mmds of lay
men and ddettantes In these CIrcles one sliU finds the peculiar con
dItion that their need for a casual explanatlOn of an rustoncal event
is never s~tIsfied until somewhere or somehow economic causes are
shown (or seem) to be operative. Where thIS however IS the case,
they content themselves with the most threadbare hypotheses and
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the most general phrases smce they have then satisfied their dogmatic
need to beheve that the economic "facIor" is the ureal"· one, the
only u true" one, and the one which "in the last instance is every
where decisive" This phenomenon is by no means unique. Almost
all the sciences, from plulology to hiology have occasionally claimed
to be Ithe sources not only of speciali2ed sCIenufic knowledge but of
rrWeltnnschauungen'"' as well. Under the unpresSlon of the profound
cultural slgmficance of modern econOIIllC transfonnations and espe
CIally of the far-reaching ranufications of the "labor question," the
inevitable monistic tendency of every type of thought which is not
self-critical naturally follows this path

The same tendency IS now appearing in anthropology where the
political and commercial struggles of naUons for world dominance
are being fought with increasmg acuteness. There 15 a widespread
belief that "in the last analysis" all historical events are results of the
interplay of innate "racial qualities" In place of uncnucal descrip
bons of .Inational characters," there emerges the even more uncritical
concoction of u social theones" based on the "natural sciencefJ," We
shall carefully follow the development of anthropolOgIcal research in
our Journal insofar as it is SIgnificant from our point of view. It is
to be hoped that the situation in which the casual explanation of
cultural events by the invocation of "racial characteristics" testifies
to our Ignorance - Just as the reference to the "milieu" Of, earher,
to rhe "conditions of the age" - Wlll be gradually overcome by re
seanh which is the fruit of systematic training If there IS anything
that has Iundered this type of research, it is the fact that eager dIlet
tantes have thought that they could contnbute somethmg different
and better to our knowledge of culture than the broadening of the
posSlbihty of the sure imputation of indiVIdual concrete cultural
events occumng In hlstoncal reahty to concrete, hzstoncally given
causes through the study of preCIse empirical data which have been
selected from speCIfic points of view. Only to the extent that they
are able to do tlus, are their results of mterest to us ~nd only then
does "racial biology" become something more than a product of the
modem passion fOf foundmg new sCiences

The problem of. the significance of the economic interpretation
of Iustory IS the same If, followmg a penod of boundless over-
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estimatIon, the danger now exists that its sCIentific value will be
underestimated, this IS the result of the unexampled naivete wIth
whIch the economic InterpretatIOn of reality was applIed as a lIuni_
versal" canon which explained all cultural phenomena - i e., all
those whIch are meamngful to us - as, In the last analysis, economic..
ally condItwned Its present logIcal form lS·not entrrely unambIguous
Wherever the stflCtly economIC explanation encounters difficultIes,
various devices are avaIlable for mamtaming Its general valIdIty as the
deCISIVe casual factor Sometimes every histoncal event which is not
explIcable by the invocatIon of economIC motIves IS regarded fOT that
veTy reason as a scientIfically msignificant "accIdent" At others, the
definitton of "econoffilc" is stretched beyond recogmtIon so that all
human mterests whIch are related In any way whatsoever to the use
of materIal means are mcluded in the defimtwn If it IS hIStorIcally
undeniable that dIfferent responses occur in two sItuations whIch are
economically IdentIcal - due to pohncal, rehgIous, clImatIc and
tountless other non-economic detenmnants - then in order to ma1O
tain the pnmacy of the economIC all these factors are reduced to
lustorically aCCIdental "condItIons" upon which the economic factor
operates as a "cause" It IS ObVIOUS however that all those factors
which are HacCldental" accordIng to the economIC mterpretatton of
hIstory follow theIr ov.n laws In the same sense as the economIC
factor From a point of view wluch traces the specific meamng of
these non-economIC factors, the eXIstrng economtc "conditJ.ons" are
"hlStorically acudental" In quite the same sense A favonte att'empt. \
to preserve the supreme SIgnIficance of the economIC factor despIte
thIS conSISts 10 the in terpretahon of the constant mteraction of the
mdIvidual elements of cultural bfe as a casual or functIOnal depend
ence of one on the other, or rather of aU the others on one, namely,
the economIC element When a certain non-econoinic InstItution has
functroned for the benefit of certain economic class interests, as, for
example, where certam religious Institutions allowed themselves to
be and actually were used as "black police," the whole institutIOn is
conceived eIther as havmg been created lor this functIOn or - quite
metapbysically - as bemg impelled by a "developmental tendency"
emanating from the economic factor

It IS unnecessary nowadays to go mto detaIl to prove to the spe-
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Clahst that this mterpretatIOn of the purpose of the economic analySIs
of culture 15 In part the expressIon of a certam historical constella~

tion which turned Its sCIentIfic interest towards certain econonlically
condIt!Oned ClilturaJ problems, and In part the rahid chauvimsm of
a specialized <iepartment of sCIence It IS clear that today it 1S anti.
quated at best. The explanatIon of everything by economic causes
alone IS never exhaustIve in any sense whatsoever in any sphere of
cultural phenCl'lllena, not even in the "economic" sphere Itself. In
pnncipJe, a bankmg history of a natLOn wluch adduces only economic
motives for e"planatory purposes is naturally just as unacceptable
as an explanal10n of the Sistine Madonna as a consequence of the
sOCIal-econolI1lc b""is of the culture of the epoch In which it was
created It IS no way more complete than, for instance, the explana~

tlon of capitahsm by reference to certain slufts in the content of the
relIgious ideas "'mch played a role In the genesis of the capitalistIc
attitude; nor Is It more exhaustIve than the explanatIon of a pohtical
structure from Its geograplucaJ' background In all of these cases,
the degrce of "gndicance which we are to attribute to economic fac_
tors is deCIded by the class of causes to which we are to impute
those specific elements of the phenomenon in question to wmch we
attach signIficance In gIven cases and III which we are mterested..
The justIfication of the one-SIded analysis of cultural reality from
speClfic Hpomts of VIew" - in our case WIth respect to Its econoIIDc
conditiornng - eJnerges purely as a technIcal expedient from the
fact that trainIng m the observation of the effects of qualItatIvely
sImilar categones of causes and the repeated utilizatton of the same
scheme of concepts and hypotheses (begTlffhch-methodlSchen Appa
rates) offers all the advantages of the dIVIsion of labor It is f",e
from the charge of arbitrariness to the extent that It is successful In
producing inSights into mterconnectiOns WhlCh have been shown to

be valuable for the casual explanation of concrete historical events.
However - the "one-Sidedness" and the unreality of the purely eco
nomic interpretatIon of hIStory is m general only a special case of a
prmciple which Is generally valid for the scientific knowledge of cul
tural realIty The mam task of the dIScussion to follow IS to make
expliCIt the logical foundatlODS and the general methodological im
plIcatLOns of tIus principle
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There IS no absolutely '~obJectIve" sCIentIfic analysIs of culture
or put perhaps more narrowly but certamly not essentially dIfferently
for our purposes - of "socIal phenomena" mdependent of speCial and
"one-sIded" viewpoints accordmg to whIch~ expressly or taCItly, con..
sClOusly or unconsciously - they are selected, analyzed and orgaD.ized
for expOSItory purposes The reasonS for thIS he In the character
of the cognItive goal of all research In SOCial SCIence whIch seeks to
transcend the purely formal treatment of the legal or convenllonal
nonns regulating socIal hfe

The type of SOCial SCIence in which we are interested is an empIrical
sczence of concrete realIty (Wzrkltchkettswlssenschaft) Ol}r aIm IS the
understandmg of the charactenstIc uniqueness of the reahty in whIch
we move We wish to understand on the one hand the relatIOnshIps
and the cultural sigmficance of mdividual events in theIr contem
porary manIfestatIons and on the other the causes of theIr bemg
histoncally so and not otherWIse Now, as sOOn as we attempt to
reflect about the way In whIch hfe confronts us In ImmedIate con
crete Situations, It presents an mfimte mulllpllClty of successively and
coexlstently emergmg and dlsappeanng events, both IIWIthm" and
"outside" ourselves The absolute infimtude of thIS multIphcIty is
seen to remam UndImID1shed even when our attentIOn 15 focused on
a single "object," for mstance, a concrete act of exchange, as soon as
we senously attempt an exhaustive descnptlon of all the mdlvidual
components of this "mdIVldual phenomena," to say nothmg of ex
plaming It casually All the analysIS of mfimte reahty which th~

finite human mmd can conduct rests on the taCIt assumption that
only a fimte portion of thIS reahty constItutes the object of sCIentific
investIgation, and that only it is "Important" in the sense of bemg

"worthy of bemg known." But what are the critena by whIch thIS
segment is selected? It has often been thought that the deCISIve
cnterion in the cultural SCIences, too, was in the last analysIS, the
"regular" recurrence of certaIn casual relationships The ulaws"
whIch we are able to perceIve In the mfini tely mamfold stream of
e"ents must - accordmg to thIS conceptIon - contam the scientific
ally ~'essentIal" aspect of realIty As soon as we have shown some
causal reltaionship to be a l'law," Ie, If we have shown it to be uni~

versally vahd by means of comprehensive histoflcal InductlOn or have
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made it immediately and tangibly plausible according to our subJec
tive expenence, a great number of sinular cases order themselves
under the formula thus attained Those elements 10 each indlVldual
event which are left unaccounted for by the selectIon of their elements
subsumable under the "law" are considered as sClcntlfically umnte
grated residues which will be taken cale of in the further perfection
of the system of "laws" Alternatively they will be Vlewed as "acci
dental" and therefore scientdically unimportant because they do not
fit into the structure of the "law"; 10 other words, they are not typical
of the event and hence can only be the objects of u1dle curiOSity II

Accordmgly, even among the followers of the HlStoncal School we
contmually find the attitude which declares that the ideal which all
the sciencesJ includIng the cultural sciences, serve and towards which
they should strive even in the remote future is a system of proposi
tions from wruch reality can be "deduced" As IS well known, a lead
ing natural scientist beheved that he could deSignate the (factually
unattainable) ideal goal of such a treatment of cultural reality as a
sort of U astronomteal" knowledge.

Let US not, for our part, spare ourselves the trouble of examining
these matters more closely - however often they have already been
discussed The first thmg that impresses one 18 that the "astronom
ical" knowledge which was referred to is not a system of laws at all
On the contrary, the laws which it presupposes have been taken from
other disciplines like mechanics But it too concerns itself with the
question of the indwidual consequence wruch the working of these
laws in an unique configurahon produces, since it is these individual
configurations wruch are signzficant for us Every indiVldual constel
lation wruch it "explams" or predicts is causally exphcable only as
the consequence of another equally individual constellation which has
preceded it As far hack as we may go into the grey mist of the far
off past, the reahty to which the laws apply always remams equally
Indw.dual, equally undeduc.ble from laws A cosmic "primeval
state" which had no individual character or less indIvidual character
than the cosmic reahty of the present would naturally be a meaning
Jess notion But is there not some trace of SimIlar ideas m our field
in those propositions sometnnes derived from natural law and some
times verified by the observatiOn of "primitives," concerning an
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economic-social "primeval state" free from hIstorical uacc1dents," and
characterized by phenomena such as "pnmltIve agranan commun
ism," sexual "promiscUlty," etc, from which IndIvIdual hIstorical de
velopment emerges by a sort of fall from grace into concreteness?

The socIal-scientIfic interest has Its pomt of departure, of course,
in the real.. i e., concrete, indivIdually-structured configuratIOn of our
cultural life In 115 universal relationships whIch are themselves no
less indIvidually-structured, and In Its development out of other SOCIal

cultural conditIOns, which themselves are ObVIOusly hkewise IndIVId
ually structured It is clear here that the sItuatIon which we dlus
trated by reference to astronomy as a hmitmg case (whIch IS regularly
drawn on by logicians for the same purpose) appears in a more
accentuated fonn Whereas in astronomy, the heavenly bpd1es are
of interest to us onl~ In theIr quanlltalw. and exact aspects, the
qualztatwc aspect of phenomena concerns us In the social sciences
To this should be added that m the SOCIal sciences we are concerned
with psychological and intellectual (geUltg) phenomena the empatluc
understanding of which is naturally a problem of a specifically dif
ferent type from those which the schemes of the exact natural SCIences
in general can or seek to solve Despite that, this dIstInctIOn in

.itself is not a distinction in principle} as It seems at first glance
Aside from pure mechanics, even the exact natural sciences do not
proceed without qualitative categones Furthennore, In our own
field we encounter the idea (whIch IS obviously distorted) that at
least the phenomena characteristIc of a money~economy - whICh are
baSIC to our culture - are quantifiable and on that account subject
to fonnulation as "laws" Fmally It depends on the hreadth or nar
rowness of one's definition of "lawn as to whether one will also
include regulanlles which because they are not quantifiable are not
subject to numerical analysis Especially insofar as the mfluence of
psychological and intellectual (geshg.) factors is concerned, It does
not in any case exclude the establishment of rules govemmg rational
conduct Above all, the pomt of view stIll persIsts whIch clamIS that
the task of psychology is to play a role comparable to mathematics
for the Getsteswissenschaften in the sense that it analyzes the com
plicated phenomena of social life into their psychic condillons and
effects, reduces them to their most elementary poSSIble psychIc factors
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and then analyzes their functional interdependences Thereby, a sort
of "chemistryl1 If not "mechamcs" of the psyc.hic foundations of SOCIal
life would be created Whether such mvesllgatlOns can produce
valuable and-what IS somethmg else-useful results for the cul
tural SCIences, we cannot decIde here But thIS would be Irrelevant
to the question as to whether the aun of social-econo11llc knowledge
m OUf sense, 1 e, knowledge of realtty WIth respect to Its cultural
Slgmficance and its casual relationships can be attamed through the
quest for recurrent sequences. Let us assume that we have succeeded
by means of psychology- or otherwhe in analyzing all the observed
and ~agtnable relatlOnshlps of social phenomena mto some ultImate
elementary "factors/' that we have made an exhaustIve analysis and
classificatIOn of them and then formulated rigorously exact laws cov
ering thelT behavlOr-What would be the sigmficance of these re
sults for our knowledge of the hlStoncally given culture or any indI
VIdual phase thereof, such as capitalism, in its development and
cultural SIgnIficance? As an .analytical tool, It would be as useful
as a textbook of organic chemical combmatlOns would be for our
knowledge of the biogenetic aspect of the animal and plant world.
In each case, certamly an =portant and useful prelunmary step
would have been taken In neither case can concrete reality be de
dUled from "laws" and "factors" This is not because some higher
mysterious powers reside m living phenomena (such as "dommants)"
lIente1echies/' or whatever they might be called) ThIS, however,
a problem in Its own right The real reason is that the analysis
of realIty is concerned \1<,th the configuratIOn mto which those (hypo
thetical l ) "factors" are arranged to fonn a cultural phenomenon
which lS hlstoncaliy sigmficant to us Furthermore, If we WISh
to "explam" this indlvIdual configuratIon "causally" we must in
voke other equally mdiVldual configuration~ on the baSIS of which
we WIll explam it With the aid of those (hypothetIcal!) "laws"

The detennination of those (hypothetIcal) 1C1aw~" and "factors"
would in any case only be the first of the many operatIOns which
would lead us to the deSIred type of knowledge. The analysis of the
hIstorically gIven IndIVIdual configuratIOn of those cefactors" and their
slgll1{icant concrete_interaction) condltioned by thelI m'E.tQncal con
te"t and espeCially the rendenng zntell.g.ble of the basis and type of



76 "OBJECTIVITY" IN SOCIAL SCIENCE,
tlus significance would be the next task to be achieved. This task
must be achieved, It IS true, by the utilization of the preliminary
analysis but it is nonetheless an entirely new and dr.stinct task. The
tracing as far mto the past as pOSSible of the individual features of
these historically evolved configurations which are contemporaneously
SIgnificant, and their histoncal explanation by antecedent and equally
mdlvidual configurations would be the tlurd task Finally the pre
dIction of possible future constellations would be a conceivable fourth
task.

For all these purpose" clear concepts and the knowledge of
those (hypothellcal) "laws" are obviously of great value as heuristic
means - but only as such Indeed they are quite indispensable for
this purpose But even :m thIS function theIr hmitabQns become evi
dent at a decisive point In statmg this, we arrive at the decisive
feature of the method of the cultural sciences We have designated
as "cultural sCiences" those disciplmes which analyze the phenomena
of life in terms of their cultural significance The SIgnificance of a
configurallon of cultural phenomena and the basis of tlus significance
cannot however be derived and rendered intelhgIble by a system of
analytical laws (GesetzesbegTlften), however perfect It may be, SInce
the signIficance of cultural events presupposes a value·onentatlon
towards these ,events The concept of culture IS a value-concept
EmpIrical reality becomes "culture" to us because and Insofar as we
relate it to value ideas It mcludes those segments and only those
segments of reality which have become SIgnificant to us because of
thIS value-relevance Only a small portion of existing concrete
reality IS colored by our value-conditioned interest and it alone is
significant to us It 15 significant because it reveals relationships
whIch are important to us due to their connection with our values
Only because and to the extent that this is the case is it worthwhile
for us to know It In its mdIvidual features We cannot discover,
however, what is meaningful to us by means of a "presuppositionless"
investigation of empincal data Rather perception of its meaning
fulness to us is the presupposition of its becoming an object of inves
tigation Meamngfulness naturally does not coincide with-laWll as
such, and the more general the law the less the coincidence. For the
specific meamng which a phenomenon has for us is naturally not to
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be found in those relatlonships which it shares WIth many other
phenomena.

The focus of attention on reahty under the guidance of values
wluch lend it significance and the selection and ordering of the phe
nomena wluch are thus affected in the light of their cultural sigmfi
canee IS entirely different from the analysis of reality In terms of
laws and general concepts Neither of these two types of the analySIS
of reality has any necessary log.cal relationship With the other They
can coincide in individual Instances but It would be most dISastrous
if their occasional coinCidence caused us to dunk that they were not
distinct tn pnnclple The cultural ngmficance of a phenomenon,
e g., the sigmficance of exchange in a money economy, can be the
fact that It exISts on a Ihass scale as a fundamental component of
modem culture.' But the historical fact that it plays thiS role must
be causally explamed m order to render Its cultural significance
understandable The analysIS of the general aspects 01 exchange and
the technique of the warket IS a - highly !!Dpomnt and indispens
able - prel.minary task. For not only does thIS type of analysis leave
unanswered the question as to how exchange historically acquired its
fundamental Significance in the modern world, but above all else,
the fact With wluch we are prhnardy concerned, namely, the cultdral
slgmficance of the money..economy, for the sake of which we are
interested In the descriptlon of exchange teChnique and for the sake
of wluch alone a SCIence elmts wh.ch deals Wlth that technique - is
not derivable frOID any "law II The genenc features of exchange,
purchase, etc, interest the Jurist -but we are concerned WIth the
analysis of the cultural SIgnificance of the concrete hlStoncal fact that
today exchange exIsts on a ma"" scale When we reqUIre an explana
tion, when we wish to understand what distmgUlshes the social
econolDIC aspects of our culture for It\Stance from that of antiquity in
which exchange showed precisely the same genenc traIts as It does
today and when we raise the question as to where the Slgmficance
of "money economy" hes, logIcal principles of qUIte heterogeneous
denvation enter into the lnvesllgatlon We will apply those concepts
with which we are proVided by the investlgation of the general fea
tures of economIC mass pheno:rnena - Indeed, msofar as they are
relevant to the meaningful aspects of our culture, we shaH use them
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as means of exposition. The gaal of our investIgation is not reached
. through the exposition of those laws and concepts, precise as it may

be. The queshon as to what should be the object of uruven;al con
ceptualization cannot be deCIded "presupposltlonlessly" but only with
reference to the sIgmficance whIch certain segments of that infinite
multiphcIty which we caU ucornmerce" have for culture We seek
knowledge of an histoncal phenomenon, meanmg by historical: sig
nificant in Its mdlVIduality (Elgenart). And the declSlve element m
this is that only through the presupposItIon that a finite part alone
of the mfinite varIety of phenomena IS sigmficant, does the knowledge
of an individual phenomenon become lOgically meaningful Even
wIth the WIdest unagmable knowledge of "laws," we are helpless m
the face of the question how IS the causal explanatwn of an mdwtd.
ual fact possible - SIDce a descnptwn of even the smallest slice of
rea1lty can never be exhaustive? The number and type of causes
which have influenced any gIVen event are always mfinite and there IS

nothing in the thmgs themselves to set some of them apart as alone
meriting attention A chaos of HeXlstential Judgments" about count
less indlVldual events would be the only result of a serIOUS attempt to
analyze reality "WJthout preSUppOSItIons n And even this result is
only seemIngly possIble, smce every smgle perceptIon dIscloses on
closer examination an infinite number of constituent perceptions
which can never be exhaustively expressed in a judgement. Order
is brought mto this chaos only on the condItion that in every case
only a part of concrete reahty 15 lnterestmg and sigmficant to us, be
cause only It IS related to the cultural values WIth which we approach
reality Only certam sides of the infimtely complex concrete phenom
enon, namely those to wrnch we attrIbute a general cultural SIgnIfi
cance - are therefore worthwhile knowmg They alone are objects
of causaJ expJanatIon And even thlS causal explanation evinces the
same character, an exhaustwe causal mvestigation of any concrete
phenomena in Its full reality is not only practIcally unposSlble - it is
SImply nonsense. We select only those causes to wrnch are to be
imputed in the mvidlUal case" the uessentlal" feature of an event
Where the indiViduality of a phenomenon IS concerned, the question
of causality is not a question of laws but of concrete causal relation
shf.ps~ jt is not a questiOl1. of the subsumpuon of the event under some
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general rubric as a representative case but of its imputation as a
consequence of some constellation It is in brief a question of im
putation Wherever the causal explanation of a "cultural phenom
enon - an "historical mdlvidual" (2) IS under consideration, the
knowledge of cau,al laws is not the end of the investigation but only
a means It facilitates and rende", possIble the causal Imputation
to theIr concrete causes of those components of a phenomenon the
indiVIduality of which IS culturally significant. So far and only so
far as it achIeves thIs, IS It valuable for our knowledge of concrete
relatIonships And the more '<general/, 1 e, the more abstract the
laws, the less they can contribute to the causal ImputatIOn of mdtvld
ual phenomena and, more ,ndirectly, to the understanding of the
significance of cultural events .

What is the consequence of all tIDS?
Naturally, it does not Imply that the knowledge of unwersal

propositions, the construction of abstract c.oncepts, the knowledge of
regulantles and the attempt to fonnulate "laws" have no scientific
justificatIOn in the cultural SCIences QUIte the contrary, If the causal
)mowledge of the IDstorians wnsi,ts of the imputation of concrete
effects to roncrete causes, a valzd imputatIOn of any indlVldual effect
WIthout the applicatIon of unomologtcal" knowledge: -1 e J the knowl~

edge of recurrent causal seqUEnces - would in general be impossible
Whether a sl:r..gle individual component of a relatIonship is, in a con~

crete case, to be assigned causal responsibility for an effect, the causal
explanation of which is at issue, can 10 doubtful cases be de.tennme.d
only by estImating the effects which we generally expect from It and
from the -other components of the same complex which are relevant
to the explanation In other words, the ttadequaten effects of the
causal elements involved must be r;:onsidered in arriving at an)' suc.h
concluSIon The o<tent to which the hIStonan (io the widest sense
of the word) can perfonn this Imputlttlon 10 a reasonably certam ,
manner WIth hiS imagwatlon sharpened by pe",onal experience and
trained in analytic methods and the extent to whIch he must have
recourse to the aid of speCIal dIsciplines which make it possible, varies

(2)We wtll use the tertn WhLCh IS already occaJJonally used 10 the methodology
of our dtlC1.phne and wluch I.S now becomIng wLdespread m a more preCiSe
forumlabon in logic
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wIth the mdivIdual case. Everywhere, however, and hence also in
the sphere of complicated economic processes, the more certain and
the more comprehensive our general knowledge. the greater is the
certamty of imputatlon This propoSItIon is not 10 the least affected
by the fact that even 10 the case of all so-called "economic laws"
\Yithout exception, we are concerned here not Mth uJaws" m the
narrower exact natural SClence sense, but Wlth adequate causal rela
tionships expressed in rules and with the application of the category
of "objectIve pOSSIbility" The establJshment of such regulantles i.
not the end but rather the means of knowledge It i. entirely a ques
tion of expediency, to be settled separately for each indIvidual case,
whether a regularly recurrent causal relatlOnship of everyday exper
ience should be fonnuJated mto a "law," Laws are important and
valuable in the exact natural sciences~ in the measure that those
sCIences are unwersally valid For the knowledge of historical phe
nomena in their concreteness, the most general laws, because they
are most devoid of content are also the least valuable The more
comprehensive the validIty, - or scope~ of a tenn, the more It leads
us away from the richness of realIty Smce m order to include the
common elements of the largest possible number of phenomena, it
must necessarily be as abstract as possible and hence deVOId of con
tent In the cultural SCIences, the knowledge of the umversal or
general IS never valuable in itself.

The conclusion which follows from the above is that an "objec
tlve" analysis of cultural events, whIch proceeds accordmg to the
thesIS that the ideal of sCIence is the reduction of empIrical rcallty
of "laws," IS meanmgless It is not meaningless, as is often maina
tamed, because cultural or psychiC events for instance are "obJec
lIvely" less governed by laws It is meaningless for a number of
other reasons FIrstly, because the knowledge of social laws is not
knowledge of social reality but is rather one of the various aids used
by our minds for attaming tlus end; secondly, because knowledge of
cultural events IS inconceivable e~cept on a basIS of the szgntficance
whIch the concrete con,tellations of reallty have for us m certam
mdWEdual concrete situations In WhlCh sense and 1fi whIch situabons
this is the case is not revealed 10 us by any law, it is decided a~cord.

109 to the value-ideas in the lIght of which we view "culture" 10 each
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mdividual case "Culture" is a fimte segment of the meamngless m
fimty of the world process, a segment on whIch human bemgs confer
meanmg and slgmficance ThIS is true even for the human being
who Vle1;lj"S a pal ttGular culture as a mortal enemy and who <;eeks to
"return to nature" He can attam thIS pomt of VIew only after view
ing the culture in wh,ch he hves from the standpomt of his values,
and findmg It "too soft" This IS the purely 10gIcal-fonnal fact wh,ch
lS m .... ol..ed when Yoe speak of the logiCally necessary rootedness
of aU mstoncal entitIes (hzslonsche Indivzduen) m lIevaluatlve Ideas»
The transcendental presuppOSItIOn of eV2ry cultural selena lies not
III our findmg a certam culture or any "culture" in general to
be valuable but rather m the fact that we are cultural beings, en
do" ed wlth the capaclty and the will to take a delIberate attitude
towards the world and to lend It Slgmficance Whatever tlus signifi·
cance may be, It wdl lead us to Judge certam phenomena of human
existence In. ,ts 1Ight and to respond to them as being (posItively
or negatively) meamngful Whatever may be the content of
th,s attitude - these phenomena have cultural .ignificance for us
and on this sIgnificance alone rests its SCIentific mterest Thus when
we 'peak here of the condItioning of cultural knowledge through
evaluatIVe ideas (Wert.deen) (following the terminology of modem
logic), it is done m the hope that we will n.ot be subject to crude
InIsunderstandmgs such as the opmion that cultural significance
should be attnbuted only to valuable phenomena Prostitution is a
cultural phenomenon Just as much as rehgion or money AIl three
are fuhural phenomena only because and only Insofar as their exist~

mec and the form whIch they hIStOrIcally assume touch dIrectly or
mdlrectly on our cufturaf mterests and arouse our striving for knawl~

edge concerrung problems brought mto focus by the evalu~tlVe Ideas
which givc Slgmficance to the fragment of realIty analyzed by those
loncepts ,

All knowledge of cultural realtty, as may be seen, is always knowl
edge from paTtlcular pomts of Vlf'W When we reqUIre from the hiS
tOrIan and social research worker as an elementary presupposItion
that they dIStIngUIsh the Important from the tnvlal and that he
'1hould ha\lc the necessary ~lpomt of view" for thiS dIstinctIon, We

mean that they must understand how to relate the e, ents of the real
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world consciously or unconsCIously to universal "cultural values" and
to select out those relationships wluch are sIgmficant for us If the
notion that those standpomts can be denved from the "facts them
selves" contInually recurs, it is due to the naIve self~deeeptlOn of the
specialIst who IS unaware that It 15 due to the evaluatIve Ideas with
wh,ch he unconsciously approaches hIS subject matter, that he has
selected from an absolute infimty a tmy portIon wIth the study of
wluch he concerns lumself In connectIon with thiS selectIon of mdI
VIdual speCIal Uaspects" of the event which always and everywhere
occurs, conscIOusly or unconscIOusly, there also occurs that element
of cultural-SCIentIfic work wluch is referred to by the often-heard
assertion that the "personal" element of a scientific work 15 what IS

really valuable 10 It, and that personahty must be expressed ill every
work If It CXlstence IS to be JustIfied To be sure, Without the mvesti
gator's evaluatIve Ideas, there would be no prinCIple of selection of
subject-matter and no meamngful knowledge of the concrete realIty.
Just as without the mvestigator's conviction regarding the slgmficance
of particular cultural facts, every attempt to analyze concrete reality
is absolutely meamngless, so the dltection of Ius personal belief, the
refraction of values 10 the prISm of his mind, glves dltectIOn to his
work. And the values to wh,ch the scientIfic geruus relates the object
of lus inquiry may detennine, 1 e , decide the "conception" of a whole
epoch, not only concernIng what 15 regarded as "vaJuable" but also
concerning what IS SignIficant or insignIficant, "unportant" or Clun_
important" in the phenomena

Accordmgly, cultural science In our sense mvolves "subJectIve"
presuppositions Insofar as It concerns Itself only With those compon
ents of reahty wluch have some relationship, however indtrect, to
events to whIch we attach cultural szgmficance Nonetheless, It IS

entIrely causal knowledge exactly 10 the same sense as the knowledge
of SIgnificant concrete (mdzV!dueller) natural events WhIch have a
quahtatlve character Among the many confUSions which the over
reachmg tendency of a fonnal-Jumbc outlook has brought about ill

the cultural SCIences, there has recently appeared the attempt to
ureIute" the "materIalIstIC conceptJOn of hlsto.ry" by a series of clever
but fallacious arguments wluch state that smce all econorruc lIfe must
take place 10 legally or conventIOnally regulated forms, all economic
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"developmertt" mllst take the (onn of stflvmg for the creation of new
legal fonns Hence, It is said to be intelligIble only through etlucal
maxIms and is on this account essentiall)' dtfferent from every twe
01 "natural" development Accordingly the knowledge 01 econOlnlC
development IS saId to be Uteleological" in character WIthout WISh
ing to dISCUSS the meaning of the ambiguous tenn "development," or
the logically no less ambiguous tenn "teleology" In the socIal SCIences,
It should be stated that such knowledge need not be "teleologIcal" In

the sense assumed by tlus point 01 view. The cultural significance
of nonnallvely regulated legal relatzans and even nonns themselves
can undergo fundamental revolutionary changes even under condI
tions of the lonnal Identity of the prevailing legal nonns. Indeed,
u one WIShes to Jose one's self for a moment in phantaSIes about the
future, one IUlght theoretically unagine, let us say, the "soClahzation
of the means of producuon" unaccompanied by any conSCIoUS "stnv
ing" towards thIS result, and without even the disappearance or addI
tJOn of a single palagraph of cur legal code, the statistical frequency
01 certam legally regulated relationships might be changed lunda
mentally, and in many cases, even disappear entIrely; a great number
01 legal norms mIght become practtcally meaningless and their whole
cultural Slgmficance changed beyond idenllficallon. De lege ferenda
dtSCUSSlOns may be justlfiably dIsregarded by the "matenahstlc con
ception of history" !!lince its central proposition IS the indeed mevitable
change m the Slgmflcance of legal institutlons. Those who view the
parnstaking labor of causally understandmg histoneal realit)' as of
secondary lffiportance can dIsregard it, but It is impoSSlble to sup
plant it by any type of "teleology" From our vlewpOlnt, llpurpose"
15 the conception of an effect which becomes a cause of an actlOD

Smce we take into account every cause which produces or can pro~

duce a significant elfect, we also consider tlus one Its specific slgmfi
cance consists only in the fact that we not only observe human conduct
but can and desire to understand It.

Undoubtedly, all evaluative Ideas are "subJectIve" Between the
"histOrIcal" interest in a family chronicle and that in the develop..
ment of the greatest cOIlceIvable cultural phenomena whIch were
and are common to a natIon or to mankind over long epochs, there
exists an infinite gradatIOn of '~significancen arranged into an order
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which differs for each of us And they are, naturally, histOrically
vanable m accordance With the character of the culture and the
Ideas which rule men's mmds But It obVIously does not follow from
this that research In the cultural sciences can only have results whIch
are usub]ective" in the sense that they are valid for one pernon and
not for others Only the degree to which they mterest different per
sons vaneS In other words, the choice of the object of mvestlgatlOn
and the extent or depth to which tIllS investigatIon attempts to pene
trate mto the infimte causal web, are detenmned by the evaluatIve
Ideas which dominate the mvestlgator and his age In the method
of Investigation, the gUldmg "pomt of view" is of great Importance
for the const1uchon of the conceptual scheme whIch wIll be used In

the mvestigation In the mode of their UJ8, however, the investJgator
IS obViously bound by the nonns of our thought Just as much here
as elsewhere For scientIfic truth is precISely what IS valid for all who
seek the truth.

However, there emerges from this the meanmglessness of the
idea whIch prevails occasionally even among hIstOrIans, narnely,
that the goal of the cultural sciences, however far It may be from
realization, is to construct a closed system of concepts, In which
reahty IS syntheslzed in some sort of permanently and unwersally
vahd clasSification and from which It can agam be deduced The
stream of Immeasurable events flows unendmgly towards eternity
The cultural problems whIch move men form themselves ever anew
and in different colors, and the boundarie; of that area m the mfinite
stream of concrete events whIch acquires meaning and signIficance
for us, ) e, wluch becomes an "hlStoncal IndIVIdual," are constantly
subject to change The mtellectual contexts from which It is viewed
and sCientifically analyzed shift The points of departure of the cul
tural sciences remam changeable throughout the lirmtless future as
long as a Chinese oSSIfication of mtellectual life does not render man
kmd mcapable of settmg new questIons to the eternally mexhaUStlble
flow of life A systematic science of culture, even only in the sense
of a defimtive, obJeCtlvely valid, systematic fixatIOn of the problems
which It should treat, would be senseless in Itself Such an attempt
could only produce a collectIOn of numerous, specifically particular
ized, heterogeneous and disparate viewpoints m the I1ght of which
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reality becomes "culture" through being significant in its unique
character.

Having now completed this lengthy dIScussIOn, we can finally
tum to the questIOn whIch IS methodolog,cally relevant 10 the con
sIderation of the "obJectIvIty" of cultural knowledge The questIon
is' what is the log>cal function and structure of the concepts wluch
our science, like all others, uses;> Restated with specIal reference to
the decisIve problem, the question IS what IS the Significance of
theory and thoorebcal conceptuahzatlon (theorehsche Begnf]slnldung)
for our knowledge of cultural reabty?

Economics was ongmally - as we have already seen - a "teeh~

nique," at least in the central focus of its attention By this we
mean that 1t '"ewed reahty from an at le""l ()';ten"bly unambl'guoU'l
and stable practIcal evaluatIve standpOint namely, the mcrease of
the "wealth" of the populatIOn It was on the other hand, from the
very beg1Onmg, more than a "technique" smce It was integrated into
the great scheme of the natural law and ratIOnalIstic Weltanschauung
of the eighteenth century. The nature of that Wel'anschauung with
its optImistic faIth In the theoretIcal and practical rationalizability
of reality had an =portant consequence insofar as It obstructed the
dIScovery of the problemallC character of that standpomt which had
been assumed as self-evIdent As the rational analysIS of socIety
arose in dose connection With the modem development of natural
science, so it remamed related to it in its whole method of approach
In the natural SCiences, the practlc~l evaluative attitude toward what
was immediately and technicalIy useful w~s closely associated from
the very first WIth the hope, taken over as a heritage of anhqUlty and
further elaborated, of attaining a purely lIobjel-tive" (I.e, independ
ent of all 10dlvldual cont1Ogencies) momsbc knowledge of the total·
ity of reahty HI a conceptual system of metaphYSIcal valtd,ty and math·
emabcal form. It was thought that thIS hope could be realIzed by
the method of generalizing abstraction and the fonnulation of laws
based on empincal analysIS. The natural sciences whIch were bound
to evaluatIve standpomts, such as clmical medicme and even more
what is conventionally called "technology" became purely practical
"arts" The values for which they strove, e g, the health of the
patlent, the technical perfectIon of a concrete productive process,
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etc., were fixed for the time being for all of them The methods
which they used could only consist in the apphcation of the laws
formulated by the theoretical dIsciplines Every theoretical advance
In the construction of these laws was or could also be an advance
for the practical disciplines. With the end gIVcn, the progressive
reduction of concrete practical questIons (e g, a case of Illness, a
technical problem, etc.) to special cases of generally valId laws,
meant that extensIOn of theoretIcal knowledge was closely assoCIated
and Identical WIth the extenSIon of techmcal-practical pos
SIbilities

When modern biology subsumed those aspects of reality whIch
mterest us hzstoTlcally, ie, In all their concreteness, under a umvers
ally valid evolutionary principle, whicb at least had tbe appearance
- but not the actuahty - of embracing everythmg essential about
tbe subject 'in a scheme of unhersally valid laws, this seemed to be
the final tWIlIght of all evaluatIve standpoints in all the sciences For
smce the so-called historical event was a segment of the totality of
reality, SInce the prInCIple of causahty which was the presupposition
of all scientific work, seemed to require the analYSIS of all events into
generally valid "laws," and In view of the overwhelming success of
the natural sciences which took tlus idea senously, It appeared as If
there was m general no conceIvable meamng of sdentific work other
than the discovery of the laws of events. Only those aspects of phe
nomena which were involved in the "laws" could be essential from
the scientIfic pomt of view, and concrete "lOdlvidual" events could
be considered only as "types," 1 e, as representative illustratIOns of
laws. An interest in such events 10 themselves did not seem to be
a "scientific" interest

It is impoSSIble to trace here the Important repercuSSIons of this
will-to-believe of naturalIStic mOnIsm in econOmIcs. When socialist
criticism and the ,",ork of the bistorians were beginning to transform
the original evaluatlve standpoints, the vigorous development of ZOO~

logical research on one hand and the influence of Hegehan paniogIsm
on the other prevented econOmICS from attaming a clear and full
understanding of the relationship between concept and reality. The
result, to the extent that we are interested in it, 15 that despite the
powerful reSIstance to the mfiltration of naturalisuc dogma due to
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German idealism since Fichte and the achievement of the German
Historical School m law and economiCS and partly because of the
very work of the HlStoncai School, the naturahstlc viewpomt in cer
tain decisive problems has not yet been overcome. Among these
problems we find the relationship between "theory" and "history,"
which is shll problemahc in our dlSclplme

The "abstract"-theoretical method even today shows unmediated
and ostensibly irreconcl1able cleavage from emp'rical-histoncal re
~earch The proponents of thIS method recognize in a thoroughly
correct way the methodological ImposSlblhty of supplanting the hiS
torIcal knowledge of reahty by the formulation of laws Of, VIce versa,

of constructmg "laws" in the ngorous sense through the mere Juxta
pOSItIon of hIStorical observations Now in order to arnve at these
laws - for they are certam that SCIence should be dIrected towards
these as Its highest goal- they take it to be a fact that we always
have a dIrect awareness of the structure of human actIOns m aU theIr

reahty Hence - so they thmk - SCIence can make human behavior
directly intelligible with axiomal1c eVldentness and accordingly reveal
Its laws The only e"act form of knowledge - the formulation of
ImmedIately and mtuitIvely er.ndent laws - is however at the same
time the only one wluch offers access to events which have not been
directly observed Hence, at least as regards the fundamen tal phe

nomena of economIc lIfe, the constructIOn of a system of abstract and
therefore purely formal propo5ItIons analogous to those of the exact
natural sciences, IS the only means of analyzing and inteBectually mas
tering the com~lexityof social hie In s~ite of the fundamental meth-

• odologlCal dIStinctiOn between hIStOrical knowledge and the knowledge
of "laws" which the creator of the theory drew as the first and only
one, he now dalms empirIcal valtdtty, m the sense of the deduclbtltty
of reahty from "laws," for the proposItions of abstract theory It is
true that thIS IS not meant m the sense of empirical vahdlty of the ab
stract economic laws as such, but in the sense that when equally "ex_
act" theories have been constrocted for aU the other relevant factors,
all these abstract theories together must contam the true reality of the
object -1 e, whiJ,tever IS worthwhile knowing about it Exact eco
nomIC theory deals wIth the operation of one psychiC motive, the
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other theories have as their task the fonnulation of the behavior of
all the other motives into sinular sorts of propositlOns enjoying hypo
thetical valldlty. Accordingly, the fantastic claim has occasionally
been made for economic theories - e g, the abstract theories of price,
interest, rent, etc, - that they can, by ostenslbly following the analogy
of physical science propOSltlOns, be vahdly applied to the derivation
of quantitatIVely stated conclusions from gIven real premises, since
given the ends, economic behavior with respect to means is unambigu
ously "detennmed" This claim falls to observe that in order to be
able to reach tlus result even in the simplest case, the totality of the
existmg historical reality including every one of its causal relation
shIps must be assumed as "given" and presupposed as known But
if this type of knowledge were accesSlble to the finite mind of man,
abstract theory would have no cogmtlve value whatsoever The
naturalistIc prejudice that every concept in the cultural sciences
should be similar to those in the exact natural sciences has led in
consequence to the misunderstanding of the meaning of thIS theoret
lcal construction (theoretlSche Cedankengeb,lde) It has been be
lieved that 18 is a matter of the psychologlCaI isolation of a specific
"impulse," the acquiSItive impulse, or of the isolated study of a specific
maxim of human conduct, the so-called economic principle. Abstract
theory purported to be based on psychological axIOms and as a result
hIStorians have called for an emplTlcal psychology in order to show
the invahdity of those axlOms and to denve the course of economic
events from psychological pnnciples We do not wish at this pomt
to enter into a detailed critici.m of the belief in the significance of
a -still to be created - systematic science of "social psychology" as
the future foundation of the cultural SCiences, and particularly of
SOCIal economIcs. Indeed, the partly brilliant attempts whIch have'
been made hitherto to mterpret economic phenomena p.ychologlcally,
show in any case that the procedure does not begm WIth the analysis
of psycholOgIcal qUalIties, movmg then to the analysis of social Insti
tutIons, but that, on the contrary, Insight into the p.ychological pre
condItions and consequences of InstitutIons presupposes a precIse
knowledge of the latter and the scientific analysis of theU" structure
In concrete cases, psychologIcal analySIS can contribute then an ex
tremely valuable deepening of the knowledge of the historical cultural



"OBJECTIVITY" IN SOCIAL SCIENCE 89

condltlonmg and cultural Slgmficance of mstJtutions The interesting
aspect of the psychic attltude of a pers~n m a social situatIOn IS spe
cuically partIcularized in each case, accordmg to the SpeClal cultural
sIgmficance of the situation in questton. It 1S a question of an ex~

tremely heterogeneous and hIghly concrete structure of psychic
motJves and influences Social-psychological research involves the
study of various very dIsparate zndIVldual types of cultural elements
with reference to their interpretabihty by our empatluc understandmg.
Through social-psychological research, with the knowledge of indI
vidual insbtutlons ao; a POInt of departure, we wIll learn Increasmgly
how to understand institutions m a psychologlcal way. We wl1] not
however deduce the institutIons from psychologIcal laws or explam
thero by eleroentllry psychological phenomena.

Thus, the far-flung polemic, which centered on the questIOn of
the psychological justification of abstract theoretical propo'itions, on
the stope of the "acquisItive impulse" and the "econ0I111C pnnClple,"
etc, turns out to have been fruitless

In the establishment of the proposItions of abstract theory, it 15

only apparently a matter of "deductions" from fundamental psycho
lOgical motives Actually, the fonner are a specia1 case of a kmd of
concept-constructlOn whIch IS peculIar and to a certain e,ctent, in
dispensable, to the cultural sciences It IS worthwhIle at this point
to descnbo .t m further detail since we can thereby approach more
closely the fundamental question of the sigmficance of theory in the
social SCIences Therewith we leave undlScussed, once and for aU,
whether the particular analytical concepts which we cite or to whIch
we allude as illu,tratlons, correspond to the purposes they are to serve,
Ie, whether m fact they are well-adaptod The question as to how
farJ for example, contemporary "abstract theory" should be further
elaborated, is ultimately also a question of the strategy of science,
which must, however concern itself with other problems as wen Even
the Htheory of margmal utIhty" is subsumable under a "law of roar
ginal utlhty."

We have in abstract economic theory an IllustratIon of those syn
thetic constructs wmch have been designated as ((Ideas" of lustoncal
phenomeI)a It offers us an ideal pIcture of event, on the commodlty
market under conditIOns of a society organized on the prinCIples of
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an exchange economy, free competition and rigorously rational con
duct ThIs conceptual pattern brings together certam relationships
and events of histoncal hfe into a complex, wluch is concClved as an
mternally conslStent system Substantively, this construct m itself is
like a utopia which has been arrived at by the analytIcal accentuabon
of certain elements of reahty. Its relationslup to the empincal data
conSlSts solely in the fact that where market-cond.l1oned relatIOnslups
of the type referred to by the abstract construct are dIScovered or
suspected to exist in reahty to some extent, we can make the charac
temlle features of this relationship pragmatically clear and under
standabfe by reference to an .deal-type This procedure can be
indISpensable for heuristic as well as expoSltory purposes. The ideal
typical concept w.lI help to develop our sk.lI 10 .mputation lo re
search' .t IS no "hypothesis"'but it offers guIdance to the construction
of hypotheses It is not a descnpt.on of reahty hut it a.ms to give
unambiguous means of expression to such a descnption. It is thus
the "ldea" of the hutoncally given modern society, based on an ex
change economy, wh.ch is developed for us by qUlte the same logical
prinCIples as are used m constructing the Idea of the medieval "city
economy" as a "geneticU concept When we do this, we construct
the concept IIClty economy" not as an average of the economIC struc..
tures actually exISt10g m all the cities observed but as an Ideaf-type.
An ideal type is forrnrd by the one-sided accentuatIon of one or more
pomts of v.ew and by the synthesIS of a great many dIffuse, discrete,
more or less present and occasIonally absent concrete mdzv~dual phe.
nomena~ whIch are arranged according to those one-SIdedly empha
SIzed v.ewpomts lOto a unified analytICal comtruc! (Gedankenblld).
In its conceptual PUrity, this mental construct (Gedankenbild) can
not be found emp.rically anywhere lo reahly It is a utopUJ. HlStor
ical research faces the task of detennining ill each lOd.vidual case,
the extent to which thIS Ideal-construct approxlInates to or dIVerges
from realIty, to what extent for example, the econormc structure of
a certain Clty is to be classl'fied as a Uctty·economy n When carefully
apphed, those concepts are iparticularly useful m research and expo
sitIOn In very much the' same way one can work the "Idea" of
Ilhandicraft" 1Oto a utopia by arrangmg certalll traits, actually found
in an unclear, confused state in the mdustrial enterpnses of the most
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dlverse epochs and countnes, mto a consIstent Ideal-construct by an
accentuation of thelr essential tendenc'es Th,S Ideal-type lS then
related to the idea (GedankenausdTuck) which one finds expressed
there. One can further delmeate a society in whtch all branches of
economic and even intellectual actlVlty are governed by maxiOlS
whtch appear to be apphcations of the same pnnciple which charac
tnzes the Ideal-typIcal "handicraft" system. Furthennore, one can
juxtapose alongs'de the 'deal typical "hand,craft" system the antithesis
of a correspondmgly Ideal-typlcal capltahsllc produCllve system, whIch
has been abstracted out of certaIn features of modem large scale mdu~

try On the basIS of thIs, one can delIneate the utopia of a ucapi..
talishc" culture, 1 e , one in whIch the governmg pnnClple is the in..
vestment of private capItal This procedure would accentuate certaIn
indIvidual concretely wverse traits of modem matenal and in,ellec
tual culture in Its unique aspects mto an Ideal construct whIch {rom
our point of view would be completely self-conslStent This would
then be the delmeatlOD of an UideaU of cap~tahstic cultu7"e We must
dISregard for the moment whether and how thIs proceduf< could
be carried out It is possible, or rather, it mmt be accepted as
certain that numerous, indeed a very great many, utopias of this
sort can be worked out, of wmch none IS like another, and none of
wh'ch can be observed m empincal real,ty as an actually eXISting
economic system, but each of which however clalms that l.t 1S a repre
sentatIon of the "ldea" of cap1tahstIc culture Each of these can claim
to be a representation of the "idea" of capItalIstiC culture to the ex
tent that ,t has really taken certam traIts, meanmgful In their essential
features, from the empmcal reahty of our culture and brought them
together mto a umfied ,deal-construct For those phenomena whlcb
Interest us as cultural phenomena are mterestIng to us WIth respect
to very d,fferent kmds of evaluative ideas to wh'ch we relate them.
Inasmuch as the "pomts of VIew" from whIch they can become slgmfi~

cant for us are very rnverse, the most varied criteria can be apphed
to the selectIon of the tralts WhlCh are to enter mto the constructlon
of an ideal-typical v,ew of a particular culture.

What IS the SIgnIficance of such Ideal-typIcal constructs for an
empIrical science, as we wish to consti~ute It? Before gomg eUly fur
ther, we should emphaSIZe that the Idea of an ethical ImpeTatwe, of
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a "model" of what "ought" to exist 15 to be carefully distmgmshed
from the analytlCal construct, which 15 ",deal" m the strictly lOgIcal
sense of the term It IS a matter here of constructIng relationships
winch our Imagmallon accepts as plauSIbly mollvated and hence as
'Iobjectively possible" and which appear as adequate from the nomo
lOgIcal standpoint

Whoever accepts the proposillon that the knowledge of hIStorical
realIty can or should be a l'presuppositlOnless" copy of "obJectIve"
facts, W111 deny the value of the Ideal-type Even those who recog
nize that there IS no "presupPoslbonlessness" In the logical sense and
that even the sunplest excerpt from a statute or from a documental)"
source can have SClentlfic meaning only With reference to llslgmfi_
canee" and ultrmately to evaluative Ideas, wIll more or less regard
the constructIOn of any such hl!~tor1cal Hutopias" as an eXpOSItory
device which endangers the autonomy of hIStOrical research and winch
is, in any case, a vam sport And, In fact, whether we are deahng
SImply with a conceptual game or wIth a scientifically fruitful method
of conceptuahzatIOn and theory-constructIon can never be decIded a
pnori Here,. too,. there is only one cntenon, namely, that of sue·
cess in reveahng concrete cultural phenomena In theIr mterdepend
ellce, their causal condltiollS and theIr J.gmfican&e. The construction
of abstract Ideal-types recommends itself not as an end but as a
metlns Every conscientious exanunatlOn of the conceptual elements
of historical exposition shows however that the rustonan as soon as
he attempts to go beyond the bare estabhslunent of concrete relation
shIps and to detennme the cultural signIficance of even the simplest
mdivIdual event In order to 4

1characterize" It, must use concepts which
are precisely and unambiguously definable only in the fonn of Ideal
types Or are concepts such as "Individuahsm," "Impenahsm:' "feqd
ahsm," "mercantilism," uconventIonal," etc, and innumerable COn·
cepts of hke character by means of which we seek analyllcally and
empathically to understand reality constructed substanllvely by thc
"presuppositionless" descTtptzon of some concrete phenomenon or
through the abstract synthesIs of those traits wluch are common to
numerous concrete phenomena' Hundreds of words 10 the histonan's
vocabulary are ambiguous constructs created to meet the unCon·
sciously felt need for adequate e"pression and the meamng of which
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is only concretely felt but not clearly thought out In a great many
cases, particularly 10 the field of descriptive political history, th",r
ambiguity has not been prejudicial to the clarity of the presentatIOn
It IS suffiCIent that in each case the reader should teel what the his
torian had m IDlnd, Of, one can content one's self with the Idea that
the author used a partICular meaning of the concept with special
reference to the concrete case at hand. The greater the need how
ever for a sharp appreCIation of the slgmficance of a cultural phe
nomenon, the more unperatlve IS the need to operate with unambigu
ous concepts which are not only particularly but also systematically
defined A "definition" of such synthetic hIStorical terms according
to the scheme of genus prox,mum and dIfferentia speClfica is naturally
nonsense. But let us consider it. Such a form of the establIShment
of the meanings of words 15 to be found only in axiomallc disciplines
which use syllogisms A simple "descriptive analysis" of these con
cepts mto therr components either does not exist or else CXlSts only
Jllusorily, for the question arises. as to which of these components
should be regarded as essenllal When a genetic definition of the
content of the concept IS sought, there remains orJIy the Ideal-type
in the sense explained above It is a conceptual construct (Gedanken
bdd) wmch is neIther historical reahty nor even the "true" reality
It 's even less fitted to serve as a schema under which a real situallon
or action is to be subsumed as one mstance It has the significance
of a purely ideal lim,ting concept with which the real situation or
action is compared and surveyed for the exphcation of certain of Its
significant components Such concepts are constructs ill tenns of
which we formulate relationships by the application of the category
of objective possibJlity. By means of this category, the adequacy of
our imaginatlon, onented and disciplined by reality, IS Judged.

In this function especially, the ideal-type is an attempt to analyze
historically umque configurations or their individual components by
means of genetic concepts Let us take for mstance the concepts
"church" and Usect" They may be broken down purely classifica
tonly into complexes of characteristiCS whereby not only the distlnc
tlOn between them but also the content of the concept must constantly
remain flUId If however I WIsh to fonnulate the concept of "sect"
genetically, e g., with reference to certain important cultural signifi-
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cances which the "sectarian spirit" has had for modern culture, cer
tam characteristlcs of both become essenl,al because they stand m an
adequate causal relationshIp to those mfluences However, the con
cepts thereupon become ideal-typical lin the sense that they appear
in full conceptual mtegnty either not at all or only in mdl\'ldual
Instances Here as elsewhere every concept which is not purely
cla••Ificatory diverges from reahty. But the dIScursIve nature of our
knowledge, ie, the fact that we comprehend reality only through a
chain of intellectual modlficatlons po.tulates such a conceptual short
hand Our imagination can often di.pen.e With exphcit conc~ptual

fonnqlations as a means of tnveshgahon But as regards expositiOn,
to the extent that It wishes to be unambIguous, the use of precise
fonnulations m the .phere of cultural analysIS is m many cases abso
lutely necessary Whoever dlSregards It entirely must confine hlffi
.elf to the fonnal a.pect of cultural phenomena, e g, to legal hIStory
The umverse of legal norms is naturally clearly definable and i. vahd
(in the legal .ense l ) for hi.torical reahty. But .oclal .aence in our
sense is concerned WIth practIcal stgmficance ThIs significance how..
ever can very often be brought unarnbtgUou.ly to mmd only by relat
ing the empirical data to an ideal linuting case If the histonan (ill

the WIdest .en.e of the word) rejects an attempt to con.truct .uch
Ideal types as a "theoretical construction," 1 e, as useless or dispens
able fOT hls concrete heuristIc purposes, the meVltabJe consequence is
either that he consciously or unconieJOusly uses other sinular concepts
without fo",\ulating them verbally and elaborating them logically or
that he remams stuck ill the realm of the vaguely "felt."

Notlung, however, is more dangerous than the confUSIOn of theory
and hi.tory .temming from naturalIStIC prejudICes. ThIS confUSIOn
expresses itself firstly ill the belIef that the "true" content and the
e..ence of historical reality IS portrayed in .uch theoretical con.truct.
or secondly, In the use of these constructs as a procrustean bed IDto
which hi.tory is to be forced or thirdly, m the hypostatlzatlon of .uch
uideas" as real uforcesu and as a "true" reality wluch operates behind
the passage of events and which works itself out in history

This latter danger is especially grea! .ince we are also, indeed
prirnanly, accustomed to understand by the uideas" of an epoch the
thought. or ideal. which dominated the rna" or at least an hIStorically
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decisive number of the persons living in that epoch 'tself, and who
were therefore sIgmficant as components of Its culture Now there
are two aspects to thIs: m the first place, there are certain relation
shIps between the Clidea" In the sense of a tendency of practical or
theoretical thought and the ",dea" m the sense of the ideal-typical
portrayal of an epoch constructed as a heUrIStic deVIce An ,deal type
of certain situations, wluch can be abstracted from certain character
IStiC social phenomena of an epoch, might - and this is indeed quite
often the case - have also been present m the mmds of the person.
living m that epoch as an ideal to be stnven for m practical lIfe or
as a maxim for the regulation of certam SOCial relationships This is

true of the "idea" of "provision" (NahTungsschutz) and many other
Canonist doctrines, espeCIally those of Thomas Aqumas, m relatIon
s!up to the modern ideal type of med,eval "CIty economy" wh'ch we
dIScussed above The same is also true of the much talked of "basic
concept" of economics. economic "value" From Scholasticism to
Manasm... the Idea of an objectively "valId" value, i e., of an ethtcal
zmpeTatwe was amalgamated WJth an abstractJon drawn from the
empirical process of pnce fonnatlon The notion that the uvalue" of
commodities should be regulated by certain pnneiples of natural law,
has had and sttll has tmmeasurable sigu'ficance for the development
of culture - and not merely the culture of the M,ddle Ages It has
also mfluenced actual price fonnatlOn very markedly But what was
meant and what can be meant by that theoretical concept can be
made unambIguously clear only through precISe, Ideal-typIcal con
structs Those who are so contemptuous of the "Robmsonades" of
classical theory should restram themselves ,f they are unable to
replace them with better concepts, which in this context means
clearer concepts.

Thus the causal relationshIp between the hIStorically detenmnabJe
Idea which governs the conduct of men and those components 01
historical reahty from w!uch theIr correspondmg ,deal-type may be
abstracted, can naturally take on a consIderable number of dIfferent
forms The main point to be observed is that In pTlnciple they are
both fundamentally dIfferent things There lS sttll another aspect:
those "Ideas" which govern the behaVIOr of the population of a cer
tain epoch ie, which are concretely Influential In detenruning their
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conduct, can, if a somewhat comphcated construct 15 involved, be
formulated precisely only in the form of an Ideal type, smce empin
cally it exlsts in the minds of an mdefimte and constantly changmg
mass of mdividuals and assumes m their minds the most multifanous
nuances of form and content, clarity and meanmg. Those elements of
the spiritual life of the indiViduals liVIng 10 a certam epoch of the
MIddle Ages, for example, w/uch we may desIgnate as the "Chm
uanity" of those individuals, would, if they could be completely por
trayed, naturally constitute a chaos of mfinitely differentiated and
highly contradictory complexes of ideas and feehngs This is true
despite the fact that the medieval church was certainly able to bnng
about a unity of behef and conduct to a particularly /ugh degree If
we raise the questIOn as to what in thIS chaos was the "Chnstlanlty"
of the Middle Ages (w/uch we must nonetheless use as a stable con
cept) and wherein lay those "Chrishanu elements which we find In

the insututions of the MIddle Ages, we see that here too in every
mdlvidual case, we are applymg a purely analytical construct
created by ourselves It is a combinatIon of articles of faIth, nonns
from church law and custom, maxlms of conduct, and countless con
crete m!errelationsrnps whIch we have fused into an "Idea" It is a
synthesis which we could not succeed in attaming WIth consIStency
Without the apphcation of ideal-type concepts

The relations/up between the logical structure of the conceptual
system in which we present such "ideas" and what is immediately
gIVen ill ernpmcal reality naturally vanes considerably It is rela
tIvely simple in cases m whIch one or a few easIly formulated
theoreucal main prinClples as for instance CalVIn's doctrine of pre·
destmation or clearly definable ethical postulates govern human
conduct and produce Iustorical effects, so that we can analyze the
"Idea" into a hierarchy of ideas w/uch can be logically derived frorn
those theses. It is of course easily overlooked that however Important
the Significance even of the purely logIcally persuasive force of Ideas
- Manusm is an outstanding example of thIS type of force - none
theless empll'1cal-lustoncal events occurnng in men's minds must be
understood as primanly psychologtcally and not logrcally conditioned.
The ideal-typical character of such syntheses of Iustorically effective
Ideas is revealed still more clearly when those fundamental main
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pnnclples and postulates no longer survive m the minds of those
mdividuals who are sull dommated by Ideas whIch were logically or
associatively derived from them because the "Idea" wmch was ms
toncally and origmally -fundamental has eIther died out or has in
general achIeved wIde diffUSIOn only for ItS broadest ImphcatlOns The
basic fact that the synthesis IS an "Idea" wmch we have created
emerges even more markedly when those fundamental mam principles
have eIther only very imperfectly or not at all been raIsed to the
level of explicit consciousness or at least have not taken the form
of exphcitly elaborated complexes of Ideas When we adopt tlus
procedure, as It very often happens and must happen, we are con~

cerned ill these Ideas, e g, the "hberahsm" of a c.ertain penod or
"Methodism" or some intellectually unelaborated variety of "social_
Ism," with a pure Ideal type of much the same character as the
synthetic "prInCIples" of economIC epochs in which we had our pomt
of departure The more mclusive the relationships to be presented,
and ·the more many-Sided their cultural srgmficance has been, the
moTe theIr comprehenSIve systematic expoSItIon in a conceptual
system apprOXImates the character of an ideal type, and the Jess IS it
poSSIble to operate with one such concept In such SItuatiOns the
frequently repeated attempts to dIscover ever new aspects of sig
mficance by the construction of new Ideal-typIcal concepts is all the
more natural and unavoidable All expositions for example of the
"essence" of Chnsuamty are Ideal types enjoying only a necessanly
very relattve and problematic vahdity when they are intended to be
regarded as the histoncal portrayal of empmcally existing facts
On the other hand, such presentations are of great value for research
and of hIgh systemauc value for expOSItory purposes when they are
used as conceptual instruments for compartson with and the measure
ment of reality They are mdlspensable for this purpose.

There 1S sull ana-ther even more complicated Slgnificance implicit in
such ldeal-typical presentations. They regularly seek to be, or arc
unconscIOusly, Ideal~types not only In the logzcal sense but also In the
practical sense, Ie, they are model types which - in our illustration
contam what, from the pomt of view of the expOSItor, should be and
what to hzm IS "essential" in Chrisuamty because zt ts endurrngly
valuable If thIS is consciously or - as it is more frequently - un-



98 "OBJECTIVITY" IN SOCIAL SCIENCE

consciously the case, they contain .deals to wluch the expositor
evaluatwely relates Chnstiamty These ideals are tasks and ends
towards which he orients his "Idea" of ChristianIty and which natur
ally can and indeed.. doubtless always w,ll differ greatly from the
values which other persons, for mstance, the early Chnstians, con
nected with Christianity In this sense, however, the "ideas" are
naturally no longer purely logzeal auxIliary devices, no longer con
cepts with wluch reahty is compared, but ideals by wluch .t IS

evaluatively Judged Here it .s no longer a matter of the purely
theoretical procedure of treating empirical real.ty with respect to
values but of value-Judgments which are integrated into the concept
of "ChrlSt,antty" Because the .deal type claims empirical va1td,ty
here, it penetrates into the realm of the evaluative mterpretation of
Christianity. The sphere of emp.rical science has heen left belund and
we are confronted WIth a profeSSIOn of faith, not an .deal-typical
construct As fundamental as thIS disbnction is in pnnciple, the con..
fUSIon of these two basically dIfferent meanings of the term "Idea"
appears with extraordinary frequency In hIStorical writings It is
always close at hand whenever the descriptive historian begins to
develop his Clconception" of a personality or an epoch In contrast
with the lixed ethical standards wluch Schlosser applied in the spirit
of rationalIsm, the modern relatIVlstIcally educated hIstorian who on
the one hand seeks to "understand" the epoch of which he speaks
"in its own tenns," and on the other stilI seeks to "Judge" it, feels the
need to derive the standards for h.. Judgment from the subject-matter
itself, ie, to allow the "Idea" in the sense of the "deal to emerge from'
the "idea" in the sense of the "Ideal-type" The esthetic satisfactIon
produced by such a procedure constantly tempts him to dISregard the
line where these two Ideal types dIverge - an error which on the one
hand hampers the value-Judgment and on the other, strives to free
itself from the responsibility for .ts own Judgment In contrast w.th
this, the elementary duty of sczenhlic self-control and the only way
to avoid serious and foolish blunders requires a sharp, precise dis
tip.ction between the logically comparatwe analysis of reahly by ideal
types in the lOgIcal sense and the value-Judgment of reahty on the
basts of Ideals An "Ideal type" in our sense, to repeat once more,
has no connection at all with value-Judgments, and it has nothing to
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do with any type of perfecbon other than a purely logICal one There
are Ideal types of brothels as well as of rehgions, there are also Ideal
types of those kmds of brothels wluch are techmcally "expedIent"
from the point of view of police ethics as well as those of wluch the
exact opposite is the case.

I t IS necessary for us to forego here a detailed dIscussion of the
case which is by far the most complicated and most interestmg, name
ly, the problem of the logical structure of the concept of the state Thc
followmg however should be noted when we mqUIre as to what cor
responds to the idea of the "state" in empmcal realIty, we find an
mfinity of diffuse and discrete human aclIOns, both active and pas
sive, factually and legally regulated relationslups, partly umque and
partly recurrent m character, all bound together by an Idea, namel) ,
the behef in the actual or normative validity of rules and of the author
Ity-relationships of some human beings towards others Tlus behef is m
par conscIOusly, m part dimly felt, and m part pasSiVely accepted by
persons who, should they think about the "Idea" in a really clearly

defined manner, would not first need a "general theory of the state"
wluch aImS to arnculate the idea The scienbfic conception of the
state, however It IS fonnulated, 15 naturally always a synthesis whIch
we construct for certa.J.n heuristic purposes But on the other hand, It

IS also abstracted from the unclear syntheses wluch are found m the
minds of human beings. The concrete content, however, which the
historical "state" assumes in those syntheses In the mmds of those
who make up the state, can in its tum only be made expliCIt through
the use of ideal-typical concepts Nor, furthermore, can there be the
least doubt that the manner m whIch those syntheses are made
(always in a logically imperfect form) by the members of a state, or
in other word.!i, the "ideas" which they construct for themselves about
the state - as for example, the German "organIc" metaphysics of
the state In contrast WIth the American "business" conception, is of
great practical signIficance In other words, here too the praCtlcal
idea which should be valid or IS belteved to be valId and the heuris
ttcally mtended, theoretically ideal type approach each other very
closely and constantly tend to merge with each other.

We have purposely conSIdered the ideal type essentIally -If not
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exclusively - as a mental construct for the scrutiny and systematic
characterization of indiVldual concrete patterns wluch are Slgnifi
cant in their uniqueness, such as Chnstianlty, capitahsm, etc We
did this in order to aVOId the common notion that in the sphere
of cultural phenomena, the abstract type is Idenucal WIth the abstract
kmd (Gattungsmassigen). ThIS IS not the case W,thout being able
to make here a full logIcal analysIS of the wIdely discussed concept
of the fftyplcal" whIch has been dlSCredJted through misuse, we can
state on the basis of our preVlous dlSC'USSlon that the construction of
tvpe.concepts in the sense of the exclusIOn of the "accidental" also
has a place m the analySl' of histoncally mOlVloual phenomena
N'aturaly, however, those generIc concepts whIch we constantly en~

- counted as elements of hIstorIcal analysis and of concrete histoflcal
concepts, can also be formed as Ideal-types by abstractmg and ac
centuating certain conceptually essenbal elements Pracbcally, this
IS indeed a particularly frequent and Important mstance of the
application of ideal-typIcal concepts Every indwldual Ideal type
comprises both generic and Ideal-typically constructed conceptual
elements In tlus case too, we see the specIfically logtcal func
tion of ideal-typIcal concepts The concept of "exchange" IS for
Instance a simple class concept (Gattungsbegrtff) in the sense of a
complex of tratts which are common to many phenomena, as long
a3 we d1Sregard the meomng of the cDmponent parts of the concept,
and simply analyze the term m Its everyday usage If however we
relate this concept to the concept of Umargmal utIlIty" for instance,
and construct the concept of Heconomie exchange" as an economic..
ally rahonal event, thIS then contams as every concept of "econonuc
exchange" does which is fully elaborated logically, a Judgment con
cerning the "typIcal" conditzons of exchange It assUlnes a genettc
character and becomes therewith Ideal-typical In the lOgIcal sense,
ie, it removes itself from empincal reality whIch can only be com~

pared or related to it The same is true of all the so-called "funda
mental concepts" of economICS they can be developed in genetic
form only as' Ideal types The dlshnctlOn between Simple class or
generic concepts (Gattungsbegr,ffe) whIch merely <ununanze the
conunon features of certain empirical phenomena and the qUasI·
generic (GaltungsmiisStgen) Ideal type - as for instance and Ideal-
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typIcal concept of the "nature" of "handlcraff' - varies naturally
WIth each concrete case But no class or genenc concept as such has
a "typICal" character and there is no purely genenc "average"
type Wherever we speak of typical magnitudes - as for example, in
statistics - we speak of something more than a mere average The
more it lS a matter of the simple classIfication of events winch appear
in reality as mass phenomena, the more it is a matter of class con
cepts On the other hand, the greater the event to which we
conceptualIze complicated historical patterns with respect to those
components in which their specific cultural sigmficance is contamed,
the greater the extent to which the concept - or system of concepts
- will be ideal-typical in character. The goal of ideal-typIcal con
cept-construction is always to make clearly explicit not the class or
average character but rather the ulllque individual character of
cul tural phenomena.

The fact that ideal types, even classificatory ones, can be and are
applied, first acquires methodological significance in connection witb
another fact

Thus far we have been dealing with ideal-types only as abstract
concepts of relationslups which are conceIved by us as stable m the
nux of events, as historically individual complexes in winch develop
ments are reahzed There emerges however a complication, which
remtroduces with the aid of the concept of "type" the naturalistic
prejUdICe that the goal of the SOCIal SCIences must be the reduction of
reality to ulaw.f." Developmental sequences too can be constructed
Into ideal types and these constructs can have quite considerable heu~

mhc value But tlus quite particularly gives rise to the danger that
the Ideal type and reahly wl1l be confused Wlth one another One
can, for example, arnve at the theoretical conclUSIon that In a society
whIch is organized on stnet ''handicraft'' principles, the only source
of capital accumulation can be ground rent From this perhaps, one
can - for the correctness of the construct is not in question here
construct a pure ideal pIcture of the shift, condItioned by certam
specific factors - e g,. hmited land, increasmg populatIon, mflux of
precIOUS metals, ratIOnalisation of the conduct of hfe - from a
handicraft to a capItalistic economic organization Whether the
empIrical-hIstorical course of development was actually Identical with
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the constructGd one, can be investIgated only by usmg this construct
as a heuristic device for the comparison of the Ideal type and the
Ufacts." If the ideal type were "correctly" constructed and the actual
course of events did not correspond to that predIcted by the ideal
type, the hypothesis that medieval soc,ety was not in certain respects a
stnotly "handicraft" type of SOCIety would be proved. And if the
ideal type were constructed in a heurishcally n,deal" way - whether
and in what way this could occur 1D our example will be entirely
dISregarded here- it wuZ guide the investigation into a path leadIng
to a more precise understandmg of the non-handicraft components
of medieval society in their pecuhar characteristics and their historical
sIgtlificance If ,t leads to this result, it fulfils its logical purpose,
even though, in doing so, it demonstrates its dIVergence from reality.
It was - in thIS case - the test of an hypothesis. ThIS procedure
gIves rise to no methodologIcal doubts so long as we clearly keep in
mind that ideal-typical developmental constructs and hIStory are to
be shazp!y distinguished from each other, and that the construct heIe
is no more than the means for explICItly and v:,lIdly ImpUtIng an his
toncal event to its real causes wh,le elinunatmg those which On the
basis of our present knowledge seem possible.

The mamtenance of thIS dIStinction m all ,t, rigor often becomes
uncommonly dIfficult m practIce due to a certain CIrcumstance In
the Interest of the concrete demonstratlOn of an ldeal type or of an
,deal-typical developmental sequence, one seeks to make ,t clear by
the use of concrete IllustratIve materIal drawn from empirical-hIstOrIcal
reality The danger of this procedure winch in ,tself IS entlrely
legitimate hes m the fact that hlStoncal knowledge here appears as a
serl/ant of theory instead of the opposIte role 1t IS a great tempta
tIon for the theorIst to regard thIS relatIOnship either as the normal
one or, far worse. to nux theory wlth rostory and mdeed to confuse
them with each other Tins occurs in an extreme way when an ideal
construct of a developmental sequence and a conceptual clasSlfication
of the ideal-types of certam cultural structures (e g, the fonus of
mdustrial productIon denYIng lrorn the "closed domestic economy"
or the religious concepts beginnmg WIth the "gods of the moment")
are integrated mto a genetIc claSSIficatIon The senes of types which
results from the selected conceptual criteria appears then as an
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Iustoncal sequence unrolling w.th the necesstty of a law The logical
classIficatIOn of analyt.cal concepts on the one hand and the em
puical arrangements of the events thus conceptuahzed In space, time,
and causal relationshIp, on the other, appear to be so bound up
together that there IS an almost irreslSllble temptation to do violence
to realIty m order to prove the real vahdlty of the construct

We have mtentlOnally aVOided a demonstratl.on with respect to that
Ideal-typIcal construct which is the most important One from our pomt
of view, namely, the Marxian theory ThIs was done in order not to
comphcate the eXposItIOn any further through the introducllon of an
interpretatIOn of Marx and in order not to anticipate the dIsCUSSIons
10 our journal which win make a regular practice of presenting cntica\
analyses of the hterature concerning and following the great t1unker
We will only point out here that naturally all specifically Marxian
H]aws" and developmental constructs - insofar as they are theoretic
ally sound - are ideal types The emment, indeed unIque, heUftst,c

S1gmficance of these ideal types when they are used for the assessment
of reality lS known to everyone who has ever employed Marxian
concepts and hypotheses Similarly, their perniciousness, as soon as
they are thought of as empmcally vahd or as real (I e, truly meta
physIcal) "effective forces," "tendencies,i, etc IS likewise known to
those who have used them

Class or generic concepts (GattungsbegnfJe) - ideal typesl
ldeal-typ.cal generic concepts - .deas in the sense of thought-patterns
whIch actually eXIst in the mmds of human beings - Ideal types of
,uch Idea, - ideals which govern human beings - Ideal types of
such Ideals - ideals w.th which the Iustorian approaches historical
facts - theoretlcal constructs using empirical data Illustratively
hutorlcal invesugations wmch utilize theoretical concepts as ideal
hmlbng cases - the various pOSSIble combinatIOns of these which
could only be hmtM at here, they are pure mental constructs, the rela
tionsmps of which to the empIrical reahty of the inunediately given
IS problematical in every indiVIdual case This list of possibIlities only
reveals the mfinite ramifications of the conceptual-methodologIcal
problems which face us in the sphere of the cultural sciences We
must renounce the serious diSCUSSion of the practical methodological
issues the problems of which were only to be ex1ubited, as well as
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the detalled treatment of the reJatlOnshlps of Ideal types to "laws,"
of ideal-typIcal concepts to collective concepts, etc...

The histOrIan Wlll shU insist, even after all these dlSCussmns l that
the prevalence of ,deal-typIcal concepts and constructs are charac
teristic symptoms of the adolescence of a disClphne. And in a certain
sense thIS must be conceded, but with other conclusions than he could
draw from It Let us take a few illustrations from other diSCiplines.
I t is certamly true that the harned fourth-form boy as well as the
prImItIve philologIst first conceives of a language Uorganlcally," 1e ,
as a meta-empincal totahty regulated by norms, but the task of 1m
gulStlC sCience IS to establish which grammatical rules should be valid
The logIcal elaboratIOns of the written language;, 1e, the reduction
of rts content to rules, as W8'i done for In.stance by the Accademta della
Crusca, IS normally the first task wluch "pIuJology" sets itself When,
m contrast with tlus, a leadmg phIlologist today declares that the
subject-matter of phJlology is the "speech of every mdwldual," even
the formulation of such a program is poSSlble only after there is a
relatlVely clear Ideal type of the written language, which the other
wise entirely orientatlonless and unbounded investIgation of the in·
finite variety of speech can,uuhze (at least tacitly) The constructs
of the natural law and the orgamc theones of the state have exactly
the same func:uon and, to recall an Ideal type In OUT sense, so does
Benjamin Constant's theory of the ancIent state It serves as a harbor
untIl one has leamed to navigate safdy in the vast sea of empIrlcal

facts The coming of age of science in fact always lffiphes the tran
se endance of the Ideal-type, Insofar as 1t was thought of as possessing
empincal >ahdit} or as a class concept (Gattungsbeg"ff) However,
it is sull legJtimate today to use the bnlliant Constant hypothesiS to
demonstrate certam aspects and hlstOTlcally umque features of aIlClent

pohucal life, as long as one carefully bears 10 mmd itS ideal-typical
character Moreover, there are sciences to whlch eternal youth is
granted, and the mstoncal disciplines are among them - all those to
which the etemally onward flowmg stream of culture perpetually
brings new problems At the very heart of their task lies not only the
transcwncy of all Ideal types but also at.the same time the inevItabIhty

of new ones
The attempb) to detennine the Ureal" and the "true" meaning o[
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historical concepts always reappear and never succeed m reaching
their goal Accordmgly the synthet'c concepts used by lustorians are
e,ther nnperfectly defined or, as soon as the e1lI1U1lation of amblgUity
J,!, sought for, the concept becomes an abstract ideal type and reveals
}tself therewIth as a theoretical and hence "one-sIded" VIewpoint
winch ulummates the aspect of reality WIth wh,ch ,t can be related
But these concepts are shown to be obviously mappropriate as schema
mto which reaht} could be completely tntegrated. For none of
those systems of ,deas, which are absolutely mdiSpensable m the
understanding of those segments of reahty wh,ch are meamngful at
a part,cular moment, can exhaust lts mfimte nchness They are all
dttempts, on the baSiS of the present state of our knowledge and the
avauable conceptual patterns, t? bnng order mto the chaos of those
facts wluch we have drawn mto the field crrcumscnbed by our tnterest.
The mtellectual apparatus whIch the past has developed through the
analysIS, or more truthfully, the analytIcal rearrangement of the mune~

d,ately g,ven reahty, and through the latter's mtegrabon by concepts
wh,ch correspond to the state of lts knowledge and the focus of ,ts
interest, IS m constant tensIon WIth the new knowledge which we can
and deSlre to wrest from reaht} The progress of cultural "Soence
occurs through this conflict Its result lS the perpetual reconstruction
of those concepts through wluch we seek to comprehend reality The
history of the SOCIal sciences 18 and remaIns a continuous process
passmg from the attempt to order real,ty analytiCally through the
constructIon of concepts - the dISsolutIon of the analytical con
structs so constructed through the expanslOn and shift of the scientIfic
hOTlwn - and the reformulanon anew of concepts on the foundations
thus transformed It is not the error of the attempt to construct
conceptual systerm In general whlch is shown by tlus process
every sc..ience, even simple descnptive history, operates with 'the con
ceptual stock-,n-trade of its tune Rather, thiS process shows that
in the cultural sciences concept-constructIOn depends on the setting
of the problem, and the latter vanes w,th the content of culbrre
ltlliL The telationshlp between concept and reality m the cultural
sciences involves the trans,toriness of all such syntheses The great
attempts at theory-eonstrucuon in our science were always useful for
revealing the limits of the significimce of those points of v'ew which
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provided their foundations. The greatest advances in the sphere of
the social sciences are substantIvely tIed up Wlth the shift In ?ractlca!
cultural prohlems and take the guise of a cntique of concept-con
struction Adherence to the purpose of thIS cntique and therewith
the investIgation of the prinCiples of syntheses m the social sciences
shall be among the prinlary tasks of our Journal

In the conclusions whIch are to be drawn [rom what has been
said, we come to a point where perhaps our Views diverge here and
there from those of many, and even the most outstanding, representa
tives of the HlStorical School, among whose offspring we too are to
be numbered. The latter sttll hold in many ways, expressly or taCltly,
to the opinion that it is the end and the goal of every science to order
its data into a system of concepts, the conten t of which is to be
acquired and slowly perfected thtough the observation of empirical
regulanties, the construction of hypotheses, and their verification,
until finally a ucompleted" and hence deductive science emerges
For tllls goal, the hiStorical-mducttve work of the present-day is a
prellIninary task neces..tated by the imperfections of our dISCipline
Nothmg can be more suspect, from thiS pomt of view, that the con
structIon and applIcatIOn of clear-cut concepts SInce this seems to
he an over-hasty antIcipatIon of the remote future.

Tlus conceptton was, in prmclple, impregnable within the frame
work of the classical-scholastic epiStemology wluch "as still funda
mentally assumed by the majOrity of the research-workers identified
wlth the Historical School The functlOn of concepts was assumed
to be the reproductl0n of "obJective" reahty In the analyst's imagma
tion Hence the recurrent references to the unreallt'Y of aU dear-cut
concepts If one perceives the implicatiOns of the fundamental ideas
of modern epistemology v.hich Ull1malely derives from Kant, namely,
that concepts are primanly analytical Instruments for the mtellectual
mastery of empirical data and can be only that, the fact that precise
genetJc concepts are necessanly ldeal types w~ll not cause him to
desist from constructIng them The relationship between concept and
hiStorical research is reversed for those who appreciate this, the goal
of the Historical School then appears as logically impoSSIble, the
concepts are not ends but are means to the end of understanding
phenomena which .are sigmficant from concrete indiVIdual viewpoints.
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Indeed, it 15 Just because the content of historical concepts is neces
sanly subject to change that they must be fonnulated precisely and
clearly on all occasions In their application, their character as ideal
analytIcal constructs should be carefuUy kept in uund, and the .deal
type and Iustoncal reahty should not be confused w.th each other. It
should be understDod that since really definItive hlStorical concepts
are not In general to be thought of as an ultimate end ill view of the
mevitable shift of the guidmg value-ideas, the construct,on of sharp
anc.: unambiguous concepts relevant to the concrete mdwldual view
point which directs our interest at any given time, affords the pos
SlbIl,ty of dearly real.zing the ltmtts of their validity

It will be pointed out and we ourse!.es have already admitted, that
In a partIcular instance the course of a concrete historical event can
be made VIVIdly clear wIthout Its bemg analyzed In tenns of ex~

phcitly defined concepts And it WIll accordmgly be claimed for the
historians m our /ield, that they may, as IulS been said of the pohtical
historians, speak the "language of hfe Itself" Certainly' But it should
be added that in this procedure, the attainment of a level of e"Plicit
awareness of the viewpoint from which the events in question get
then sIgnificance remains htghly accidental We are in general not in
the favorable position of the political historian for whom the cultural
"iews to which he onents his presentatIon are usuall~ unambiguous
or seem to be so Every type of purely d;rect concrete description
bears the mark of ortlstlc portrayal uEach sees what is in his own
hean" Valid judgments always presuppose the logIcal analySIS of
,,,hat is concretely and imrnedlatf'ly perceIved, i e the use of concepts
It 18 mdeed pOSSIble and often aesthetlcally satlsfymg to keep these
111 petto but It always endangers the security of the reader's orienta
tion. and oftm that of the author hImself concerning the content and
,eope of hlS Judgments.

The neglect of clear-ent concept-constructlon m practical discu<
stons of practlcal J economic and social policy can, however, become
particularl~ dangerous. It lS really unbehevable to an outsider what
confusion has been fostered, for instance, by the use of the term
"valuen - that unfortunate chIld of misery of OUf' science, which can
be gIVen an unambIguous meanIng only as an ideal type - or terms.
like "productive," "Irom an economic viewpomt," etcetera, which in
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general wIll not stand up under a conceptually precise analyslS
CollectlUe concepts taken from the language of everyday Me have par
tIcularly unwholesome effects In order to have an ILlustrattan easy
for the layman to understand, let us take the concept of "agncul
tnre"' especially as It appears 10 the term "the mtnests of agncul
rorc." If we begin with Hthc Interests of agriculture" as the empir~

icaUy detenninable, more or less dear subJectwe Ideas of concrete
economIcally actIve mdlVlduals about theIr own interests and dis
regard entIrely the countless conflicts of interest taking place among
the cattle breeders, the cattle growers, grain growers, com conswn~

ers, corn-usmg, whiskey-dlStillmg fanners, perhaps not all laymen,
but certainly every specIalIst will know the great whirlpool of an
tagom,tlc and contradictory foans of value-relation,hip (WcrtbeZle
hung) whl(h are vaguely thought of under that heading, We wIiI
enumerate only a few of them here the interests of farmers, who
wi,h to sell their property and who are therefore mterested 10 a
rapId rise of the pnce of land; the dlamettlcally opposed interest of
tho'e who wISh to buy, rent or lease, the interest of tho,. who WISh to
retarn a certam propert} ttl the socIal advantage 01 tht=ir descendant'i
and who are therefore IOterested 10 the 'tability of landed propert} ,
the antagomstlc interests of those who, in their o~n or theIr chtl~

drens' mterests, wish to see tbe land go to the most enterprising
farmer - or what rS not exactly the same - to the purchaser with
the most capital; the purely economic interest in eCOnomIC freedom
of movement of the most "competent fanner" In the business- sense,
the antagorustic interests of certain dommating classes in the rnain~

tenance of the traditIOnal social and politIcal position of their own
Hc1ass" and thereby of their descendants, the mt~re!it of the ljOCIally

subordinated strata of farmers in the dedin~ 01 the strata which are
above them and which oppress them; in occaslOnaJ contraditlOn to thrs
the mterest of this stratum in having the Jeadershlp of those above
them to protect theIr economzc interdts This lISt could he tremen
dously lncreased, WIthout coming to an end although we have been as
summary and ImpreCISe a.\ possIble

We WIll pa" over the fact that most diverse purely Ideal values are
mIxed and associated WIth, hmdcl:" and dIvert the more ~~e~Olst1CU ihtrr
est, in order to remmd ourselves, above all, that when we speal of the
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Hinterests of agricultUre" we thmk not on'y (If those rnatenal and ideal
values to which the fanne", themselves at a gIven time relate their
interests, but ratner those partly quue heterogeneous value-Ideas
winch u.e can relate With. agriculture. As instances of these value
ideas related to agriculture we may Clte the interests ,n production
demed from the mterests m cheap and qualitauveIy good food,
.... hich two interests are themselves not always congruous and in
connection Wlth which many clashes between the interests of city
~nd country can be found, ;md In WhlCh the mterests of the present
generation need not by any means always be identical wlth the interests
of coming generatJons, mterests In a numerous populatl0fl~ particu
larly in a large rural population, derived either from the fOTClgn or
domestic interests of the "State," or from other ideal mterests of the
most dIVerse sort, e g, the expected influence of a large rural popu~

lation on the charaaer of the natlon's culture These "populatlon~

interests~) can dash WIth the most dIverse economl(, interests of all
sections of the rural population, and indeed WIth all the present
mterest, of the mass of rural ,nhabitants Another mstance lS the
Interest in a c.r:.rtain type of SOCIal s.tratificabon of the rural PDpulation,

because of the type of pohtieal or cultural mfluence which will be
produced therefrom i thiS interest call, depending on its orientation,
conflict With every conceivable (even the most urgent present and
future) interests of the individual farmers as well as those "of the
State." To thiS is added a further r.omplieation the "s.tate," to the
"interests" of which we tend to relate such and numerous other
siIIDfar wdivtdual interests, is often only a blanket term. for an
extremely mtricate tangle of evaluative-ideas, to which It in its turn
IS related in mdlvidual cases, e g, purely military seconty from
e"'<:ternal dangers, secunty of the dominant position of a dynasty or a
certam class at home, interest in the maintenance and expansion of
the fonnal-Juridicial unity of the natIon for its own sake or In the
interest of maintalmng certain objective cultural values which 10
their turn again are very dIfferentiated and which we as a politicalh
UnIfied people bP.heve we represent J the reconstruction of the social

aspects of the state according to certam once more diverse cultural
Jdeas It would lead us too far even merely to mention what is
contamed under the general label Ustate~interest.s1J to which we can
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relate lIagnculture" The Illustrations which we have chosen and
our even briefer analyses are crude and slIDphfied The non-speCIalIst
may now analyze smuJarly (and more thorougWy) for instance "the
class interests of the worker" in order to see what contradictory ele~

ments, composed partly of the workers' interests and Ideals, and
partly of the Ideals with which we Vlew the workers, enter mto this
concept It IS unpossible to Overcome the slogans of the conflict of
mterests through a purely empirical emphasIs on their "relative"
character. The clear-cut, sharply defined analysIS of the vanous
possIble standpomts IS the only path which WIll lead us out of verbal
confusion The "free trade argument" as a Weltanschauung or as a
valId norm is ridIculous but - and thIs is equally true whichever
Ideals of commercial polley the individual accepts - our underestima
tIOn of the heunstie value of the WISdom of the world's greatest mer
chants as expressed In such Ideal-typIcal fonnuI~ has caused serious
damage to our dISCUSSIons of commercIal policy Only through
Ideal-typ;cal concept-construcllon do the viewpoints wIth which we
are concerned 10 mdlvidual cases become exphcIt Therr peculIar
character is brought out by the confrontation of empmcal reality
with the Ideal-type The use of the undifferentIated collectIVe con
cepts of everyday speech is always a cloak for confUSIOn of thought
and action It is, indeed, very often an Instrument of specious and
fraudulent procedures It IS, In bnef, always a means of obstructmg
the proper formulation of the problem

We are now at the end of this dIscussion, the only purpose of
whIch was to trace the course of the han-hne which separates SCIence

from faith and to make exphcIt the meamng of the quest for SOCIal
and economic knowledge The objectwe vahdity of all empirical
knowledge rests exclUSively upon the ordering of the given reahty
accordIng to categones ",mch are subjective In a speCIfic sense, namely,
10 that they present the presupponttons of our knowledge and are
based on the presuppositIOn of the value of those truths wluch emplfi
cal knowledge alone i> able to give us The means avaIlable to our
SCIence offer nothIng to those persons to whom thIS truth IS of no
value It should be remembered that the behef in the value of
scientIfic truth is the product of certam cultures and IS not a product
of man''3. origmal nature Those for whom scientIfic truth is of no
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value will seek in vain for some other truth to take the place of
science in Just those respects In whIch it is unique, namely, in the
proVISion of concepts and Judgments which are neltherl empincal
reahty nor reproductIOns of it but which facilitate Its analytical order
mg In a valid manner In the empIrical social sciences, as we have
seen, the possibility of meaningful knowledge of what is essential for
us m the infinite richness of events IS bound up With the unrenuttmg
apphcation of viewpoints of a specifically particularized character,
whIch, 10 the last analysIS, are onented on the baSIS of evaluative
Ideas These evaluative Ideas are for their part empincally dIscover
able and analyzable as elements of meaningful human conduct, but
their validity can not be deduced from empmcal data as such The
"obJectivity" of the social sCiences depends rather on the fact that
the empirical data are always related to those evaluative Ideas whIch
alone make them worth knowing and the significance of the empIri
cal data is derived from these evaluatIve ideas. But these data can
never become the foundation for the empincally impossible proof
of the validity of the evaluative ideas. The belief winch we, all have
In some form or other, in the meta-empIrical vahdity of ultImate and
final values, in which the meaning of our existence " rooted, IS not
mcompatible with the incessant changefulness of the concrete view
points, from which empIrical reahty gets its significance Both these
VIews are, on the contrary, in harmony WIth each other Life WIth
Its irratlOnal reality and its store of possIble meanings IS inexhaustible
'The concrete fonn In which value-relevance occurs rema.J.os perpetu
ally in flux, ever subject to change in the dunly seen future of human
culture The hght which emanates from those highest evaluative
Ideas always falls on an ever changmg fimte segment of the vast
chaotIc stream of events, which flows away through time

Now all this should not be misunderstood to mean that the proper
task of the SOCIal sci.ences should be the contmual chase for new Vlew
pomts and new analytical constructs On the contrary nothmg
should be more sharply emphasized than the propOSitIon that the
knowledge of the cultural szgmficance of concrete hisloTlcal events
and patterns is exclUSively and solely the final end whIch, among
other means, concept-construction and the criticlSm of constructs
also seek to serve
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There are, to use the words of F Th. VlScher, "subject matter
specialists" and "mterpretanve speCIallSts" The fact-greedy gullet
of the former can be filled only with legal documents, statistical work
sheets and questionnaIres, but he IS Insensitive to the refinement of a
new idea. The gourmandlSe of the latter dulls hlS taste for facts by
ever new mtdlectual subtlhbes That genume artistry which, among
the histOrIans, Ranke possessed in such a grand measure, manifests
itsdf through its abllIty to produce new knowledge by interpreting
already known facts according to known viewpoints.

All research m the cultural sciences in an age of special.zation,
once It is onented towards a given subject matter through partIcular
settings of problems and has establIShed .ts methodological prinCi
ples, will tonsider the analysIS of the data as an end in itsdf. It will
discontinue asseSSIng the value of the mdiVldual facts in terms of
their relationships to ultimate value-ideas. Indeed, it will lose its
awareness of its ultimate rootedness In the value-ideas in general.
And .t is well that should be so But there comes a moment when
the atmosphere changes The signIficance of the unreflectivdy util
ized viewpomts becomes uncert"am and the road is lost in the twi
I1ght The hght of the great cultural problems moves On Then
science too prepares to change .ts standpomt and its analytical appa
ratus and to view the streams of events from the heights of thought
It follows those stars which alone are able to give meamng and
direction to Its labors: /

" der neue Trieh envacht,
Ich eile fort, Ihr ewiges Licht Zl1 trinken,
Vor mir den Tag und unter mir die Nacht,
Den Himmel uber mIT und unter mir dIe Wellen "3

SFaust Act I, Scene II (Translated by Bayard-Taylor)
IThe newborn LUlpulae fires my mmd.
I hasten on, hu beams eternal drlnkmg,
The Day before me and the Night behmd,
Above me Heaven unfurled, the floor of wavel beneath me n



Critical Studies in the Logic
of the Cultural Sciences

A CRITIQUE OF EDUARD MEYER'S

METHODOLOGICAL VIEWS

I

W HEN ONE OF OUR most eminent historians feels impelled
to give an account to himself and his colleagues of the aims and
methods of Ius scholarly work, thi: must necessarily arouse an
interest far beyond the limits of his speCial dIScipline because in do
ing so he passes beyond the boundaries of hIS special diSCIpline and
enters into the area of methodologIcal anaIY51' This has to begin
with certaIn unfavorable consequences The categones of logic,
which in its present state of development IS a specialIzed discipline
lIke any other, require, If they are to be Utlhzed WIth assurance, the
same dally famIhaTlty as those of any other dlSClplme Obviously,
Eduard Meyer, whose ZUT Theone und Method,k deT Geschztchte
(Hadle, 1900)) we are discussmg here, does not and earmot claim
such constant contact with logic anymore than the author of the fol
lowing pages. The methodological detaIls of that work are, so to
speak, a d,agno51s not by the physiClan but by the patient hinISelf,
and they are mtended to be evaluated and undeNtood as such The
profeSSiOnal methodologIst WIll take umbrage at many of Meyer's
fonnulatlons and he WIll not learn much that IS really new for his
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purposes Irom the work 1tself But tlus does not d,m,nish Its slgnifi
eance lor the ne1ghbonng special disciplmes 1

Indeed, the most slgnificant achievements 01 speClahst methodology
use "ideal~typica1lyU constructed conceptions of the objecttves and
methods of the '1peclal dlseiplmes, and are therefore so far risen over
the heads of the latter that it is olten dllficult for the special d1SCip
hnes to recognize themselves with the naked eye m these dISCUSSions

For this reason methodologtcal discuss10m rootcd wlthm their Own
subject matter may be Inore useful for the self-clanficauon of specIal
disciphnes m spite of, and In a sense even because of, theIr methodo
logically lmperfect 10nnulatlOn. Indeed, thc easy mtelliglbllity of
Meyer's exposition offers the specialist m the neighboring disClplines
the opportunIty to focus attention on a whole senes of points for the
purpose of resolvmg certam logIcal problems "hleh he shares m
common WIth "hLStorians" In the narrower sense of the word

Such 15 the aim of the following dISCUSSIons whIch, In connection
with Meyer's book, will attempt to elucidate concretely a whole
senes, In sequence, of specific lOgIcal problems, and wlll then critIc
ally review a number of further ne"'er works on the 10glc 01 the
cultural sciences from the standpoint arnved at In the course of
our diSCUSS10n of Meyer. We are intentionally talung our point 01
departure in purely hutoTlcal problems and Wlll emer only in the
later stage of our dlScusslons on those dlSciphnes concerned with
SOCIal hfe whIch seek to arrive at urules" or "laws", we do thIS

especlally because hitherto the attempt has usually been made to
define the nature 01 the soclal sCIences by d1stinguishmg them [rom
the '·natural sciences." In thIS procedure there is always the taot
assumptlon that hiStory 1S a dlSc1plme which devotes itself exclus1vely
to the collection of matenals, or 11 not that, is a purely descnptlve
disciplme whIch in fortunate cases drags In Hfacts" whIch serve as the

(1) It JS to be hoped that the reader wJlJ not attrIbute the follOWing crUklsm,
WhICh purposely aearches out the weaknesses In Meyer's formulatIons, to the
need to appear clever The erfOrs whIch an outstandmg author makes are
more mstructlve than th~ correct statements of a s('lcnt1.6c nonentity It IS

not our Intentlon to assess the achIevement of Eduard Meyer but rather the
contrary to learn from hts InadequaCies In such a way that we <:;an under.
stand how he attempted. With ver}' dtfferent degrees of success. to cope With
certaIn Important" probl~1tIs of hIstorIcal m~thodo}ogy
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bUlldmg matenals for the intellectual work which "really" begIns
only after the historical work has been done And what 15 more, even
the professIonal histonans, unfOl tunately, have contrIbuted not a
htde to the strengthenIng of the prejUdICe that "hl5toncal work" 15

somethmg quahtatively dIfferent from "scIentific work" because Ilcon_
cepts" and IImles" are of linD concern" to hIStory, they have done
this by the way m whIch they have sought to define the specIfic'
character of HhlStOry" III the specialist's sense of the word Smce
social SCIence is itself usually gIven an "hIstorical" foundatIon because
of the perslstmg influence of the "historical school," and since {or
this reason the relationship of our dIScipline to theory has remained
problematic even as it was twenty-five years ago, It appears to be
correct procedure to ask, first, what 15 to be understood logically by
"hIstorical" research, and to decide this question in the domaIn of
what is Indubitably and generally acknowledged to be historiography,
WIth whIch the book we are now cnticizing IS primarIly conrerned

Eduard Meyer begms WIth a warning against the over-estimatIon
of the SIgnIficance of methodologIcal studies for the practlce of hlS
tory the most comprehensive methodologJcal knowledge wlll not
make anyone into an histonan, and incorrect methodologtcal VIew
points do not necessarIly entad erroneous sCIentific practIce; they
s.how, rather, only that the hIstorian can formulate or lOterpret in
correctly his own correct maxims of procedure The follOWIng pro
positlOn recommends itself as essentially true methodology can only
bring us reflective understandIng of the meanS which have demon
strated their value in practice bv ralSing them to the level of expltcIt
consciousness; It IS no more the precondition of fruitful intellectual
work than the knowledge of anatomy is the preconditlOn for "correct"
walking Indeed, Just as the person who attempted to govern hlS
mode of walking conllnuously by anatomical knowledge would be
In danger of stumbhng so the professional scholar who attempted to
determme th~ aims of hlS own research extrinsically on the baSIS of
methodolOgIcal reflections would be in danger of falhng Into the same
diflkul ties 2 If methodologIcal work - and thlS 15 naturally lts

2 ThIS would, as we shall show, abo happen In the case of Eduard M~er If
he b~gan taking manv of hiS own alISerUons With CiteraJ seriousness
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intention - can at some point serve the practIce of the historian
d,rectly, ,t is mdeed, by enabhng him once and for all to escape from
the danger of being imposed on by a phIlosophically embelliShed
ddettanthm Only by laymg bare and solvmg substantwe problems
can sciences be establlS/ted and theIr methods developed On the
other hand, purely epIStemologIcal and methodologIcal reflections
have never played the crucial role in such developments. Such dis
CuSSIOns can become Important for the enterpnse of SCIence only
when, as a result of conSIderable shifts of the "o,llewpomt" from which
a datum becomes the object of analysis, the idea emerges that the
new uVICWPOlut" al,;o requlres a revlSion of the lOgIcal fanns In which
the "enterprise" has heretofore operated, and when, accordmgly,
uncertainty about the "nature" of one's own work arises This situa..
tIon is unambiguously the case at present as regards history, and
Eduard Meyer'. view about tbe inSlgnificance 1n principle of method
ology for "practice" has nghtJy not prevented hIm from now busytng
himself with methology.

He begins, fi"t, WIth an eXf'O"ition of those theories which re
cently, from the methodological standpoint, have sought to transform
historical studIes, and he fonnulates the standpoint which he will wish
to critiCIZe in particular (page 3), as assertmg that·

1 the following are inSlgmficant {or history and are thus not
to be looked upon as properly belonging to a scient.fic exposition:

a the "accIdental",
b the "freely" wIlled deCISIOn of concrete personalities;
c the inlluenLe of uideas" on the achons of human beings;

- as assertmg on the contrary,

2 that the proper objects of scientific knowledge are·
a "mass phenomena" In contrast to indIvidual actions i
b the IOtyplCal" In contrast with the "particular" ,
c the development of Ucommunities," especIally social

"classes." or Unations," In contrast with the pohtical actions of
indiV1dual~;

and as asserting finally tbat

3. historical development, because it is ~Clent1hcal1y intelli..
gtble only in a causal manner is to be conceiVed as a process
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following "laws" Consequently, the discovery of the necessary
"typIcal" sequence of "developmental stages" of human com
muniUes and the mtegration of the nch variety of lustoncal data
mto this sequence are the proper aims of historical research

In the followIng dIscussIOn, all of those pomts in Meyer's analysis
whIch deal partIcularly WIth the criticism of Lamprecht will, for the
time being, be left entirely to one side, and I allow myself the liberty
of rearranging Meyer's arguments, smglIng out certam of them for
partIcular dISCUSSIon in the following sections In accordance with the
requirements of the following StudIes, wluch do not have as their
goal the mere critiCIsm of Eduard Meyer's book.

In order to oppose the point of view whIch he is combatting, Meyer
first refers to the very great role which "free will" and "chance"
both of whIch are m Ius Vlew perfectly "defimte and clear concepts"
- have played m history and m life in general.

As regards the dis<:ussion of "chance" (p 17 ff.), Eduard Meyer
obviously does not interpret thIs concept as objectIve "causelessness"
("absolute" chance in the metaphYSlcal sense), nor does he interpret
it as the absolute subJecuve impoSSIbility of knowledge of the causal
condlUons wluch necessarily recurs in regard to each mdiVldual in
stance of the class of events (as, for example, m the toss of dice)
("absolute" chance In the epistemolOgIcal sense) 3 He understands
by "chance," rather, "relative" chance Ul the sense of a lOgical rela
tionship between groups of causes conceived as drstinct complexes
and understands it, in the main, in the way, although naturally not
always "correctly" formulated, that thlS concept is accepted by profes
SIOnal logiCIans, who despite many advances in detaIl still base theIr
theory in this regard on Windelband's earlIest writing In the main,
he makes a correct distmcUon between two concepts of chance (I)
the causal concept of "chance" ("relative chance" so-called): -the
"chance" effect here stands in contrast WIth such an effect as would

aThis soct of "chance" hes, foc example, at the baslS of the so-called games
of "chance" such as dice and lotteries The absolute unknowability of the
Influence of certaIn parts of the concrete determining conditions of the speCific
effect on the outcome of the event IS constltutlve for the posslbillty of ··prah
abulty calculation" In the strIct sense of the term
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be HexpectedH from the event's causa] components whIch we have syn
thesIzed mto a conceptual um ty - that IS a matter of 'lchance" whJch
15 not u')ually derwable In accordance with general rules of change
from those determinants which alone have been taken into account
in the unification ~f causal components mto causes but which has
been caused by the operatIon of some condItions lying "outside" them
(pp 17-19) From this causal concepnon of "chance," he distInguishes
(2) the rather different teleological concept of "chance," the op
posite of which is the "essential" reality, here either it is a que<;tlon
of the construction of a concept for heuristic purposes through the
exclusion of those elements or components of reahty which are "un·
essential" (lichance" or uindivldua}") for the knowledge, or It IS a
questIOn of assessment of certain real or conceptualized objects as
"means" to an "end,1I In which case, then) certain characteristics
alone are practically relevant as "means" while the others are treated
m practice as "mdifferent" (pp. 20-21)' Of course, the formulation
(especially on page 20 et seq, where the contrast is conceIVed as one
between "events" and "things") leaves much to be desired, and it
wllf become qUite clear by our further dIScussIOn of Meyer's attitude
toward the concept of development (in SectIOn II) that the problem
has not been fully thought out in its logical implications However,
what he says is adequate for the needs of historical practice What
mterests us here, however, is the way in which at a. s.ubsequent passage
(p 28) he recurs to the concept of "chance n "Natural science can

. assert," Meyer says, "that when dynamIte is set on fire an explo~

SlOn WIll take place But to predict whether and when m a speCific
mstance thIS explosion wIll take place, and whether III such a situatlOn
a partlcular person wdl be wounded, kIlled, or sa\ied, that 15 impossIble
for natural science because that depends on chance and On the free
w"l of whIch science knows nothmg but With which history deals."
Here we see the very close union of "chance" with "free will" It

"These concepts of "chance" ace not to be excluded from a dl5'clphne whIch
IS only relatIvely hu,tonc:a.l ({or nample, bLOlogy). L M Hartmann (Dt/!
geschlchtlzche EntWlcklung, pp 15 and 25) speaks only of this and the "prag.
mattc" concept of "chance"--obVIously followmg Meyer J he does not, how
ever, In any case, In spIte of hlS false formulation, do as Eulenburg clalIus,
that lS. transform Uthe causeless Into the casual" (Deutsche LtteTatuTzezlung
1905, No 24)
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appears even more prominently whe~ Meyer cites as a second example
the posSlbdity of u ca1culatlng" WIth "certainty" the posSIbility of a
constellatIon by use of the deVIces of astronomy, meaning by "cer
tainty" the assumption of the non-occurrence of "disturbances" such
as) for example~ the introslon of strange or forelgn planets into the
solar system In contrast ..,th thlS, he declares il"to be impossible to
predIct with certamty that the constellation will be "observed U In
the first place, that ml:n1S1on of the foreIgn planet, accordlOg to
Meyer's assumption, would be "mcalcuIableu

- in that sense astran·
amy, and not only hIstory, has to take "chance" into account Sec
ondly, it is normally very casJly "calculable" that some astronomer
will also attempt to "observe" the calculated constellatIOn, and wh..n
no "chance" dIsturbances intrude, will actually succeed In observing
it One obtalns the ImpressIOn that Meyer, although Interpreting
"chance" In a thoroughly determmistIc fashion, has in mind, without,
however, clearly expressmg It, a particularly close affinIty between
"chance" and "free Wlll" whIch determines a charactenstlc irrauon
ality in hIstorical events. Let us examme this more clos~ly

What Meyer designates as "free willit does not mvolve, according
to him~ In any way (p 14) a contradICtIon of the "axIomatic" "prm
cIple of suffiCIent reason" whIch is, In hIS VIew, uncondltlOnally valid
even for human conduct. Rather, the dIstinction between "freedom"
and "necessIty" m conduct IS resolved Into a SImple distInction of
points of view In one case, we are contemplating what has happened,
and tlus appears to us as IInecessary," including the decLSion that was
once actually made In the case of freedom, however, we look on
the event as ubecommg~" that IS, as not yet having occurred, and
thus as not "necessary"; it is, m tms fonn, only one of infinitely
numerous "possibilIties n From the point of view of a development In

process, we can, -however, never assert that a human deCISion could
not have been made dlfferently than It actually was made later In
the discussion of human actlOn, "we can never transcend the "I will'."

The questlon now anses is it Meyer's view that thiS distinction
between two viewpomts (i e (1) "development in process" whIch
is for that reason conceIved as "free" and (2) "events" whIch have
"occurred" and for that reason concclVed as "necessary") IS to be
apphed only in the sphere of human motivation and not In the sphere
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of "dead" nature? Since he remarks on page 15 that the person who
"knows the personality and the circumstances" can pred.ct the result,
that is, the decision which is "evolving" "perhaps with a very high
probabil.ty," he does not appear to accept such a distmction But a
really exact prediction of an individual event from given conditions
IS also dependent, in the sphere of "dead" nature, on these two pre·
suppositions (1) that there are involved "calculable," that is, quan
titatively expr~ssible components of the event, and (2) that all of the
conditions which are relevant for the occurrence can really be known
and measured exactly Otherwise, and this is alwaY" the rule wherever
it is a question of the concrete individual.ty of an event, such as the
exact character of the weather on a particular day in the future, we
cannot transcend probability judgments of various degrees of cer
tainty. ClFree" will, then, would not have any special status, and 'II
WIll" would only be the same as the fonnal "fiat" of consciousness
discussed by James, which is, for example, accepted by the determin
ist criminologists without any damage to their theories of legal
responsIbIlIty.5 HPree wdl" signifies, then, only that causal significance
has been attributed to the Hdecision" which has arisen from causes
which are, perhaps, never fully to be discovered, but wluch are in any
case IIsufficient", and this will not be seriously contested even by a
strict deternunist. If there were nothing more involved in this, then
we would be unable to see why the concept of irrationality of historical
events, which is occasionally mentioned in discussions of "chance,"
would not be acceptable.

But for such an interpretation of Meyer's pomt of VIew, it is
disturbing to note that he finds it necessary in tlus context to empha
size freedom of the will, as a fact of inner experience, as indispensable
.f the indiVldual is to be responsible for his own voluntary acts Tlus
would be justified only if Meyer were intending to asSign to history
the task of judging its heroes It is therefore a question to what extent
Meyer actually holds this poSition He remarks (p 16) "We at
tempt to uncover the motives which have led them" - for example,
Bismarck m 1866 - "to their decisions and to judge the correctness
of these decisions and the value (nota bene I) of their personality"

ri See, for example, Llepmann's Emlt.tung In das Strafrecht
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In view of this fonnulauon, one may well believe that Meyer regards
it as the highest task of history to obtain value Judgments concerning
the "hIstorically acting" personalIty. Not only Ius atbtude toward
"bIOgraphy," whIch IS sull to be mentIOned, but also the lughly perti.
nent remarks regardIng the non-equIvalence of the "jntnnslc value" of
lustorical personalIties and theIr causal significance (pp 50-51) make
It certain that by "value" of personahty In the foregomg sentence he
means only, or can consistently only mean, the causal sIgmficance of
certain actions or certain qualities of those concrete persons which
may be pOSlbve, or also, as m the case of Fnedrich Wilhelm IV,
negative, for some value Judgment But what is meant by the "Judg
ment" of the "correctness" of those deciSIOns may be understood
again in a variety of ways as eIther (t) a Judgment of the "value"
of the goal which lay at the baSls of the deciSlon - for example, the
goal of dnving Austna out of Gennany from the standpomt of the
Gennan patriot-or as (2) an analySIS of those deCISIons WIth refer
ence to the questIOn whether, Of, rather, SInce history has answered
thIS questlOn affinnatIveIy, - why the deCISIon to go to war was at
that moment the appropriate means to achieve the goal of the
unification of Gennany We may pass over the question whether
Meyer has, m actuahty, clearly dIstmguished in h1s own mInd these
two ways of putting the question In an argument regardmg histoncal
causality, obVIously only the second one is relevant, for thlS Judgment
of the historical SItuation, "teleological" in fonn, and expressed In
1enns of the categones of "means and ends," is obvlOusly meaningful
in a presentation which takes the fonn, not of a book of instructions
for diplomats, but of "hIstOry," as rendenng pOSSIble a judgment of
the causal historical signIficance of events Such a Judgment asserts
that at that moment an "opportunity" to make a decision was not
rlpassed over" because the "maker" of the deCIsion, as Meyer says,
possessed the "strength of soul and mind" to mamtain it In the face of
all obstacles, in this way is detennined what IS to be attributed caus
ally to that deelSlon and Its characterologlcal and other preconditions,
In other words, the extent to which, and the sense in wluch, for ex
ample, the presence of those Ucharacter qualities" constItuted a "fac_
tor" of historical "importance II Such problems causally relating a
certain histoncal event to the actlOns ot concrete persons are, however,
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ubvIOusly to be sharply dlstmguished from the question of the meaning
and sigmficance of ethzcal "responsiblhty"

We may interpret this last expre"ion in Eduard Meyer', wfltmg
in the purely uobJectlve" meanmg of the causal ascriptlOn of certaln
effects to the given "characterological" quahties and to the "motives"
of the acting personalities which are to be explained by these charac
terological quahties and the numerouc; "envu'onmental" circumstances
and by the concrete SItuatIOn But then it becomes stnkingly note
worthy that Meyer, 10 a subsequent passage In his treat".e (pp 44-45),
Indtcates that the ''In'lestigatlQU o[ motwes," 1S. "secondary" for hiS
tory. The reason which is alleged, namely, that inquiry into motives
passes beyond what is secure knowledge, that it often indeed results
in a "genetic fonnulation" of an actIon which cannot be satisfsctonly I

explamed In the light of the avadable data and wh,ch action is, there
fore, to be simply accepted as a Udatum}' cannot, however correct
It may be in indh'ldual Instances, be adhered to as a logIcal crIterion
1n view of the often equany prob\ernat1.c Hexp\anat1.ons" of conCl'ete
e~ternal natural or phySIcal events However that may be, Meyer's
pomt of view regarding inquiry mto mot1ves, m associatIon wIth h1s
strong emphasis on the sJgmficanct" of the t$entlal factor of the
"Willed deciSIOn" for history and the quoted remark concerning
"rf'sponslblhty" leads m any case to the suspklon that as far as
Meyer 15 concerned, the eth1cal and the l.ausal modes of analyZIng
human achon - "evaluatlon" and IlexplanatlOnn

- reveal a certain
tendency to fuse with one another' For qUIte apart from the question
as to whether one regards as adequate Wmdelband's fonnulatlOn
that the idea of responsibility has a meaning whIch does not involve
that of causahty and constitutes a pos1tive basiS for the normab.ve
dignity of etHical consClOusness,- m any case this fonnuJation ade
quately indicates how the world of "norms" and ((values" as en
visaged from the empirical, sClentlfic, causal pomt of View is delunlt
able from such a standpomt 7

6 What .s to be mduded LInder "mvestlg<itlOo mco motIves" IS oot dearly stated
here, but qUlte obVIOUsly lt 18 understood that we regard the "declSlonn of a
"concrete personahty" as the ab'loluteJy "ultImate" fact only when It appears
to w to be, lQ a "pragmatic" View, aCCidental) that IS neIther accessible nor
worthy of a meanmgful interpretation, thus, for example, the wIld decrees of
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Naturally, m-Judging a certam mathematIcal propoSltIon to be
"correct," the question as to how the knowledge of Jt came about
"psychologtcally" and whether "mathematical imagination," for m
stance, IS possible to the hIghest degree only as an accompamment of
certain anatomical abnonnahttes of the umathernatical braID," does
not aTlse at all The conSlderatJon that one's own etlncally Judged
"motIve" IS, accordmg to the theory of emplncal science, causally
determined does not carry any welght before the forum of conscience)
nor does the consideratlon that an Instance of artistic bungling lllUst

be regarded as bemg as much determmed In its genesis as the Sistme
Chapel carry any weight in aesthetIc Judgment Causal analysis pro
VIdes absolutely no value judgmentS and a value judgment... ls abso
lutely not a causal explanation And for this very reason the evalua
tion of an event - such as, for mstance, the "beauty" of a natural
phenomenon - occurs m a sphere qUIte different from its causal
explanatIOn, for thIS reason concern on the part of history to Judge
of hlstoncal actIons as responsIble before the conscience of hIstOry
or before the judgment seat of any god or man and all other modes
of mtroducmg the philosophIcal problem of "freedom" mto the
procedures of history would suspend its character as an empincal
SCle-nce (Erfahrungwusenschaft) Just as much as the Insertion of mIra.
des into l15 causal sequences Following Ranke, the latter is natur·

Czar Paul, which were- tmpelled by madness However, one of the most cer.
tam tasks of history has always conSIsted m understandmg empIrically gwen
"external actions" and theIr results In the lIght of histOrIcally given "Condl~
tlons," "goals," and "means" of action Nor does Meyer himself proceed In

any other fashIon The "jmestIgation of motives" that IS, the analysis of
what was really "sought" and the baS"ls of thrs desIre - IS on the one hand
the means of a"'OIdmg the petermg out of the analysIs Into an unhlstorIcal
body of pragmatic rules, while on the oth.er It IS one of the major POints. of
departure of the "hlstoClcal mterest" we Wish, Indeed. among other t~:nngs.

to sCt" "how the deslTes" of human beIngs are transformed In theIr "SIgnificance"
by the concatenatIOn of htstoncal "destlnles"
7 Wtndelband, (Uber Willensfrethelt, last chapter), selects thiS formulatIOn
In partIcular In order to exclude the questJon of "freedom of the will" frOni
cnmInologIcal diScussIons However, It IS a questIOn whether )t IS adequate
for the crImmologlSt Since the type of ~asual mterconnectlon IS never entIrely
Irrt"levant for tho ap£,lJcabtlity of tht: norms of crImmal Jaw

8 But we do not mean by thIS that- the "psychologIcal' faclhatIon of the
"understandIng" of the vah.le-slgm£cance of an object (e g. a work of art)

•dors not gam somethIng very essentIal from the causal analysIs of lts genesl~

We shall come back to thIS later
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ally rejected by Eduard Meyer (p 20) in the name of the "sharp
dIStinction between historical knowledge and religIous Weltanschau
ung" and It would have been better, in my opinion, if he had not
allowed hinlSelf to be misled by Stammler's argttments which he cites
(p 26; fn 2) and w!uch blur the equally sharp dIStinction between
historical knowledge and ethics Just how disastrous this mixing up of
chfferent standpoints can be from the methodologIcal pomt of view is
demonstrated inunedlately when Meyer (p 20) claImS that by means
of the empirically given Ideas of freedom and responSIbility a "purely
individual factor" is present m hlstoncal development, wluch is
"never capable of being reduced to a fonnula" without "annihilating
Its true nature" and when he then seeks to illustrate thIS propOSItIon
by the !ugh historical (causal) significance of the indiVIdually willed
decision of particular personalIties ThIS old error9 is so dangerous
precisely from the point of view of preservmg the specmc character
of history because it introduces problems from qUIte dIStInct fields
into history and produces the illusion that a certain (anti-determin
istic) conviction is a presupposition of the validtty of the lustorical
rp.ethod The error in the assumptIon that any freedom of the
Wlll- however it is understood - IS Identical with the "irration·
alIty" of action, or that the latter is conditioned by the fOrIlJer, is
quite obvious The characteristic of "mcalculability," equally great
but not greater than that of "blmd forces of nature," is the privilege
of - the insane 10 On the other hand, we associate the !ughest
measure of an empirical lCfee1ing of freedom" with those actions which
we are conscious of performing rationally - ie, in the absence of
phystcal and psychIC "coercion," emotIonal &~aDects" and u accldental"

9 I have crltlcized this error In detail In my essay "Roscher uud Kmelll und die
loglSchen Probleme der hlStorJschen NatlOnalokononue It

10 The acltons of Czar Paul of RUSSia In the last stages of hLS mad reign are
treated by us as not meanmgful interpretable and therefore as "lncalcul~

able," lIke the stonn-whlch broke up the Spanish Armada In the case of the
one as well as the other we forbear from the "mvestJgatlOD of motIves," obvi
owly not because we mterpt'et these events as "free" and also not because
theIr concrete causatJon must remain hIdden from us-m the case of Czar Paul
pathology could perhaps supply the answer-but because they are not suffi
ciently Interesltng to us hlstoncally We shall deal WIth thu more closely
later



THE LOGIC OF THE CULTURAL SCIENCES 125

dl$turbances of the-clarity of Judgment, in which we pursue a clearly
perceived end by "means" which are the most adequate In accordance
with the extent of OUf knowledge, 1e., In accordance with emplncal
rules If hlStory had only to deal with such ratIOnal actions which
are "free" in tlus sense, its task would be unmeasurably lightened
the goal, the "motive," the um3.Xll1lS" of the actor would be unam·
biguously denvable from the means applied and all the irrationahhes
whIch constitute the "personal" element in conduct would be ex
cluded Smce all stnctly teleologIcally (purposefully) occurring ac
tions involve applIcatIons of ernplncal rules, whtch tell what the appro
pnate "means" to ends are, history would be nothing but the appli
catIOns of those rules 11 The impoSSlbihty of purely pragIDahc Iustory
is determmed by the fact that the action of men is not interpretable
in such purely ratIonal terms, that not only IrratIOnal "prejudices,"
errors in thinking and factual errors but also "temperament," umoodsJJ

and "affects" dISturb hIs freedom - m bnef, that hIs action too
to very dIfferent degrees - partakes of the empirical "meaningless
ness" of "natural change n ActIOn shares this kmd of ~'irrationality))

WIth every natural event, and when the hIstorian m the mterpretatIon
of historical interconnections speaks of the H1rrationaIity" of human
actIOn as a disturbing factor, he IS companng histoncal-empuical
actIOn not with the phenomena of nature but WIth the ideal of a
purely rahonal, ie, absolutely purposeful, actIOn whIch is also abso
lutely oriented towards the adequate means

Eduard Meyer's exposition of the categones of uchance" and "free
wIll" which are charactensbc of historical analysis, reveals a some
what unclear disposition to introduce heterogeneous problems into

1'l Cf In thiS connection. the considerations present ID "Roscher und Kmes"
strictly rational actlon---one could also put It thus-would be the SImple and
complete "adaptation" to the glVen "situatIon" Menger's theoretical schemata.
for example, presuppose the stTictly ratlonal "adaptation" to the "market situa
tIOn" and exhibit the consequences there of In "ldeal~tYPlcal" punty HIStory
would 10 fact be nothmg more than a body of practical patterns (pragmatics)
of "adaptatlon"-whlch IS what L M Hartmann would lIke to make It-If It
were lolr-Iy an analYSis of the emergence and Interconnection' of the partic
ular "free." Ie. teleologically absolutely ratIOnal. actIOns of Single IndlV1duals
If one excludes thiS teleological-ratIOnal meaning from the conception of
"adaptation." as Hartmann does, It becomes, as we shall have further occasIOn
to show, an absolutely IndIfferent Idea for historical ,tudles
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hlStorical methodolgy; it is further to be observed that his conception
of historical causality contains stnkmg contradIctions. He emphasizes
very strongly on page 40 that historical research always seeks out
causal sequences by proceedmg from effect to cause. Even tlus - in
Eduard Meyer's fonnulation12- can be dl~puted IS 15 {rom the na·
ture of the case qUIte posslble to formulate m the form of an hype
thes's the effects whIch could have been produced by a gwen hIstorical
event or by a newly aseenamed hIstOrIcal occurrence and to verify
thIS hypothesIs by testmg It WIth the "facts" What IS really meant, as
we shall see, IS somethmg qUIte different - that which has recently
been called the pnnClple of "teleological dependence" and whIch dom
mates lnstory's Interests In causes Furthermore, It IS of course also
unsatIsfactory when the aforementlOned ascent from effect to cause IS
claImed to be peculIar to lustory The causal "explanattlon" of a con
crete "natural event" proceeds exactly In thIS way and In no other
And whIle the VIew IS put forward on page 14-a5 we have seen-that
what has already "occurred" IS for us tantamount to the absolutely
unecessary" and only what IS conceIved as ubecoIDing" l.S to be mter
preted by us as mere "posslbdIty," on page 40 he emphaSIzes the con
trary proPOSItion, stressmg the particularly problematic element m the
mference of the Cause ftom the effect, m such a way that Eduard
Meyer hImself feels called upon to aVOId the tenn "cause" m hlstoncal
studIes and, as we have seen, the Umvestlgatlon of motiVes" becomes
dIscredIted In h,s eyes.

One could try, takmg Eduard Meyer'S pomt of View, to resolve
thIS last contradiction by a formulatIOn In whIch the problematic
element m the inference from effect to cause was Seen to be grounded
m the fundamental linutations of our capacities for k.nowledge, whlle
detenninism remained an ideal postulate But he deCJSlvely rejects
thiS procedure too (p 23) and follows it (p 24) with a dIscussion
whIch once more raises senous doubts. At one tIme Eduard Meyer
identified, In the mtroduction to Dze Gesch'chte des Alterturns, the
1 elation between the "general" and the "particular" WIth that between
"freedom" and "necessity" and both of these with the relationship

12 He sa~s rather unfocttmately 'lhl.!ltOTlcal research proceeds m Its mferencc.!l
from effect to cause"
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between the "mdividual" and the ucollectivity"; in consequence of
this (cf above), the "IndiVIdual" was dominant 10 "detail" (m the
partIcular instance), whIle the "major trends" of historical events
were governed by "law" or "rule n ThIS View, wmch prevails among
many "modem" lustonans and which in tms fOImuIation is entirely
and basically confused is expressly withdrawn by him on page 25,
partly on the authonty of Rickert, partly on the authonty of von
Below The latter had taken particularly objection to the notion of
a "development governed by law" J agamst Eduard Meyer's ex
ample - that the development of Germany to a unified natIOn
appears to us as an "hIstorIcal neceSSIty," while the tIme and form
of the unificatiOn into a federal state with twenty-five members
depends, on the contrary, on the "md1\'Jduahty of the histOrIcally
operating factors," von Below complamed "Could it not have
happened otherwise?" Meyer IS unquestIOnably open to this cntlcism
But it appears to me to be qUite easy to see - however one Judges
the Meyenan formulatIOn whIch IS attacked by von Below -that
this cnticism In any case proves too much and therefore proves
nothing. For the same objection is approprIate when we) along
with von Below and Eduard Meyer, apply the concept of "law
governed development" wIthout any qualms The fact that a human
being has developed or wlll develop from a human foetus appears
to us as a law-governed development- and sbll It could undoubtedly
"have a dIfferent outcome" as a result of external "aCCidents" or
"pathological" Inhentance In the polemIc agamst the theorists of
"development" It IS obviously only a question of correctly perceIving
and logically delimitmg the meaning of the concept of "develop
ment" - the concept obVIously can not SImply be elIminated by such
arguments as the foregomg Eduard Meyer himself is the best mstance
of this contenbon For It IS the case that only two pages later (p. 27)
he again proceeds In a footnote ""hleh designates the concept of
"mIddle ages" as "a clearly defined concept)" In accordance with a
schema set forth in the "Introduction" whIch he had repudiated and
in the text, he says that the word "neceSSIty" In hIstory SIgnIfies only
that the "probabilIty" of an historical consequence following from
given condItions, attains a very hlgh level, that the whole development
so to speak, presses on to a smgle outcome He d~d not Wish, more-
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ever, to say more than that by his remark about the unification of
Germany. And when he emphasIZes in this connecuon that there
was, despite everything, a possiblhty of the event's non-<JCcurrence,
we wish to recall that he had stressed in connectIon with astronoJlllcal
calculations that they could possibly be "dISturbed" by wandenng
heavenly bodIes There is mdeed In thIS respect no distInction from
particnlar natural events, and even m explanations in the sphere of
nature,1a whenever it is a question of concrete events, the Judgment of
necessity is by no means the only or even merely the major form m
which the category of causality can appear. One will not go wrong
with the hypothesis that Eduard Meyer arrived at hIS distrust of the
concept of "development" through !us dIScussions Wlth J. Wellhausen
in which it was essentially (but not only) a matter of the folloWlng
contrast: whether to interpret the "development" of JudaISm as one
which had occurred essentially "from the inSIde outwards" ("evolu
tionallStically") or as one that had been conditioned by certam con
crete historical forces entering from the -'outside," in particular, the
unposition of "laws" by the Persian kings out of conSIderations deriv
ing from Persian politics and which are not related to the intrinSIC
characteristics of the Jews ("eplgenetically") However that may be,
it is in no case no improvement on the formulation used in the Intro·
duction when (p 16) "the general" appears as "the essentially (?)
negative," or more sharply formulated, the "hmitmg" "condition"
which set the "boundaries," wIthIn whIch the mfinite pOSSIbilities of
histoncal development lie, wtule the questIon as to w!uch of these
possibilitIes becomes a "reality"H depends on the "higher (?) indi
vidual factors of histoncallife" Thereby, the "general" (das "Allge
meine')) - ie, not the "general mIlleu" wroch is wrongly confused
WIth the Ugeneral" (UgenereUenfJ) but rather the rule which is an
abstract concept-is hypostasized mto an effectIve force operatmg

13 It would l~ad too far a.6t'Jd to examIne thu problem here In more deta.1l
Cf my "Roscher und Knies"

14- ThIS fOnIlwatlOn recall' certam modes of thought which were common In
the RUSSian SOCIOlOgIcal school (Ml.khadow!l;kt Kareyev. et al ). which are re~
Viewed In KIstlakowskl'S enay 1n the "Problems of Ideahsm" (edIted by
Novgorodzev, Moscow, 1902) concernUlg the u.Ru.uian SOCU)]ogJcal school"
and the category of POSSIbilIty In the problems of the SOCIal SCiences We
shall return to thiS essay later
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behind the -rustoncal scene, and this .gnores the eFementary fact
winch Eduard Meyer stresses clearly and sharply at other places
- that reahty ... coml1tuted only by the concrete and particular.

This dubIOUS fonnulatlOn of the relations between the "general"
and the Hparticular" IS by no means peculIar to Eduard Meyer and
it is by no means confined to hlStorians of 00 stamp On the contrary,
it lies at the basis of the popular concepl1on which is nonetheless
shared, by many "modem" bistonans - but not by Eduard Meyer
- wh.ch maintains that in order to establish the study of history
in a rational manner as a uscience of the individual)" it is necessary
to establish the slIIularil1es and identities of patterns of human devel
opment, in which case the particularities and the incomparable and
unanalyzable elements remaIn as a residue, or as Breysig once SaId,
"the finest flowers." ThIS conceptlOn which comes closer to actual
hlStorical pracl1ce represents an advance as contrasted with the naive
behef in the vocation of history to become a Usystematic science."
But it, too, is very naive in its own way. The attempt to understand
"BIsmarck" in hIS lustorical significance by leaving out of account
everything wruch he has in COmmon With other men and keeping
what is "parncular" to h.m would be an instrnctive and amusing
exerci", fm beginner> One "QuId in that C:l>e-=uming naturally,
as one always does in logical dISCUSSIOns, the ideal compJeteness of
the materIals - preserve, for example, as one of those ufinest flowers"
his uthumbprint,U that most speCIfic indication of uindividuality"
which has been discovered by the criminal police and the loss of
which for history would be irreplaceable. And if to this argwnent it
were mdignantly countered that "naturally" only "spiritual" (geistige)
or ''psychological'' qualities and events can be taken mto considera
tIon as "hIstorical," his daily hfe, were we to know it "exhaustively,"
would offer us an infinity of expressive traits which would never be
found in too blend and pattem in any other person in the world, and
wruch would not exceed hIS thumbpnnts in the.r mterest. If it is
further objected that quite "obviously," as far as science is con
cerned, only the historically Usignificant" constituents of Bismarck's

hfe are to be considered, the logical answer would be' that that very
"obviousness" Involves the deCISIve problem since it raises the question

as to what is the logical criterion of the historically "significant"
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conshtuent part'-
ThIs exerClSe In subtraction of the common from the unique

assummg the absolute completeness of the data - would never be
brought to an end even in the most remote future, and there would
stIll remam, after subtraction of an mfimty of "common quahtIes,"
a further infimty of constituent parts, even aften an eternIty of the
most energetlc subtractIon from thIs latter infimty of parucular parts,
not a single further step would have been taken to answer the ques
tion as to what IS historIcally "essentIal" among these particulantles
This would be the sole lnSlght which would emerge from an attempt
to perfotm tlus eXerCIse The other insIght IS that thIS operation of
subtraction presupposes such a perfect gra<p of the causal course
of events, as no science could aspire to even as an Ideal goal As a
matter of fact, every "comparison" In the historical sphere presup
poses that a selection has already been made through reference to
cultural "SIgnificances" and that this selectIon positively determines
the goal and direction of the attribution of causal agency wlnle It
excludes a rich infimty of "general" as well as "particular" elements
in the data. The companson of "analogous" events is to be conSid
ered as a means of thIS imputation of causal agency, and indeed, in my
view, one of the most Important means and one which is not used to
anywhere near the proper extent We shall deal later with its logical
meamng

Eduard Meyer does not share, as lus remark on page 48 whIch
1"1 still to be discussed shows, the erroneous view that the particular
as such is the subject matter of history and hiS comments on the sig
nificance of the general in history to the effect that "rules" and con
cepts are only "means" and "presuppositions" of historical work
(p 29 mIddle) IS as we shall see logically right in the mam It 15

only his fonnulalion which we have critiCIzed above that IS doubtful
and It reveals the same tendency as the error which we have just
cntlClzed

Now In spIte of all these criticisms the professional hIStorian wlll
retam the impression that the usual kemel of "truth" is contained
in the views which are here cntlclzed That thiS is the case goes
Without saymg for an hlstonan of such distinctIOn who dl(Ocusses hiS
own procedure. Indeed, he has come quite close many times to. the
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logically correct fonnulatlOn of the elements of truth which are
contained in his arguments For Instance, on page 27, top, where It
IS saId of udeve10pmental stages" that they arc ttconcepts" whIch can

serve as gUldmg threads for the dIScovery and ordenng of facts, and
particularly m the numerous passages where he employs the category
of "posslhility" It IS here however that the logical prohlem really
begms; we must dISCUSS the questIOn of how the ordering of hIstoncal
events occurs by means of the concept of development, and what 15

the logical meamng of the "category of posslblhty" and the way in
whIch it is applIed In the elaboration of historical interconnections
Smce Eduard Meyer faded to confront these Issues he was able to
"feel" what is correct m regard to the role whIch the "laws" govern
mg events play In historical research, but he waS not able - as it
seems to me - to gIve 1t an adequate formulatlOn This task W1J1

be undertaken in a special sectIOn of these studies (II). Here we
shall concern ourselves, after these necessanly essentially negative re
marks against Eduard Meyer's methodological fonnulation, first with
the treatment of dISCUSSIons of the problem of what is the "obJect"
of history, which IS dealt WIth m the second (pp. 34-44) and third
(pp 54-56) parts of hiS essay - a question on which the considera
tions Just presented have indeed already touched on

We, too, may along with Eduard Meyer also fonnulate the ques
tIOn as follows "WhIch of the events on which we have mformation
are 'historical'?" He answers it at first In quite general form Uthat is
historical which has consequences and winch has occurred." Tins
means that the "hIstOrIcal" IS that whIch is causally important in a
concrete mdnidual situatIOn We disregard aU other questions which.
are relevant here in order to point out that Eduard Meyer on page 37
gives up this conception which he has just formulated on page 36

It is clear to him that -as he says -"even If we were to confine
ourselves to that which produces effects," lithe number of particular
events would swl remain mfinite" He .ightly asks what governs
"the selection which every hIStorian makes among them>" And he
answers, "historical interest!' He adds, however, after some conSId
erations with which we shall deal later, that there are no absolute
norms of historical interest and he elucidates this thesIS in such a way
that, as we previously mentioned, he once more renounces rus re-
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striction of the "historical" to the "effective." On Rickert's illustrative
remark "that ... Friedrich Wllhelm IV turned down the German
crown is an 'histoncal' event but it is entlrely mdIfferent winch tailor
made his coats" he comments; tithe tailor in question might of course
always remain mdifferent for politlcal hIstory but we can easily irnag
ine taking an historical interest In him m connection for instance
with the lustory of fashions or of the tailoring mdustry or of prices,
etc." This IS certamly to the pOlnt - although Eduard Meyer can
scarcely overlook on further reflection that the "mterest" which we
take in these different eases involves qUite considerable differences
m logual structure and that the fallure to bear these differences In

mind leads to the danger of confusing two fundamentally d,fferent
hut often identified categories: the raho e"end, and the ratIO cog
1loscend,. Since the case of the tallor JS Dol entirely unambIguous,
let us make the dtstmction in question clear WIth an illustraUon which
exhibits this confusion In a more explicit fashlOn

K. Breysig m his essay on "DIe Entstehung des Staats be;

Tlmlut und Iroskesen"" attempts to show that certain events which
occur among these tribes, which he interprets as the "origin of the
state from the kinship constitution" ("Geschlechterverfassung") are
uimportant as representatIve of a species"; ie, in other words, they
represent the "typical" lonn of the fonnatlon of the state - and pos
sess on that account "validity ... of ahnost umversal significance"

Now the situation obVIOUsly - on the assumptlOn of the correct
ness of Breyslg's factual assertlOns -IS are follows: the fact of
the emergence of these Indian "states" and the way in which it
occurred remains of extraordinarily slight Slgnlficance for the causal
nexus of the development of world history. No single "important"
fact of the later politIcal or cultural development (Gestaltung) of
the world lS influenced by it, i.e., can be related to it a, a cause For
the formation of the poht1cal and cultural situation In the contempor
ary United State" the mode of origin of th';'e Indian ,tates and prob
ably their very exhtence as well 15 "indifferent", ie, there is no

11) Schmollers ]ah,buch 1904, pp 483 ff. Naturally I do not enter here in
any way into the question of the subscantlve value of the work; on me Con
trary, the correctness of all of Breyalg's assertloDli will be 8$umed m thIS as in
all the 111ustratioDs which I cite
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demonstrable causal connection between the two while the after
effects of certain decisions of Themistocles are stIll visible today
however disappointingly this may block the attempt to constroct an
imposing unified scheme of "evolutionary historical development." On
the other hand-if Breysig is nght-the slgmficance of the propositions
produced by his analyses concerning the process of the formation of
those states would, in Ius opimon, be epoch-makmg for our knowledge
of the way in which states arise In general. If Breysig's view of the
course of development as "typical" were correct and if it constItuted
a new addItion to knowledge - we would then be in a posItion to
formulate certain concepts which quite apart from their value for
the conceptualizatIOn of the theory of the state, could at least be
applied as heuristic deVlces 10 the causal interpretation of other his
torical developments In other words, as a real historical factor, that
specific development is of no significance, but as supplying a possible
"principle of knowledge" his analysis is uncommonly SIgnIficant
(according to Breysig). On the other hand, to have knowledge of
ThemistocIes' deCIsions, for example, signifies nothing for "psychology"
or any other conceptualizing science; the fact that statesman "could"
in the situation in question decide in that manner is inteIhgible to
us without the aid of a ccscience constituted by laws" and our under·
standmg of that fact IS indeed the presupposition of our knowledge
of the concrete causal nexus but it implies no enrichment of our gen~

eralized knowledge

Let us take an example from the sphere of "nature'" those par
ticular X-rays which Roentgen saw flashing from his screen have left
certain concrete effects which according to the law of the conservation
of energy must stdl be acting somewhere in the cosmic system. But
the "sigmficance" of those particular rays in Roentgen's laboratory
does not lie in their character as cosmic real causes What happened
in Roentgen's laboratory, just hke every experiment, has importance,
only as the ground for inferring certaIn "laws" of the occurrence of
events 16

16 ThIS does not mean that these partlcuJar Roentgen rays could not figure as
Uhistoncal" events' In a history of ph)'llics The latter could concern itself
among other dungs with the "aCCidental" ClCcumstancea which brought about
the compJex of facton In Roentgen's Jaboratory on those particular days, which
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This is, of course, exactly how the sltuatlOfi stands in those cases
wmch Eduard Meyer cites m a footnote to the passages which we
are criticlzmg here (p 37, In 2) He recalls tbere tnat ~(the most
indIfferent person whom"we come to know by chance (m mscnptlons
or documents) acquires hIstorical mterest becanse we can come to
know the circumstances at the past through them" And the 'arne
(onfusion occurs when - ,f my mem(]f'\r does not fail me - BreysJg
(m a pas,age whICh I cannot locate at the moment) beheves tbat he
can completely destroy the argument that the ,election of ,ubject
matte.r in Justorlcal research is oriented towards the USlgmficantl" the
mdIvidually "llnportant," by reference to the fact that research ha'
achieved many of Its most lrnportant results from the use of "clay
fragment," and the IIle Sllnilar arg-ument' are vel) popular
today and tbeir affimty with FrJednch Wilhelm IV's "coat" and the
"msIgnIficant persons" in Eduard Meyer's Inscriptions is qulte appar
ent - as is that confUSIon which IS once again under dlscusslOn here
For illl we have 'aid, Breysig', "fragments of clay" and Eduard Meyer's
"mslgnlficaIlt per;ons" are not - any more than the particular X-rays
m Roentgen" laboratory - integrated a' causal hnks in the hi'toncal
sequence, rather, certain of then charaLteristic propertIes are means
of ascertaining certain historical fact' which fact' m their turn
become important for "the elaboration of concepts", i.e, they Lan

occasIoned the raclratlOn aIld whIch thereby led causally to the ducovery of
the "law" In quclIti,on It. 19 c,kax that the lolJICal ,tatus of those taya would}
In th~& c~nt~t, be co.rnplete1y changed ThIS 1S pomble because these events
playa rok here whIch 11 cooted 10 values e'~he progress of sCience") It
might perhaps be asserted that th1~ logu:..al dlSUnCUQn lS only a result of hav~

mg mov<'d Into the area Qf the subject matter of the "GelSteswusenschaften/'
that the COnnt& effects of tbose partIcular ra~s have therefore been left out of
cOnsideratiOn It IS~ however, lueleV''ant whether the particular "evaluated'
object {C)r WhlCh these rays were cau.tally "sigruficant" lS "phYSIcal" or "psy
chic" In nature, provided only that It Jlrneam" something fOf us, Ie, that
It 15 "evaluated" Once we :<k!sume the factual posnbtllty of knowledge
directed towards that object, the particular cosmiC' (physical, chemical, etc J
rHects of those partJcular rays ,ould (t1:leoretlcaUYJ become "hl'StorICa] Iacts"
but onb" 1ft-lines of cam.atlon led {rom them to some lJarttcular result 'Whu~h
was. an "hIStorical mdIvldual," 1e, was "evaluated" by us as umversally sigmfi
cant In Jts pa,.ttc~lar tndwtdual character {tndlVtduellen Etgenart) Sut.b. an
a.ttempt would be mt:an\ng\~ss merely on the ground that such a relationship
of the rays to a unIversally Significant objeet 15 In no way discernible even if
the causal hnes could actually be est;lbhshed
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themselves become heuristic Instruments for the estabhshment of the
genenc "character" of certam artlstlc Hepochs" or {or the causal
Itlterp.retahon of concrete historIcal mterconnec.tions Tlus dlVislOn
of the logical use of the data gtven by cultural reahty'7 mto (I) con
ceptu31zauon with the Illustrative use oi ~~partlcu\ar factsU as "typi
cal" Instances of an abstract Hconcept," ie, as an heunstIc Instmment
on the one hand - and (2) mtegratlOll of the "partlcular fact" as
a lmk) i e., as a real caw;al factor into a real, hence concrete conte"t
WIth the use among other things of the products of conceptualIzation
on the one hand as exemphficatory and on the other as heunstlC de
"lee'S - entalls the distinction between what RIckert calJed the Hnatu_

ral-scientific" and Wmdelband the "nomothetIc" procedure (ad 1)
and the logical goal of the "hIStorical cultural sClences" (ad 2). It
also Imphes the only justIfied sense in whIch hhtory can be called a
science of "ahty (WtrkltGhkettsuJtSsenscha!t) For the meamng of
rnstory as a sc,tence of realzty can only be that It treats particular ele
ments of reality not merely as heunsac tnst,uments but as the objects
of knowledge, and partIcular causal connectlOns not as prenllSeS of
knowledge but as Teal causal factors We shall, moreover, see how
inaocurate is the naIve popular VIeW that hIstory is the "mere" de
scrIptIOn of a pre~exi~tent realIty or the simple reproduction of
"facts "IS

• y

RICkert's "taHor" whom Eduard Meyer cntlclzes is 10 the same
posltlOn as the clay fragments and the "imugmficant persons" of the
inscnpuons The fact that a certain taIlor delIvered a certam coat
to the king IS pTima facle of qUIte InconsequentIal cansal sigmficance,
even for the cultural~histoncal causal interconnectIOn of the develop
ment of ufastnonT

' and the "taHoring mdustry 11 It would cease to be
so only when as a result of tJllS particular delivery rustoTlcal eflects

17Here the oluthQr wrote on the margm o~ the proofs. A .step In rusonmg has
been mISsed ht'ce Add that a fact where It 18 conSidered as an Instance of
a tlaJKoncept (Gattungsbegnff) 1'1 a heunstJc mstruJ:l1ent (Erkenntnu mJlt6l)
But not every heu1IstIc Ulstrument IS a class concept

18 The term "SCIence of rea)ity" In the sense In which It 1S used here IS per
fc,C't)y adequate for the essential nat\.lre of hIStory The In1sunderstandmg
whIch contams the popular II:It~rpretatIon of thIS tenn as referrJng to a
Simple presupposltlonlells "descnPhon" has been dealt WIth adequately by
RJckert and Sunmd.
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were produced, e g, If the personality of !Ius tailor, or the fortunes
of hts ~nterprise were causally "sigmficant" from some standpomt for
the transfonnatIon of fashIOn or mdustrIal organizatIon and If this
Iustorical role had been causally affected by the delivery of that very
coat

As an heuristic device for the ascertainment of fashion, etc, on
the other hand, the style of Friedrich WIlhelm IVs coats and the
fact that they came from certam (e g, Berlin) workshops can cer
tainly achIeve as much "s.l.gmficance" as anythmg else whtch IS acces..
sIble to us as material for the dIscovery of the fashIOn of that period
The coats of the king are, In thIS case, to be consIdered as instances
of a class-concept, wluch IS bemg elaborated as an heuristtc instru
ment - the rejection of the KaIser's crowD, on the other hand, WIth
which they are compared, IS to be VIewed as a concrete lmk in an
historical SItuation as real effect and cause in a specIfic real series
of changes These are absolutely fundamental logical dlstmctIOns
and they will always remaIn so And however much these two
absolutely distinct standpomts become Intertwined in the practIce of
the student of culture - this always happens and is the source of the
most interestIng methodologJ.cal problems - no one wIll ever succeed
m understandIng the logIcal character of hlStory If he is unable to
make this distinction In a clearcut manner

Eduard Meyer has however presented two mutually mcompatible
viewpoints regarding the mutual relationshIp of these two logically
dIStmct categories of UhIstorical reahty n On the one hand he con
fuses, as we have seen, the Uhilitonca] mterest" in the hIstorically
ueffective," 1 e, the real causal hnks in histoncal interconnectIons
(rejectIon of the Kaiser's crown) WIth those facts (Friednch WIl
helm IVs coat, the mscnptlOns) whIch can become Important for
the historian as heunstic Instruments On the other hand, however
and now we shall speak of this - the distInctIon of the "lustoncaIly
effectlVe" from all other objects of our actual or possible knowledge
is so sharpened that he makes assertions about the limits of the scien
tific "interest" of the hIstOrian, the realIzatIon of which to almost
any degree in hlS own great work would necessarily be deeply re
gretted by Its admlfers He says (p 48), "I have long beheved that
in the selectIon whIch the historian must make, what is characteristic
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(i e, what is characteristically .ingular and which distinguisheo an
1O.titution or an 10chviduahty from all other analogou. and .innlar
ones) is deciSiVe. This is undeniably the case but it is of concern
for history only 1Osofar as we are able to grasp the ind,viduality of
a culture by its characteristic features. Thus the histonan's selectiv
,ty i. hi.toncally always only a meam which renders the culture's
histOrIcal effectiveness ... conceivable to us" Too is, as all the
previous considerations show, entirely correct, as are the conclusIOns
drawn therefrom that the popular fonnulauon of the quesUon of
the ""gruficance" of the particular and of personahtieo for hi.tory '"
poorly put, th&t the upersonahty" "enters mto" rnstory, by no means
10 ,t. totality but only in its causal relevance for the histoncal .itua
tion as this latter '" eotabh.hed by the .Clence of In.tory, that the
historical sIgmficance of a particular personality as a causal factor
and the general "human" SIgnificance of the same personalIty in the
light of its "intrinsic value" have nothing to do WIth one another, and
that the very "inadequacIes" of a personahty In a deCISIve position
can be causally .igmficant. This '" all perfectly right, And yet the
question still remains whether - or let us rather say at once - In

whICh .ense i. ,t nght to a.sert that the analysi. of the content of
culture - from the h,"torical v,ewpoint - can aim only to make the
cultural events under consideration intelhglble in their effectIveness.
The logical unportance of this queotlon is disclooed as soon as we
comlder the conclU'lOns which Eduard Meyer draw. from his thesi.
At first (p. 48) he concludeo that "e',,"tmg CIrcum.tances 10 them
.~lveo are never the object of h,"tory but rather become .uch when
they become histoncally effective." A work of art, a literary product,
an institution of constitutJonal law, mores, etc, cannot poSSibly be
analyzed in "all Ihe,r aspects" in an Instoncal work (inclUd1Og art
and lIterary history) , nor 1S it appropriate - since 10 doing this, ele~

ments must be considered which do "not achIeve hlstoncal effectIve
ness"; while on the other hand the hIstOrIan must mclude m hIS
work Udetails which are of quite subordmate status 10 a system" (e g ,
of constitutional law) because of theIr causal sIgmficance He con~

dudes further from the aforementloned prmciple of histoncal selec
tIon that bIography is a UIiterary" and not an historical disclphne
Why? It. object is the partIcular given personalIty In ,ts total 1Olrin-
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sic nature and not as an histoncally effectIve factor - that it was
historically effectlve is here merely the presuppoSItion, the reason for
its haVIng a bIOgraphy devoted to It As long as the bIography IS

only a bIOgraphy and not the hIStory of the age of ltS hero, It cannot
fulfill the task of history the presentatIon of an histonal euent To
this assertion, one responds wIth the question Why is this special
status accorded to "personahtIes"? Do "events" hke the Battle of
Marathon or the Persian Wars In general "belong" in their "totality"
in an historical narration, descnbed in all their spectmma f01htudmzs
In the style of the Homenc reclta]? OhVIously even In the case of
the instances just mentioned only those events and condlbons belong
In an historical narration wluch are decLSlve for historical causal
connections This has been So In pnnClpIe, at least, ever since herOIc
myths and history began to follow dIvergent paths And n'ow what
IS the case WIth regard to 'lblOgraphy')? It IS, whatever one may
say, obviously false ( or a rhetoncal hyperbole) ttl assert that "all
the detaIls .. of the external and Inner hfe of Its hero" belong In
a bIOgraphy, however much the Goethe-research ",h,ch Eduard
Meyer has in mInd seeks to give that impression It is SImply a
question here of collectlom of matenals whIch aIm to mclude every
thing which can possibly acquire significance for Goethe's hfe-hlStory,
be It as a dIrect link in a causal series - Ie, as an hIStorIcally rele
vant fact - or be lt as a means of establishing hlStoncally relevant
facts, I e., as a usOurce material" In a Goethe bIography which meets
hIgh scholarship standards, however, only those facts wluch are SIg
mflcant obVIously belong as elements In the presentation

Here we of course come up against an amblgtuty m the meanmg
of this word ("SIgnificant") which requires lOglCal analysis and which
analysis, as we shall see, can dIsclose the lIcorrect kernel" of Eduard
Meyer's VIews as well as the defect m the fonnulation of hIS theory
of the historically "effectIve" as the object of history.

In order to see the vanous lOgical standpomts from which the
"facts" of cultural hfe may be SCIentifically consIdered, let us take an
example Goethe's letters to Frau von Stein It 18 not - let us clear
this up in advance - the perceivable "fact" before us, Ie, the wrIt
ten paper, which 15 trea.ted as "histoncal It Ttus. paper is rather only
the means of knowmg the other fact, namely, that Goethe had the
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sentiments expressed there, wrote them down and sent them to
Frau von Stem, and receIved answers from her, the approximate
meanmg of which can be inferred from the correctly mterpreted
"content" of Goethe's letters ThIs "fact" whIch 15 dIsclosed by an
"mterpretatlOn" of the Umeanmg" of the letters - undertaken ultI
mately by uSClentlfic" procedures - IS m truth what we have in mmd
when we refer to these "letters" ThlS fact may (I) be mtegrated
dIrectly as such In an histoncal causal context for example, the
ascetic restramt of those years whIch was bound up wIth a passion
of unheard of force obVIOusly left profound traces In Goethe's devel
opment which were not extinguIshed even when he was transfonned
under the Southern skIes To mvestIgate thrse effects III Goethe's
Ilpel'5onality," to trace theIr mfluence in hIS creatIve work, and to
"mterpret" them causally by showlOg then connection with the events
of thos~ years to the extent that thIS is possible, are among the least
questionable tasks of hterary hlStory The facts of which those let
ters are evidence are "hIstorIcal" facts, 1 e, as we have seen, are real
Imks in a causal chain. Now let us assume - \\Oe do not ralse here
the question as to the probablhty of Uus or any other assumptions
that we may make henceforward - that It may be poSlllvely demon
strated m some way that those experIences had no mfluence whatso~

ever on Goethe's personal and literary development, that IS, that
absolutely none of his traits or productions whIch Umterest" us were
mfluenced by them. In that case, despIte theIr causal meffectiveness,
these experiences could (2) gam our mterest as heunsttc means, they
could present something "characterIstIc"- as It IS usually scud - of
Goethe's histOrIcal uniqueness This means, however, that we could
perhaps - whether we could really do It IS not at ISsue - derive
from them inSlghts into a type of conduct and outlook on Me which
were peculiar to him throughout hlS hfe or for a substantial period
and whIch mfluenced markedly his hterary expreSSIOns and personal
traits whIch mterest us histoncall) The "histOrIcal" fact which
would then be mtegrated as a real hnk in the causal nexus of hlS
"hfe" would be that "outlook on life'- a conceptual complex of
grouped quahlles conslltuted by the inhented personal quahties
of Goethe and those "'!uch were acqUlred through educallon, mlheu
and in the fortunes of hlS hfe and (perhaps) by the deliberately ac-
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quired "ma,,,ms" according to wluch he hved and which played a
part in the determination of his conduct and his creatlOns. The ex
periences with Frau von Stein would indeed in this case - since
that "outlook on hfe" IS a collective concept (begnffl1ches Kollek
twum) which IS "expressed" m particular events - be real components
of an H htstoflcal" fact But they obviously would not come up for
our consideration-under the assumptIOns made above--essentially as
such, but rather as "symptoms" of that outlook on hfe, ie, as heuristic
means TheIr logical relatlonship to the object wh,ch is to be known
has therewIth undergone a sh,ft.

Let us now further assume that this, too, IS not the case. Those
expenences contaln notht.ng \..~l\1ch would in any respect be character
istIC of Goethe in contrast wIth other contemporaries; Instead they
correspond completely to somothmg whIch IS thoroughly "typical" of
the pattern of hfe of certam German social cIrcles of that period
In that case they would not tell us anytlung new for our historical
knowledge of Goethe, but they could under certain CIrcumstances
probably (3) attract our mterest as a convemently usable parad.gm
of that type, as, In other word,;, a means of knowing the "characteris
hc" features of the mental and spiritual attitudes of those cIrcles
The particular features of the attitudes which are ''typlCal''- on the
basis of our assumptions - of that group in the past and that pattern
of hfe whIch was its expreSSIon, would, In Its contrast with the pat~

tern of lIfe of other epochs, natIons, and social strata, be the Uhistor
leal" fact to be mtegrated Into a cuIturaI~historical causal context as
real cause and effect, It would then have to be causally "interpreted"
wIth respect to ItS dIfference from the Italian eictsbea and the hke in
the lIght of a "hIstory of Gennan morals and manners" or to the extent
that such natIOnal dlvergences are considered non-exIstent, m the lIght
of a gener~l history of the morals and manners of that age

Let us now suppose further that the content of these letters is not
useful even for thiS purpose, and that on the contrary it is shown that
phenomena whIch are In certam "essential" respects of the same sort
regularly occur under certalD cultural condItions~ in other words,
that m these respects those expenences (of Goethe) reveal no pecuhar
features of German or Ottocento culture but rather certain features
common to all cultures under certain conditions which are capable
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of bemg formulated m prec15e concepts In this event thM it would
(4) be the task of a "cultural psychology" or a "SOCIal psychology,"
for instance, to detennine by analysis, lsolatlIlg abstraction and ge[l~

erahzation, the condltlOns under which these conunon components
emerge, to "mterpret" the basIs of the regular sequence and to express
the "rule" so aclueved as a geneuc cCass-concept (GattungsbegTlf/).
These thorougWy general (GattungsmiisSlge) components of Goethe's
experiences which are hlgWy Irrelevant as regards his particular and
umque features would, then, be of mterest simply as mean.! of attain
ing thss c1ass-concept (Gattunsbegrlff)

And finally, (5) It must be regarded a pnon as pOSSible that those
Hexperienees" contaIn nothing at aU wrnch is characteristic of any
stratum of the populauon at any cultural epoch. But even In the
absence of all OC~10n for a "cu1tural~sClentdic" (Kulturwissenschaft..
heher") mterest, it is conceNable-whether It" actually so is once
again indtfferent here - that a psychiatrist interested in the psychol
ogy of Jove-relationships might view them from a vanety of "useful"
VIewpoints, as an "ideal-typlcal" illustration of certain ascetic "dis..
turbances," just as Rousseau's ConfessIOns, for example, are of mterest
to the speciahst In nervous dISeases Naturally, the possiblhty here
must be taken into account - tnat the letters are to be considered
as seIVlng all these various scientific purposes - of course, the variety
does not enttrely exhaust the logical poSSlbihttes - through the Vanou,
components of then content, as well as servmg vanous purposes
through the 'arne components 10

Upon reviewing the foregomg analY"1S m reverse order, we see that
these letters to Frau von SteIn, ie, the content which can be derived
from them WIth regard to Goethe's utterances and experience, acquire
"meanmg" III the following ways (a) In the last two cases (4, 5) as
instances of a class, and hence as heuristic means (Erkenntnutntttel)
to the dISclosure of their general nature (No 4,5); (b) as "charac
teristtc" components of a compoSite phenomenon (Kollektwum) and
on that account as a heunstic means to the disclosure of Its partzcular

19 This wI11 obVIOUsly not prove, {or mstance. that lOgIC IS wrong m rIgorously
d18tmguishmg these various standpOInts whIch can be found within ODe and
the same scIentific presentatIon Yet thi9 1!I the 8uumption of many wrong
beaded objections to Rickert's views
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(mdw,due/len) features (No 2, 3) ," (c) as a causal component of
an bJstotical nexus (Zusammenhang) (No 1). In the cases listed
uoder (a) (No 4 and 5), "significance" for hhtory eXlsts only insofar
as the class concept (Gattungsbegnff), constructed Wlth the aid of
these particular instances, can become unportant under certaIn con
ditions - to be dealt wah later - in checkmg an histoncal demon
stration On the other h.nd, when Edu.rd Meyer confines the
range of the Uhistorical" to the "effective"-ie ... to No.1 (c) of
the foregoing list - it cannot poss.bly me.n that the conSlder.hon of
the second category of cases of "Sign.ficance" under (b) lies outs.de
the purview of history, that, in other words, facts whlch are not them
selves components of historical causal sequences but whJch only serve
to disclose the facts wluch are to be mtegrated mto such causal se
quences, e g, such components of Goethe's correspondence which
'/IllustrateU {or Instance those "particular features" of Goethe which
are. deciSive for his literary production or wh1ch "Illustrate" those
aspects of the culture of the society of the Ottocento which are essen
tial for the development of morals and manners In other words, it
cannot possibly mean that these facts wrnch serve to produce the kind
of knowledge Just referred to should be once and for all dISregarded
by history - if not (as 10 No 2) by the "rnstory" of Goethe, then by
a "history of manners" of the 18th century (No 3) Meyer's own
work must be carried on continuous[y with such heuristic means
What is meant here can onlv be that, In any such work, the "com_
ponents of an hlstoncal nexus" (Zusammenhang) are a dIfferent
thmg from an llheurisuc means." But neIther "bIOgraphy" nor "class~

ical studies" uses such "charactetlstic" detaIls as the aforementioned
components of Goethe's correspondence in any way contrary to thIS
distinction It is obVIOUS that thlS IS not the stumbhng block for
Eduard Meyer

20 The dLSCuSSlOn of these special cases wdl conl.ern us more closely 10 a sub·
sequent sectIon .. For thiS reason We deliberately leave untouched here thl"
questIon as to the extent to whu:h tt l! to be viewed as sornethmg logically
unique. We WIsh to state here, only because of lts greater certamty, that Jt
naturally does not 1D any way obscure the logIcal dlstmctlon between the h15
torlcal and nomothetIc uses of IIfad!!." unce In any case, the conuete fact IS
not bemg used here UhlstorlcaUv" In the sense adhered to m th\s dIScussIon,
namely as a hnk In a concrete causa} seeles
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Now, however, a type of us1gmficance" greater than all of those
already analyzed comes before us Those experiences of Goethe - to
adhere to our example - are "sIgnificant" for us not only as "cause"
or as UheunstIc means" but - qUite apart from whether we obtam

from them some new and huherto completely unkown knowledge of
Goethe's outlook on lIfe, the culture of the 18th century, or the "typ
Ical" courst' of cultural events, etc, and qUIte apart from whether
they have had any sort of causal mfluence on hlS development - the
umquely charactenstIc content of these letters 15 also an object of
valuatlOn (Bewertung) for ,us - lust as it lS and Without and strained
search for any "meanmgs" whIch lie outside It and whIch are not
contai.~ed 10 ,t The Jetten would be such an object of valuation
even It nothing else at all was known of their author Now what Pfl
manly mterests us here mvolves two pomts first, the fact that thiS
"valuatIon" IS connected WIth the Incomparable, the umque, the lrre~

placeable lIterary element in the object and - thIS IS the second polO!

- that tills valuatIon of the object In Its characteristic uniqueness
(lndw.duelien E,genart) supplIes the reason why the object becomes
an object of reflection and of - at thI' pomt we WIll deliberately aVOld
saYIng HsclentIfic"- mtellectual treatment, that IS, It becomes an
object of mlerpretatwn ThIS "mterpretatlOn"21 can take two paths
whIch In actual practIce almost always merge but whIch are, however,
to be sharply dIStmguIsbed from one another 10gIcall~ Interpreta
bon can and does become first uvalue.mterpretatton" (Wertmterpre
latton), 1 e, It teaches us to "understand" the mtellectual, psycholog
ical and spi.'l.tual (geishgen) content of that correspondence; It de
velops and ral'SCS to the level of exphClt uevaluatton" that which we
"feel" dlffily and vaguely For thiS purpose, interpretatIon is not at
all reqUIred to enunCIate or to "suggest" a value Judgment. What It
actually ~~suggf'stsll In the course of analysis are rather various pos
SIble relatlonshlps of the obJect to ~alues (WeTtbezlehungen des Ob
;ekteJ) The "attltude" whIch the evaluated object calls forth in us
IleOO. not be a positive one, thus 1n the case of Goethe'g re1atlons with
Frau von Stem, the usual modern sexual pfnhstme, for example, just

21 Here the Gennan word Interpretation IS used - and 11 equated by Weber
WIth Deutung WhlCh 11 the term he usually employs in the text and whtch 11
.iw...V'S translated here by UmterpretatJoQ" (E AS)
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as well as, let us say, a CatholIc moralist, would lake an essentially
negatIve attitude, If at all an Uundentandlng" one. Or when we sue·
cessively consider Karl Marx's Kap.tal, or Faust, or the ceiling of the
SistIne chapel or Rousseau's ConfessIons, or the experiences of St.
Theresa, or Mme Roland or TolstO!, or Rabe/ais, or Marie Bash
kirtseff, or the Sermon on the Mount as objects of interpretation,
there confronts us an infinite muItipJiClty of Hevaluative" attitudes
The "mterpretation" of these very different objects shares - if the
interpretation IS thought to be worthwlnle and is undertaken, winch
we assume here for our purposes - only the formal feature that the
meanmg of interpretation caDSlsts in disclosmg to us the posnble "eval
uative standpomts" and "evaluative approaches" Interpretauon
1IIlposes a certam valuation as the only "scientific" one only where,
as in the case of the intellectual content of Karl Marx's Kap.tal, for
instance, norms (m that case, of thought) come m~o account But
here, too, the ObjectIvely valId "valuation" of the object (m this case,
the lOgical "correctness" of the Marxian forms of thought) are not
necessarily mvolved in the purpose of an "interpretatlOn" And such
an unposition of a valuauon would be, where It is a question not of
unonns" but of "cultural values," a task completely tcanscendmg the
domain of "interpretation n One can, without any logical or substan~

bve contradIction - that IS all that is mvolved here - reject as mher
ently Without validity all the products of the poetic and artistic culture
of antiquity or the religious attitude of the Sermon on the Mount just
as well as that mixture - contained in our example of the letters to
Frau von Stein - of glowing passion on the one side, asceticlSm on
the other with all those flowers of emotional life winch are so superla
tively fine from our standpoint. That negative "interpretatIOn" would
not, howe:ver, be at all "valueless" for the person makIng It for such
an mterpretabon can despIte its negative character, indeed even be
cause of it, provide "knowledge" for him in the sense that It, as we
say, extends his Clmner hfe," and his "mental and spuitual (geutigen)
honzon," and makes hIm capable of comprehending and t1nnking
through the possibilities and nuances of hfe-patterns as such and to
develop his own self intellectually, resthetically, and ethically (in the
widest sense) in a differentiated way - or in other words, to make
hlS upsyche," so to speak, more "sensitive to values." The Uinterpre..
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tation" of intellectual and mental (geullgen), a:sthetic or ethical crea
tions has in tIus respect the effects of the latter, and the assertion that
UhistoryU m a certain sense IS an "art" has in this respect its )utitiabJe
"kernel of truth," no less than the deSIgnation of the cultural and
humaIllStic sciences (l'(Ge~steswissenschaften))) as H subjectivizing.lI In
tins function of interpretation, however, we reach the outennost edge
of what can still be called the "elaboranon of the empirical by
thought" , there is here no longer a concern with "lustorical work" in
the proper and dlStincllve sense of the word.

It is prohably clear that by what he called the "philosoph.cal COn
sideranon of the past," Eduard Meyer meant 1his type of interpreta
tion which has Its pomt of departure In what are m essence atempoTal
relatIons of flhistoncaI" objects, ie, theIr axiologzcal vahdity (Wert
geltungJ and which teaches us to "understand" them ThIS is ind.
cated by hIS definition of this type of scienllfic act.vity (p 55) wluch
according to Ium, "places the products of history in the present and
hence deals with them a" firushed" treating the object, "not as becom
ing and haVIng hlstoncal effects but as beIng," and therefore In con
trast with ~\history,n treatmg it In "all Its asp~ctsn; it aims, according

to Eduard Meyer, at an "exhaustive inteIPretallon of particular crea
tions," primarily in the fields of literature and art, hut also as he
expressly adds, of polItical and reHgious inStltutlOns, manners and
att.tudes, and "ultimately of the ennre culture of an epoch treated
as a unity." NaturaUy) this type of Ilmterpretatlon" has nothing
"plulologicaJ" about it in the sense appropriate to the speciall:zed
lmgUlsnc dlSciphnes The mteIPretation of the textual-hnguistic
umeaning" of a literary object and the mterpretatJOn of "mentalJ

intellectual and Splntual (gersttgen) content," its "meanm~' In this
vaIue.onented sense of the word may in fact proceed hand m ha.nd..
ever so frequently and with good reason They are nonetheless logic
ally fundamentally dllferent procedures; the one. the textual-linguIStic
interpretation, is the elementary prerequisIte - not in regard to the
value and intensity of the mental work which it requires but with
respect to its logical role - for all types of the scientlfic treannent and
utilization of "source materIals n It is, from the hIStorical standpomtJ

a technical means of verifyIng "facts" , it is a "tool" of history (as well
as of numerous other dlsciplines) "Interpretation" in the sense of
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"vaJw::-anaI}sIs" (Wertanalyse) - as we shall desIgnate In ad hoc
fashIon the procedure which has Just been descnbed above'. - does
not In any <:;ase stand m the same relationshIp to hIstory Now, Since

thIS type of "mterpretatIOn" 15 onented neIther towards the dIsclosure
of facts whIch are "causally" relevant for an hlstoncal context nor
toward the abstraction of "f)pIcaI" components whICh are usable for
the constructIon of a class concept (Gattunsbegnff) , smce m contrast
with these It rather considers It') object, ie, to kr.ep Eduard Meyer's

example, the "total culture," let us say, of the lugh pomt of Hellenistic
cIVIhzation as a unity __ufor Its own sake" and males It mtelhgtble
In Its "value.relatIons n Hence It IS not subsumable under any of the

~ other categones of knowledge, the dlrect or mdlrect relatlons of
which to "hIstOry" were preVIously dlscussed ThiS type of mterpre
tatJon can not, m partIcular] be properly deemed as an "auxJ11al)" to
history - as Eduard Meyer (p 54, bottom) Vlews hIS "philology"
for It mdeed treats Its objects froro viewpomts qUIte other than his
tory does If the dIstinction between the two kmds of mterpretatIon
were to be sought only In thIS, that the one (i e, value-analySls)
treats Its objects "statically" as finIShed products wlule the other
(history) treats ,ts objects "developmentally," the fonner cuttIng a
cross section through events, the latter a longitudmal section, then it
would assuredly be of qUIte ffilnor SIgnificance Even the hlstonan,
e g, Eduard Meyer In lWi; Own works, mus.t ln order to weave
hIS deslgn, take his pomt of departure m certain "gIven" begtnnings
whIch he describes "sahcalJf' (z:ustiindltch) and he wIll, in the
course of hiS exposItion, repeatedly group the "results" of "develop
ments" mto "static" Cross sections A monographIC presentatIOn, for
instance, of the social compOSItion of the Atheman ecclena at a cer
tain pOInt of time for the purpose of helping to make clear ItS own
causal-hlstoncal conditLOns on the one hand and Its effect on the
pohtIcal Hsituation" m Athens on the other, IS certainly, even accord
mg to Eduard Meyer, an IIhlstorical" work The dIstmctIOn 10

questIOn seems for Eduard Meyer ra.ther to he In thf' fact that "phIlo
lOgIcal" (1 e, Hvalue-analytscal") work can and indeed normally

22 Thl.s I.S dont tsstnually to dlstmguISh thu type of "mterpretatIon' from that
"hlch IS only texual-hngulstic The fact that thiS dlstmctron does not lnvarl
ab\'1 aoctu:zJ.\"j tlc.c.ur U\. pn.c.tu:.e 1ohould n,1>t 'impede '\he {og1.r;n! mst1nc.tl0n
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wul concern Itself WIth facts whIch are relevant to history but that
together with these, It WIll have occasion to concern Itself with facts
which are qUite dIfferent from those dealt WIth by illstory "Value
analySIS deals With facts which are neIther (I) themselves lInks In an
hIstorical causa) sequence, nor (2) usable as heunstlc means for
dlScloSIng facts of category (I) In other words, the facts of value
analysIs stand In none of the relatIOns to hIstory which have been
hitherto consIdered In what other relatIons then do they stand, or
does tlus value-analytIcal approach have no relauonshlp whatsoever
to any type of hIstorIcal knowledge?

To get ahead with our dIscussIOn, let us turn to our example of
the letters 'of Frau von Stem and let us take as a second example Karl ~

Marx's Kap.tal Both can obVIously become the objects of Interpre
tation, not only of textual-ImgUlstic InterpretatIon of whIch we shan
not speak here, but also of the "value-analytical" InterpretatIon which
enables us to "understand" theIr relations to values (Wertbeztehung
en) and whIch analyzes and "p~ychole>g1cally" Interprets the lelters
of Frau von Stein In the wayJ for instance, In which one "interprets"
"Faust" or mvestIgates Marx's Kapztal with respect to Its zntellectual
content and e"'pounds Its mtellectual but not Its histoncal - relatIOn
ship to other systems of Ideas concerned WIth the same problems.
"Value-analysis" treats Its objects for thIS purpose, following Eduard
Meyer's terminology, pnmanly in a "statIc" (zustdndlzch) way, ie,
m a more correct Ionnu]atioD, It takes Jts point of departure m their
character as "values" Independent of all purely hlstoncal-causal sig
nificance, and to that extent as havmg a status whIch IS for US, beyond
history But does "value-analytical" mterpretatlon confine itself to
such an object? Certainly not' - an interpretatlon of those lette...
of Goethe no more than one of Dar Kap.tal or of Faust or of Orestes
or of the Sistine Chapel paintings It would rather, preclSely in
order wholly to attain Its own goal, take mto account that that idea~

value-object (WertobJekt) was hIStOrIcally conditIOned, that numer
ous nuances and turns of thought and senhment remam "incompre
hensible," when the general conclltlons, e g, the social "mlheu" and
the qUite concrete events of the days on whlch those Goethe-letters
were written are unknown, when the hlstoIlcally given "problem
SItuatIOn" of the time in which Marx wrote IDS book and hIS develop-
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ment as a thinker remain undiscussed Thus the "mterpretatIOn" of
Goethe's letters requires for its success an hr.stoncal InvestIgation of the
condItIons under which they came into bemg, includmg all those very
minor as well as the most comprehensive relationships (Zusammen
hange) In Goethe's purely personal -"domestic"--envlfonment as
well as in the total broader cultural enVIronment In its widest sense
whIch were of causal significance -"effective" in Eduard Meyer's
words - for theIr particular qualIty For the knowledge of all these
causal CondItIons teaches us indeed the psychic constellatIons In -whIch
those letters were born, and thereby it enables us really to "under
stand" them 23

23 Even Vossler, in his analysl.!l of 11 fable of La Fontame contained In his brl1~
hantly written. intentionally one-SIded Die SprQche als Schopfung und ErJtWlck
lung (Heidelberg 1905. p 8 and if ). provIdes confirmatlOn of this statement
although he does not wIsh to do sO The only "legitimate" task of "resthetlc"
interpretation is, for blm, (as It IS for Croce, whose posItion IS close to hIS own)
to show that, and to what extent. the lIterary "creatIOn" u an adequate
"expression"

NeHrthelt"ss he, too. is compel)ed to have recourse to a referertce to
the qUIte concrete "psychIc" characterIStics of La Fontame (p 93) and 1'eyond
these to 4'DlIheu" and "race" and yet we cannot dIScern the reasons wIly thiS
causal ImputatIon, thiS mqUlry mto the ongms of what eXISts, which, l:>y the
way, always operates With generahzing concepts (on thiS pomt. more later)
breaks off at the very POlOt at whIch tlus very attractive and mstructIve sketch
does or why tbe extenSIOn of tbls causal unputatlon for purposes of '"mterpre
tatl0n" is thought to become useless, as Vossler seexm to thmk at thu pomt
When Vossler agaIn retracts those concesSions by saymg that he recognItes the
"spatIal" and Utemporal" COnditlOnedness "only for the matter" (Stoff)
(p 95) but asserts that the "form" whIch IS alone <esthetIcally essenbal, IS a
ufree creatIon of the SPIrIt," It must be recalled that he IS folIowlOg a tenn·
Inology ltke that of Croce Accordmgly, "freedom" 18 eqUivalent to "conConn
Ily With norms" (Normgemassheu) and "form" 18 correct expreSSIOn In Croce's
!Iense, and as such IS Idenncal wn!l resilienc value Tlus ternunology lPv01ves
the danger, however, of leadJng to the confusIOn of "exIStence" and "nonn "

It 18 the great ment of Vossler's stunulatmg essay that It once more "tresses
very strongly, aga.nut the pure phonetlclsts and hnguLStlc pOSItIvists, thllt (1)
there eXlSts the entuely autonomous SCIentIfic task of the mterpretatlon of the
"values" and "norms" of lIterary creations as well as the phYSIOlogy and psy
chology of languagr., UhlStorIcal" InvestIgations, and those seekmg to estabhsh
"phonetic" laws, and that (2) the very understandmg and "experIence" of
these '-Values" and nonns IS also a S&ne qua non Cor the causal mterpretatIOn of
the ongln and condltlonedneSJI of mental and SpUltual creatlons. smce the
creator of hterary productIons or of IIngulsnc expressIons hImself "expenences"
them However, It should be noted tha.t in thlS case where the ...alues and
nonna are the means of causal knowledge and not standards of value the}' come
mto play 10 the 10gtcal role, not of "nonna" but rather m thell' pure factuality
as upoosJoleu emplflcal contents of a "psychIc" .vent They are in tbjs ro1e.
not dJfferent "in pnnciple" from the delUSIOns of a paralytiC I beheve that
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But It stIll remams true, on the other hand, that causal "explana
tion," here as elsewhere, undertaken for Its own sake, and 'iI. la Duntzer,
"grasps only part of the matter." And obviously, that type of "inter
pretatIOn" which we have alone caned "value analysIs" functions as
a guIde for thIS other "hIstorIcal," ie, causal type of "interpretatIon"
The former type of analySIS reveals the UvaJued" components of the
object, the causal "explanatIonlJ of whIch IS the problem of the latter
type of analysIS The fonner creates the pomts of attachment from
which there are to be regressIvely traced the web of causal connec
tions and thus provides causal analySIS with the deciSIve "viewpoints"
without which it would mdeed have to operate, as It were, without a
compass on an uncharted sea Now, anyone can - and many will
deny that there 15 need, as far as they themselves are concerned) to
see the whole apparatus of hIStorIcal analySiS strammg at the task of
the historical "explanatIOn" of a senes of "love letters," be they ever
so subhme Certamly-but the same IS true, however, disrespecful It
seeDlS, of Karl Marx's Dos Kapttal, and for all the objects of histor
ical research The knowledge of the materIals out of which Marx con
structed hIS work, the knowledge of how the genesis of hIS ideas was
histOrIcally condItIOned, and any hlstoncal knowledge of today's power
relationship, or of the development of the Gennan pohtical system
in its particular characteristics can, of course, appear to anyone to be
a thoroughly dull and fruitless thing or, at least, one of very secondary
irrportance and one which as an end In Itself is mdeed quite meaning
less But neIther logic nor sClentific expenence can "refute" him, as
Eduard Meyer has expressly conceded, although certamly 1D a some
what curt way

It Will be profitable for our purposes to dwell a bit longer on the
lOglcal nature of value-analYSIS The attempt has been made m all
seriousness to understand or to "refute" H RIckert's very clearly

Vossler's and Croce's tennmology, which tends repeatedly towards the IO~lcal
confUSion of "valuatIon" and (causal) "explanatIOn" and to a dental of the
autonomy of the latter, weakens the cogency of the argument Those tasks
of purely emplI'lcal work themselves are and remain, alongside of those tasks
which Vossler calls "resthetIcs," autonomous, both In substance and In lOgical
function That such causal analysis IS today called "folk psychology" or "psy
chology" IS a result of a ternllnologlcal fad, but thiS can not, ultImately, In

any way affect the objective Justification for thiS type of analYSis
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developed Idea that the construction of the "historical indIvidual" IS

condItioned by "value-relevance" (Wertbeztehung) as assertmg that
this relevance to values IS Identical wIth a subsumptlon under general
conceptJ2 f. such as the "state," "religIon," Hart," etc, and sunilar con
cepts, whIch are assuredly, It IS saId, the "values" in question, the
fact that hIStory bnngs Its objects mto relatIOn WIth these values and
thereby attains speCIfic "viewpoints" is then eqUlvalent - thlS is what
it added - to the ~eparate treatment of the "chemical," "physIcal,"
etc, "aspects" of events in the iphere of the natural sciences 21!1 Thesl:
are remarkable misunderstandmgs of what IS and must be understood
by Ijvalue.relevance" (Wertbezrehung) . An actual "value.Judgment"
concernmg a concrete object or the theoretICal estabhshment of the
pOSSIble 'lvalue-relabons" of the object does not Imply that I subsume
them under a certain cJass-concept "love letter, II "polItical structure,"
ueconomic phenomenon" Rather, the "value-}udgment" involves my
"takmg an attitude" m a certain concrete way to the object m Its
concrete mdl\riduahty, the subjective sources of thIS. attItude of mme,
of my "value-standpomts" whIch are decis1ve for 1t are definttely not
a uconcept," and certainly not an "abstract concept" but rather a
thoroughly concrete, hIghly mdlvldually structured and conslltuted
"feeling" and "preference", It may, however l be under certam circum
stances the conSCIousness of a certaIn, and here agam, concrete kmd
of imperative (!aUens) And when I pass from the stage of the actual
evaluation of an object into the stage of theoretlcal-mterpretative
reflection on pOJnble relevance to values, in other words, when I con
struct "hlstoncal mdIv1duaIs" from the obJects l It means that I am
makmg explICIt to myself and to others In an tnterpretattve way the
concrete, md1vlduaI, and on that account, In the last anal)'sl~, uDlque
fonn In whIch "Ideas"- to employ for once a metaphySIcal usage
are "incorporated" Jnto or "work themsehes out" In the pohbcaI struc·
tures in questlon (e.g, in the "state of FrederIck the Great"), of the
personaltty m question (e g, Goethe or BISmarck) or the ltterary prod-

24 ThIS IS the view of Schmeldler In Ostwald's Annalen der Naturphtlo,IOPhu
III, pp 24 If
25 ThIS VIew, to my astoDlshment, was also taken by Franz Eulenberg In the
Archw fur Sozlalwlssenschaft HIs,polemic against RlckeJ;l and "hiS men" 19
only pOSSible In my 0plDlon precIsely because he excludes from hlS conSIdera
tIOns the object the logical analysIS of which Ill, at iSsue, namely, "hIstory"
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uct 10 question (e g, Marx's Kapltal) Or 10 a drlferent formulation
which avoids the always dubious and moreover avoidable metaphys
ical mode of expression. 10 comtruct1Og hlStoncal mdlviduals I elab
orate. in a.n exptiClt fonn the focal pomts for posnble Hevaluative"
atlltudes whIch the segment of reahty In quesllon ducloses and In

consequence of which It c1am1S a more or less universal "meanmg'
which .IS to be sharply dlstmguished from cauJal "sIgnificance" Dar
Kapltal of Karl Marx shares the charactemtic of being a "hterary
product" With those combmatlOns of printers' ink and paper which
appear weekly in the Brockhaus LlSt- what makes it mto an "Ius
torical" mdividuaI for us is, however, not its membership in the class
of literary products but rather on the contrary, lIS thoroughly unique
UmteUectua\ content," whlt:h "we" find U set down" m it In the
same way the quality of a "political event" IS shared by the pothouse
pohtical chatter of the pluhsllne having hIS last dnnk at c10smg time
with that complex of printed and written paper, sound waves, bodily
movements on drill grounds, clever or also foolISh thoughts 10 the
heads of princes, dIplomats, etc. whIch ~~we1! synthesize mto the indI~

vidual conceptual structure of the "Getman Empire" bee.-ause t'we"
tum to It with a certain "hIstoncal interest" which is thoroughly
unique for us, and which is rootf'd m innumerable ~(values"- and
not just pohtical values eIther To express this Usigmficance"- the
content of the object, for instance, of faust, WIth respect to pOSSIble
relevance to values, or stated m another way, to think of expressing
the I'content of our mterest" in the hIstorical mdwidual- by means
of a class-concept IS obviously nonseflSe Indeed, the mexhaustibill1y
of its "content" as regards possible focal points for our interest is
what IS characteristic of the historical individual of the "highest"
order The fact that we classify certam Uimportant" tendencies in
the ways of relatlllg hlStonc.1 objects to relevant values and that this
classification IS then useful as a basis for the diVISion of labor of the
cultural sciences, naturally leaves enllrely unaffected"6 the fact that

26 When I InvestIgate the SOCIal and economic determtnant.f of the emergence
of a concrete "embc>dunent" of UChnstJamty"" for Instance, of the provencal
knlghtly pottry, 1 do not thereby turn these latter into phenomena. which are
"evaluated" for the sake of their eConomIC StgnlflCance The way In whIch the
mdlvIdual Ihvesttgator or the particularly tradltloD311y dehmlted "dISCIpline"
defines Its "sphere" out of purely techDical conSIderations of the dlvlSlon of
labor, IS of not logical SIgnIfIcance here.
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the proposrtlOD· a Jlvalue" of ~~general, ie, universal slgnificance" IS a
"general," ie, abstract (genereller) concept 15 just as cunous as the
opinion that one <-an express "the truth" in a single sentence or per
fonn "the ethically nght" 10 one smgle action or embody "the beauu
ful" in one single work of art

But let us return to Eduard Meyer and !us attempts to cope with
the problem of hi.torical "slgnificance" The foregoing reflections do
indeed leave the sphere of methodology and touch on the philosophy
of hJStory From the pomt of Vlew ..Inch stands finnl~ on the ground
of methodology, the cirCUffi"itance that certaln tndtvidu.al components
of reahly are selected as oblect. of hi.toncaltrealment lS to be lusllfied
only by reference to this factual existence of a corresponding mterest
"Value-relevanceu cannot mdeed mean more for such a view which
does not enqUlre after the meantng of this mterest And thus Eduard
Meyer, too, is on thIS matter, content to say - justifiably from this
point of v,ew -that the fact of the existence of this interest suffices
for history, however lowly one mlght rate tlllS interest in itself But
certam obscunues and contradIctions in his discussion are clearly
enough the results of such an imperfect ph,losophical-lustorical orien
tation

liThe selection" (of hiStory) U rests on the historical mterest., which
the present has m any effect, in the results of historic development,
so that it feels the need of tracing the causes which have brought it
about," says Eduard Meyer (p 37) He later interprets this to mean
(p 45) that the histonan finds "the problems with which he ap
proaches history within himself," and that these problems then give
him "the guidmg prmcJples by which he orders the matenaJ."

TIllS agrees enllrely with what has already been said and is, more
over, the only possible sense In which the previously cnticized state
ment of Eduard Meyer about "the ascent from effect to cause" is
correct It 15 not a question here, as he belIeves, of utilizing the
concept of causallty m a way peculiar to history but rather of the
Ia~t that only those "causes}' are ~<rustori cally significant" which the
regressu.r, which begins With a uvalued" (.ultural component, must
mcorporate into ,tself as mdsspensable components What lS involved
h€"rc, then, i., the prInCIpal of "te1eologlcal dependence'" as It has been
designated m a phrase which i. sure to be subject to misunderstanding.
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But the question then arises: must this pomt of departure of the
regrCJSUS always be a component of the present, as ffiJght, on the basIS
of the quotation'cited above, be bel1eved to be Eduard Meyer's \>Jew?
As a matter of fact, Eduard Meyer does nbt take an enmely certain
position on this pomt He provldes no clear IndlcatlOn - this IS

apparent from what has already been sa1d - of what he really under
stands by Ius term "lmtoncally effect1ve" For - as has already been
pomted out to him by others - if only what has "effects" belongs m
IDStory, the crnClal question for every historical exposltton. for exam~

pie Ius own Gesch'chte des Altertums: 15 then what final outcome
and which of its elements should be taken as fundamental, as havmg
been "effected" by the historical development to be descr1bed, 1t must
also be decided, in that event, whether a fact bcau3e It has no causal
Slglllfieance for any component of that final outcome must be excluded
as being Iustor1cally mconsequential Many of Eduard Meyer's asser
tions create the impression at first that the objective "cuJtural situa
tion" of the present - as we shall call it for the sake of breVlty
should be dectsive here According to this view, only facts which
shl! today are of causal significance, ill our contemporary pohtical,
econOIIDC, social, rehgious, ethical, scienllfic, or any other sectors of
our cultural hfe, and the "effects" of wluch are directly percephble
at present (d p 37)belong in an "HlSlory of Antiquity", on the
other hand, howeveTJ' it would be an entirely irrelevant criterion
whether a fact were even of the ffic>st fundamental sigIuficance for
the parttcular character of the culture of anttquity (cf. p. 48) Eduard
Meyer's work would shrink rather badly - thmk of the volume on
Egypt, Eor instance, jf he took this proposit1on senously and many
would not mdeed find prectsely that wluch they expect ill a Iustory
of antiquity tf this were so. But he leaves another path open (p 37).
we can also experience it -1 e,... 'A-hat was IustorlcaHy ueffective"
"in the past to the extent that we treat any phase of it as 'f it were
contemporaneous." In view o[ this... any cultural component whatso
ever can surely be ~'treated" as "effectlven from some standpom~,

however chosen, in a lustory of antIquity - but in that case, the
delimitation which Eduard Meyer seeks to establISh would dissolve.
And there would still arise the question· which feature of events is
accepted by an "History oS Anllquity" as the criterion of what is of
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essential importance for the histonan' From Eduard Meyer', stand
point, the an')wer must be the "end" of anCIent hIstory, l e, the
SItuatIOn whIch appears to us as the appropnate "end pomt" - thus,
for example, the reIgn of the Emperor Romulus, or the reIgn of
Justmlan - or probably better - the reign of DlOdetlan In thIS
event, everythmg In any case whIch IS "charactt'flstlC" of tlus Hfinal
epoch," thIS "old age" of antIquIty wDuJd undoubtedly belong, to Its
fullest extent, tn the eXposItIOn of the age's close as would all the
"facts" winch were causally essentIal ('Ieffectlve") In thl.s process of
"agmg n ThIS incJuslveness IS necessary because the object of hIstor
Ical explanation IS constItuted by what IS characteTtstlc of the epoch
At the same time we would have to exclude, for example, m the
descrlpbon of Greek culture, everythmg whIch no longer exercised
any "cultural lnHuences" at that tune (I e, durmg the rr-Igns of
Emperors Romulus or DlOcletlan), and thIS in the then existing state
of lIterature, phIlosophy and general culture, would be a ternbly
large part of those very elements whIch render the "hIstory of antIqUl
tyH valuable to us and whIch we, fortunately, do not find omItted
from Eduard Meyer's own work

An history of antIquity which would mclude only what exerCISed
causal mfluences on any later epoch, would - espeCIally If one re~

,gards polItical relations as the true backbone of the hlStoncal,- appear
as empty as a "history" of Goethe which "medlatized" hIm - to use
Ranke's expression, In favor of his epzgom, whIch m other words,
descnbed only those r-]ements among hIS rharactenstJcs and hIS
actIOns whIch remam "mfluentIal" m lIterature, there IS no dIStinc
tIOn in prmClple in thIS regard between scientific (wJSsenschaftliche)
"biography" and hIStorical objects wruch are otherwISe delimited
Eduard Meyer's theSIS IS not realIzable in the fonnulatlOn which he
has gIven to It Or do we have, In hIS case, too, an escape from the
contradictIon between hIS theory and his own practIce We have
heard Eduard Meyer say that the hlStonan derives hIS problems "from
withm hunself, and he adds to this remark "the present in which
the hlStonan works IS a factor whlCh can not be excluded from any
historical presentatIon n Are we to regard the "effectiveness" of a
"fact" whIch marks It as "an historlcal fact" as eXIstIng where a tnod
ern hIstOrIan mterests lurnself and IS able to mterest his readers In the



THE LOGIC OF THE CULTURAL SClENCE5 155

fact In its parhcidar indIvidualIty and III those features of Its orIgins
through wh1ch It has become what it IS and not something else?

ObvIOusly, Eduard Meyer's arguments (pp 36, 37, and 45) con
fuse two qUIte dIfferent conceptionS of "hIstorical facts U The first
refers to such elements of realIty which are "valued," It mIght be saId,
"for theIr own sake" ill theIr concrete unIqueness as objects of our
interest, the second, to those components of reality to which attention
15 necessarily drawn by our need to understand the causal determma
tIon of those "valued" components - this second type of "hlStoncal
{actlJ

LS the one wru.ch IS. hlS.toncaUy "effectlve" In Eduard Meyer's
sense, 1e, as a "cause" m the causal regress One may deSIgnate the
former as hIstorIcal mdividuals, the latter as hIstorical (real) causes,
and, WIth Rickert, dlstmguish them as upnmari' and usecondaryU
hlstoncal facts A stnct confinement of an hIStorIcal analysIs to hIS
torical "causes," ie, to the "secondary" facts in RIckert's sense, or,
In other words, to the "effectlve" facts In Eduard Meyer's sense IS,

naturally, only possIble for us if It is already unambIguously clear wIth
whIch histOrIcal indIVidual the causal explantlOn is to be exclusively
concerned However mcluSlve this primary object might be - It
might be, for example, the total "xnodern culture," Ie, the present~

day ChnstIan capltahshc constltuhonal (rechtsstaatllChe) culture
wmch "radIates" from Europe and whIch IS a phantastlc tangle of
"cultural values" '" hlch may be considered from the most dIverse
standpoInts - the causal regress which explaInS it hutorically must,
If It extends back Into the MIddle Ages or Antiquity, nonetheless
omit, because they are causally unImportant, a great wealth of objects
which arouse to a high degree our "interest" "Ior their own sake"
These latter facts can become "histoncal individuals" In their own
nght from which an explanatory causal regress might have Its pomt
of departure It IS certamly to be granted that "hlstoncal mterest"
In these latter facts IS parhcularly shght In consequence of thelt lack
of causal slgmficance for a Universal mstory of contemporary culture,
The cultural development of the Incas and Aztecs left historically
relevant traces to such a relatIvely very slIght extent that a Universal
history of the genesIs of modem culture 10 Eduard Meyer's sense could
perhaps be sIlent about It wIthout loss. If that IS so - as we shall
now assume - then what we know about the cultural development
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of the Inca~ and Aztecs become~ relevant to us, in the first Instance,
nelther as an ~'1ustorical object," nor as an "htstoncal causen but
rather as an t'htllT'1stJC instrUmentH 101' the fonnation Df theorencal

concepts appropnate to the study of culture Tlus knowledge may
/unctlon posltlvely to supply an lliusttation, mdtvidualtzed and specific,
in the lonnadon of the concept of feudalism or negatively, to delunit
certaIn concepts W1.th which we operate in the study of European cuI..
tural history from the quite dJfferent cultural traIts of the Incas and
the Aztecs; thJS latter function enables us to make a clearer geneuc
comparison of the hlStorIcal uniqueness of Buropean cultural develop
ment Precisely the same considerations apply, of course, to those
cornponents of artCJent culture which Eduard Meyer - if he "We~

consistent - would have to exclude from a history of antiquity orl.
t:nted towards pre~ent {.ultural situall.on, because they dld not become
hlstoncaU" "effective."

Despite all this, it IS obviously neither logIcally nor in the nature
of facts, to he excluded in regard to the Incas and the Aztecs, that
certain elements Df therr culture In its characteristic aspects could be
made mto an fustoricaI "mdwidual," 1 e.1 they couId first be analyzed
"interpretatively11 Wlth respect to their ('relevance to values I" and
then they could once more be made. mte. an object Qf "histerical"
mvestlgation so that now the regressi.;e inquiry into causes. would pro
ceed to the. facts concerning the cultural development ot those eletIl.ents
whIch become, in relation to the historical jndivu:luaJ, its hbistoncal
causes U And II anyone composes .an uHJstory of AntJqwty" 1t is a
'am ,~lf-deception to belleve that it contains only facts whICh. a.re \
caus.aU~ (Ceff'ecthe' In oUr contemporary culture because it deals only
with facts wmch are SIgnIficant etther ~'prunarilyU as evaluated uhlS_

toncal mdwlduals" or ('secondanly" as "causes" (in relation to these
(rr t;>theT "1hdi.viduaIs").

It is oUr mterest whIch 1'5 one.nted towards "values" and not the
<lbJective: causal relauonshlp betwee.n our culture and Hellemc culture
which detennines the range of the cultural values which are om
trolhng for a history of Hellemc culture. That epoch whICh. wr
usual1y -- vaJuing it entirdy sub)ectivdy - view a5 the ('pi.nnacle" of
Hellemc culture, ie, the perIod bet"een Aeschylus and An.tolle,
cllters with its cultural contents. as an ·'.intrinslc value" (Elgen-wert)
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into every "History of Antiquity," including Eduard Meyer's. This
could change only if, m the event that some future age became only
as capable of attaming a direct "value-rapport" (Wertbezlehung) to
those cultural "creatIons" of antiquity as we are today in relatIon to
the "songs" and "world VIew" of a central Afncan tnbe, which arouse
our mterest only as Instances of cultural products, ie, as means of
forming concepts or as lIcauses~" The matter then may be put as fol
lows' we human beings of the present day possess "value-rapport" of
some sort to the characteristIc embodunents of anCIent culture and this
is the only possIble meaning which can be gIven to Eduard Meyer's
concept of the "effectIve" as the lIhistorical." How much, on the other
hand, Eduard Meyer's own concept of the "effecllve" is made up of
heterogeneous components is shown by IDS account of the motivatIon
of the specific interest which history shows in the "advanced cultures "
"This rests," he says (p. 47) "on the fact that these peoples and cul
tures have been 'effective' to an infimtely higher degree and stIll
mfluence the present" This is undoubtedly correct but it 15 by no
means the sole reason for Our decided "interest" in their Slgnificance
as histoneal obJects, it is especially impossible to denve from thIS
proposition another proposiuon according to whIch as Eduard Meyer
asserts (ibid), "the interest becomes greater the more advanced they
(i e, the Imtorically advanced cultures) are" The question of the
"intrinsic value" of a culture which we touch on here, has notmng to
do with the question of its historical "effectiveness") - here Eduard
Meyer merely confuses "valuable" with Ucausally Important n How
ever uncondItionally correct it IS that every hIstory is written from the
standpoint of the value-mterests of the present and that every present
SItuation poses or can pose new questions to the data of Imtory be
cause its interest, guided by value-ideas, changes, It 15 certain that
this mtere5t uvalues" and turns into historical "mdividuals" cultural
components that :ire entirely of the past, 1 e, those to which a cul
tural component of the present day cannot be traced by a regressive
causal cham. This is just as true of minor objects hke the letters to
Frau von Stem as of major ones lIke tbose components of Hellenic
culture whose effects modem culture has long since outgrown Eduard
Me~er, bas, as we saw, indeed conceded this implicItv through the
possibility which he proposed' namely, that a moment m the past can
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be "treated," as he put it, as contemporaneous27 (p 47) With this
he has, in fact, admItted that even "past" cultural components are
histoneal objects regardless of the eXIStence of a still perceptible
"effect" and can, e g , as the "charactenstIc" values of antIqmty, sup.
ply the standards for the selection of facts and the dIrectIOn of mstor
ical research In a "HIstory of AntiqUIty U And now to contmue.

When Eduard Meyer C1t~ as the exclushe reason why the present
does not become the object of "hIstory," the argument that one does
,not yet know and cannot know which of Its components WIll show
themselves to he "effectIve" in the future, thIS prOposltLon concerning
the (subjectIVe) unhIStonclty of the present IS nght at least to a quah
fied extent. Only the future lldecldes" conclUSIvely about the causal

significance of the facts of the present as "causes" ThIS IS not, how.
ever, the only aspect of the problem, even after, a') is here understood,
one dIsregards such mCldental factors as the lack of WrItten sources and
record" etc. The really lInmedlate present has not only not yet become
an historical "cause," but It has not yet become an histofical "indIVld
ua}"- any more than an "experience" is an object of ernp~TJcaJ

"knowledge" at the moment m which It IS occurrmg "in me" and
Uabout me" All histoncal "evaluatIOn" mcludes, so to ~peak, a "con
templative" element It includes not primanly~ and only, the 1m·
medIate valuatIon of the "attitude-takmg subject" - rather IS Its
essentIal content, as we have seen, a "knowledge" of the object's
possfble "relatIons to \-alues" (~Vntbezuhungen) It thus presup
poses a capaClty for change In the "attitude" towards the object, at
feast theoretically ThiS used to be expressed as foHows We "must
become obJectIve" towards an expenence before it "belongs to hIS

tory" as an object - but thIS does certaInly not Imply that It IS causally
"effcctne"

But we are not to elaborate further thIS dlscussion of the relatton

ShIp of "expenencmg" and "knowmg" here 1t is enough that In the
c.ourse of the forr:gOlng extenSIve expOSItIon, It has become quite
dear not only that, but aho why, Eduard Meyer's concept of the

27 WhiCh procedure. however, according to hIS remarks on p 55, can be done
after all. rea.lly only by "philology"
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"historical" as the "effectIve" IS madequate It lacks, above all, the
log>cal distincuon between the "pnmary" histoncal object, that very
valued cultural individual to which attaches the mterest in the causal
explanation of its commg to be, and the "secondary" histoncal facts,
the causes to wluch the "valued" rnaractenstlcs of that "mdividual"
are related In the causal regress This lIDputation of causes IS made
WIth the goal of bemg, in prmciple, "obJectIvely" vahd as emplncal
truth absolutely in the same sense as any propoSltion at all of empir
Ical knowledge. Only the adequacy of the data desides the question,
which is wholly factual, and not a matter of pnnciple, as to whether
the causal analysis attains thIS goal to the degree which explanatlOns
do m the field of concrete natural events. It IS not the determmation
of the historical "causes" for a given "object" to be explained which
is "subjectIve" In a certain sense which we shall not discuss here agam
- rather IS It the delImitation of the historical "obJect," of the "indI
Vldual" i~l£, for m thIS the relevant values are decISive and the con
cepllon of the values is that which IS subject to lustoncal change It
IS therefore mcorrect in the first place when Eduard Meyer asserts
(p 45) that we are "never" able to attam an "absolute and uncondi
tlOnally vahd" knowledge of anythmg hlStoncal- tlus IS not correct
for "causes" It is, however, also equally mcorrect when he then asserts
that the SItuation IS "no dIfferent" WIth respect to the validity of
knowledge, In the natural SCIences from what It IS In the histoncal
disciplines The latter propositlon is not true for the lustoncal "IndI
VIduals," Ie J for the way in which "valueslJ playa role in history,
nor does It hold for the mode of bemg of those "values" (Regardless
of how one conCeIves of the uvalidlty" of those "values" as such,
the Hvahdlty" of the values is in any case somethIng which IS dIfferent
in pnnclple from the validity of a causal relationslup which IS an
empincal tru th, even if both should m the last analysIS also be con
ceived of philosophically as normatIvely bound) The "points of
VIew," wmch are onented towards iivalues," from which we consider
cultural objects and from whIch they become "objects" of lustoncal
lesearch, change Because, and as long as they do, new "facts" will
always be becoming histoncally "important" (wesentltCh), and they
wJJl always become so in a new way - for m logical discusslOns such
as these we assume once and for all that the source matenals wIll
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remam unchanged This way of bemg condItioned by "subjective
valuesu 15, however, entirely allen m any case to those natural SCIences
which take mechanlC5 as a model, and It constItutes, mdeed, the dlS·
tinctlve contrast between the hIStorical and the natural sCIences

To summanze: insofar as the "interpretatIon" of an object 15, In

the usual sense of the word, a "phIlologIcal" mterpretation, e g, of
Its linguIStiC "meaning," It IS a techmcal task prelIminary to the hIS·
torical work proper Insofar as It analyzes Umterpretatively" what IS

charactenstzc of the particular feature\) of certam Jrcultural epochs"
or certam personalItIes or certam mdiVIdual objects (such as works of
art or lIterature), It aIds In the {onnatlon of mstoncal concepts And
indeed from the point of VIew of Its IOglcal role, it functIons eIther
as an au"{illary Insofar as It aIds In the recogmtIon of the causally
relevant components of a concrete hlstoncal complex as such, it
functions, conversely, as a source of guIdance and duection, mso
far as it "mterprets" the content of an object - e g, Faust, Orestes,
Chnstiamty of a parllcular epoch - with respect to Its pOSSIble rela
tIons to values. In domg the latter It presents "tasks" for the causal
work of lustory and thus is ItS pre-supposlt.on The concept of the
"culture" of a partIcular people and age, the concept of "Chnstlan.
1ty,t' of "Faust," and also - there 1~ a tendency to overIook this - the
concept of "Germany," etc, are mdividuahzed value-concepts formed
as the objects of hlStoncal research, 1e, by relations with value~ldeas

If these values themselves wllh which we approach the facts are
made the objects of analySls, we are - dependmg on the mffi of our
knowmg - conductmg studies in the ph.losophy of h,story Or the
psychology of "histOrIcal interest" If, on the other hand, we treat a
concrete object from the standpomt of "value analYSIS," Ie, 'lmter·
preting" it WIth respect to Its partIcular charactenstics so that the
pOSSIble evaluatIOns of the object are "suggestively" made VIVId to

us, an "empathic experience" (UNacherlebenU
) as it u~ed to be called

(albeit very incorrectly), of a cultural creatIon is aimed at, this is
stilI not Uhistorical work"- tills is the "JustIfied kernel" in Eduard
Meyer's formulation But even though It IS not hlstoncal work, It 15

the ineVitable "'forIlJa fonnans" of hlstoncal "interestJJ
In an Object,

of its primary conceptualization lOto an u 1ndlVldual" and of the causal
work of history wluch only then becomes meamngfully possible In
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ever so many cases, the adduced evaluations of dally hfe have formed
the object and paved the way for hIstorIcal research - tms occurs
even m the begmmngs of all rustorIcal wntmg III pohtical corrunum~

tIes, espeCIally In the hlstonan's own state The hIstorIan mIght thus
come to belIeve when he confronts these fixed and firm llobJccts"
which apparently -- but only apparently and only in the range of
fanllhar, routme use - do not reqUIre any specIal value-mterpretatlOllJ

that he IS In hIS. "proper" domain As soon, however, as he leaves the
broad hIghway and seeks also to achIeve great new mSIghts mto the
"unique" pohtIcal "character" of a state or In the "unIque character"
of a pohtlcal gemus. he must proc.eed here, too, as far as the logIcal
prmciple 15 concerned, as does the mterpreter of Faust But, of course
- and here Eduard Me~er IS correct, where an analysIs Temazns at the
)evel of such an "mterpretatIon" of the mtnnsiC value of the object, the
task of the ascertamment of causes IS left undone and the questIOn 15

not even raIsed m regard to the object, as to what It "SIgnIfies" caus
ally WIth respect to other more comprehensIve, more contemporaneous
cultural objects At thIS pOInt, hlstoncal research has not yet got
under way and the hIstOrIan can perceIve only the raw matenals of
hI<toncal problems It IS only the way III which Meyer tries to ground
hIS behef that IS in my 0pInlOn untenable Smce Eduard Meyer
perceIves especIally the "statIc," llsystematlc" treatment of data as
representatlve of the OpposIte prInCIple from that of hIstory, and since,
e g , RIckert too, after havmg seen the "systematic," which IS charac
tenshc 01 a "na'mr:l\ :')cu:nn!' V1ew even 1n 'the soc1a~ and: men'ta~

sphere, In OpposItIon to the "hIstorIcal cultural SCiences," has more
recently formulated the concept of the "s'ystemattc cultural SCIences"
- the task then is, to raIse the followmg problem later 10 another
sectIOn what Usystematlcsu can properly mean and In what dIfferent
sets of relatIOnshIps It stands to the hlstoTlcal approach and the
"natural sciences "28

The mode of treatment of anCIent, particularly Hellemc culture
whIch Eduard Meyer calls the "phIlolOgIcal method," ie, whIch
takes the form of "claSSIcal studIes," IS mdeed pnmanly actually realiz.

~B With thiS we really enter mto a discussIOn of the "anous pOSSible prInciples
of a "classlfic,:tt!on" of the "sciences"
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able through the requISIte hngUlstlc mastery of the sources But 11 1S

determmed not only by that but also by the particular charactenstlcs
of certain outstandmg scholars, and above all by the IIs1gmficance"
which the culture of claSSIcal antIqUIty has had for our own spintual
and mtellectual disciphne Let us attempt to formulate those st~nd

pomts towards anCient culture \\ihich are, in prmciple, conceivable,
m an extremely schematic and hence purely theoretical fashIon (I)
One pojnt of VJeW would be the conception of the absolute value of
anCIent culture, the exemplIficatiOns of whIch In humanism, as ex
pressed. for instance, m Wmcke1mann. and ultlmately m all the vari~

ants of so.calJed "claSSICIsm" we shall not investigate here Accordmg
to thIS conceptIOn, If we follow it to It') uttermost implIcations, the
clements of ancIent culture are - insofar as neIther the Chnstlan
components of our culture nor the products of ratIonalism have "sup_
plemented'} or "re~shaped" It - at least VIrtual elements of culture as
such They are such, not because they have been "causally" effectl"'c
In Eduard Meyer's seIThe of the term, but rather because on account
of their absolute value they should be causally effectIve in our educa
hon Hence, anCient culture 15 primanly an object of 1l1terpretatlon
in usum scholarum, for purposea of educatmg one's own people to the
level of an advanced state of culture. "PhIlology" In Its most com
prehensive meaning, 1 e , as the "knowledge of what has been known,"
perceIves m claSSIcal antIqUlty l'iomethmg whlCh 15 m prmdple more
than merely historical, something timelessly valid (2) The other,
modern point of Vlew stands in extreme contrast the culture of
antIquity, accordmg to dus view, is so Infimtely remote from us 'as
regards Its true indiVIduality that It 1S entirely meaningless to wish to

give the "all too many" an 1051ght mto Its true "essence" It IS rather
a subhme valued object for the few who Imbue themselves WIth the
highest fonn of humamty which cannot many e5sentJal features recur
and who Wish to uen]oyU It in a somewhat <::esthetic way 29 (3) Fm
ally, the methods of clasSical studIes are of service to a scientific
mterest for which the ~ource matenals of antIquity proVIde primanly
an uncommonly rich body of ethnograpJuc data whJch can be used

29 It could be the reputed "esoteric" doctru::e of U von Wl11amowltz agamsc
whIch Eduard Meyer's attack III ptlroanly dIrected
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for the acquisition of general concepts, analogtes, and developmental
laws apphcable m the pre-lustory, not only of our own culture, but
of "every" (.ulture A pertment mstance IS the development of the
study of comparative rehgton - the attainment of Its present \ugh level
would have been imposSIble without the exhaustIve survey of antiquity
made poSSIble through stnctly plulologtcal trammg AntIquIty comes
mto cons.lderatlon on this VIew insofar as Its cultural content is appro~

pnate as an heufls!Jc means for the construction of general "types"
In contrast WIth the first "pomt of vIew," thus one does not regard
classIcal antlqUlty a'3 providmg an "'enduring" cultural nonn, and in

contrast with the second, it does not look on claSSIcal antIquity as an
absolutely unique object of mdlVldual contemplatIve evaluatIon.

We quickly see that all three of these "theoretically" fonnulated
conceptIons art" interested for their own purposes m the treatment of
ancient history In the fann of "classIcal studies n We also do not need
a special comment to see that, 10 each of them, the interest of the
hIStorian m fact falls short of exhaustmg their mterest, smce all three
have something different from "history" as their prtmary atm But
when, on the other hand, Eduard Meyer serIously seeks to eradl~

cate from the Iustory of anllqUlty that which is no longer Iustorically
Ueffectlve" in the contemporary world, he would be Justifiably open
to the cnticism of lus opponents in the eyes of all those who look
for morc than an historical "cause" in antiquity And alI the admirers
of his great work rejoice that he cannot at all proceed with any fidelIty
to these ideas, and they hope that he Will not even attempt to do so
for the sake of an erroneously formulated theory s.

so The breadth of the (oregomg dlSCU8.S101l5 19 obvlou!l1y incommensurate With
what "comes out" of them In directly practical results for "methodology" To
those who for thIs reason regard them as superfluous, It can only be recom
mended that tb~ simply aV01.d questions bearmg on the "meaning" of knowl
edge and content themselves With the acqUISItIon of "valuable" knowledge by
concrete research It IS not the hlstonans who have raIsed these questions
but those who have put forward the wrong-headed View, and who are still
plaYIng varIations on the theme, that "SCientific knowledge" 15 Identical With
the "dIScovery of laws" ThIS IS definitely a question of the "meaning" of
knowledge.



OBJECTIVE POSSIBILITY AND ADEQUATE CAUSATION
IN HISTORICAL EXPLANATION

II

liThe outbreak of the Second Pume War," says Eduard Meyer
(p 16), "18 the consequence of the wIlled deClSlOn of Hannibal, that
of the Seven Years War, of Fredenck the Great, that of the War of
1866, of BISmarck They could all have deCIded dIfferently and
other persons would have . deCIded dIfferently In consequence)
the course of hIstOry would have been dIfferent" To this he adds
In a footnote (p 10, fn 2) "By thIS we do not mean to assert or
deny that in the latter case, these \!\Jars ~ould not have occurred
th'lS 15 a completely unaswerabIe and superfluous questIon U DIsre
gardmg the awkward relatIOnshIp between the second sentence and
his carher propositIon about the relationship between '"'freedom" and
"necessIty" In history, we must here ques UOD the view that questions
which we cannot answer, or cannot answer wIth certainty, are on
that aeount el1dle" question,; It would go poorly WIth the empirkal
sCIences, too, if those highest problernc; to whIch they can give no
answer were never r.used. We are not cODsidermg here such "ultimate"
problems. we are rather dealIng WIth a qL.C5tJ.on which hac;, on the
one hand, been UdatedU by the course of events, and whkh, on the
other, cannot in fact be answered po<atlve1y and unaml)lguousl~ m
the hght of our actual and pOSSIble knowledge - it IS a questlon
whIch, moreover, viewed from a strIctly "detenmmstic" standpoint,
discusses the consequences of that which was) in view of the gIven
"determmants," ImpoSSIble And yet, despIte all thIS, the problem
what mIght have happened ,f, for example, BlSmarck had not dec'ded
to make war, 15 by no means an "Idle" one It does indeed bear on
something dCC1SIve for the hlstoncal mouIdmg of reahty, namely, on
what causal szgmficance IS properly to be attnbuted to thIS mdIvIdual
decision m the context of the totahty of Infinitely numerous. "factors,"
all of "mch had to be m such and such an arrangement and in no
other If thzs result were to emerge, and ~hat role It IS therefore to be
asigned In an hIstorical expositlOn. If hIstory IS to he raIsed above the
level of a mere chronicle of notable events and personalIties, it has
no alternatIVe but to pose such questions And so indeed It has. pro
ceeded since 1t3 estabhc;hment as a SCIence This 15 the correct element
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m EduaTd Meyer'. pTeVlously quoted formulatlOn that history consId
ers events from the standpomt of "becommg" and that accordmgly
Its object IS not m the domam of "necesSIty" whlCh IS characteristIc
of what has already "occurred", that the hlStonan behaves In the
estImatIOn of the causal sIgnificance of a concrete event sinularly to
the !ustoncal human being who has an attltude and wIll of !us own
and wh.o would n~;ver "act" l{ hlS own action appeared3'1 to hun as
"necessary" and not only as "possIble" The dlstmctIon IS only tms
the actIng person weIghs, Insofar as he acts rationaHy- we shall
assume thIS here - the ('conditIOnS" of the future development whIch
mtere'its hIm, whIch condlbons afe "external" to hun and are ob}ec
l1vely gIven as faT as hIS knowledge of Teahty goes. He mentally Te
arranges mto a causal complex the various "posSIble modes" of his
own conduct and the consequences winch these could be expected to
have m connectIon WIth the "external" condItIons He does thJS m
order to deCIde, in accordance WIth the (mentaUv) dIsclosed "pos
SIble" results in favor of one or another mode of achon as the one
appropnate to hIS "goal" The historian has, however, the advantage
over hIS hero m that he knows a postenon whether the appraIsal of
the glven external condItions COTTe.pimded m fact with the knowledge
and expectations whIch the actmg person developed The answer to
thIs question IS indicated by the actual "succes'5" of the action And
~vIth that Ideal rnaXlInum knowledge of those condItions whIch we
WIll and may theoretzcally assume here once and fOT all while clanfy
ing loglcal questIOns - although In realIty such a maXImum be
achieved ever so rarely, perhaps never - the histonan can carry out
retrospeCtlve1y the same lnental cakulatlQn WhlCh hIS "hero" more or

less clearly performed OT could have perfonned Hence, the hIStorian
IS able to conSider the question which consequences were to be antiCl
pated had another deciSIOn been taken, WIth better chances of success
than, fOT example, BlsmaTck !umself It lS dear that this way, of
Jookmg at the matteT IS very far from being "Idle." Eduan:l MeyeT
himself apphes (p 43) very nearly thlS procedure to the two shots
whIch m the Berlm MaTch days dlTectly provoked the outbTeak of the

31 The (orrectness of thIS proposItIOn lS not affected by Klsllakowskl'S CrItiCISm
(op Cit J P 393) whIch does not apply to this concept of "poSSIbility»
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street fighting. The question as to who fired them is, he says, "histor
]cally irrelevant" Why IS it more irrelevant than the dlSCUSSlon of
the decisions of Hannibal, Fredenck the Great, and BlSmarck? "The
sItuatIOn was such that any accident whatsoever would have caused
the confhct to break out." (I) Here we see Eduard Meyer hImself
answering the allegedly "Idle" question as to what HwQuld" have hap
pened without those shots, thus theu Iustorical "sigmficance" (in thiS
case Irrelevance) is decided. The IIsituations" were obviously, at
least in Meyer's view, dIfferent in the case of the decisIOns of Hanni
bal, Frederick the Great, and BISmarck They certalnly were not such
that the confhct would have broken out m any case or under the
concrete pohtieal constellation which actually governed its course and
outcome, If the deciSIOn had been different For if otherwise, these
decisions would be as IllSlgnificant as those shots The Judgment that,
if a single hIStorical fact is conceived of as absent from or modified m
a complex of historical conditIons, It would condItion a course of hIS
torical events in a way which would be different III certain hIStorically
Important respects, seems to be of considerable value for the deter
mination of the "historical SIgnIficance" of those facts. ThIS IS so
even though the historian ill practIce is moved only rarely - namely,
in instances of dispute about that very Uhistoncal slgnlficance"- to
develop and support that judgment dehberately and expliCItly It is
clear that this SItuation had to call forth a conSIderation of the 10ll'cal
nature of such Judgments as assert what the effect of the omISSion or
modification of a smgle causal component of a complex of condItions
would have been and of theu SIgnificance for history We shall at
tempt to secure a clearer insight mt!! thiS problem

The poor comhtion of the logIcal analysis'2 of history IS also
shown by the fact that neither historians nor methodologists of hIS
tory but rather representatives of very unrelated dlsclphnes have
conducted the authoritative investigations into this important question

The theory of the so-called "objective possibility" which we deal

32 The categories to be dlScussed subsequently find application as may be
expressly remarkedJ not only in the domain of the usually so--cailed specialut
d15Clplme of IIhistory" but also 1D the "histOrIcal" 3!certaJnment of causes of
ever}' mdividual event, Inc1udmg even the Indlviduzl events of Umanunate
nature U The category of the "hiStorical" here comndered 18 a lOgICal category
and not one restricted to the techmque of a Single dlSclphne
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with here rests on the works of the distmguished physiologist v Kries""
and the common use of the concepts in the works which follow !urn
or criticize him These works are primanly crimmological but they
are also produced by other legal wnters, particularly Merkel, RumeIen,
Liepmann, a'!cd most recently, Radbruch" In the methodology of
the socIal sCIences von Kries' ideas have hitherto been adopted only
m statistlcs 36

38 tlber den BegnfJ der ob]ekhven M5g1rchkert und f!!lmgt Anwendungen des
selben (LeiPZig 1888) Important bases for these dISCUSSIon were first set
forth by Von KT1es In Ius Pnnzzpum der Wahrschemllchkt!lbr6chnung It
should be noted here in advance that. 10 accordance wIth the nature of the
hlStorical "object:' only the most elementary components of Von Knes' theory
are signIficant for the methodology of hIStory The adopuon of the pnnclples
of the so-called I'calculus of probablhty" 10 the strJct sense ObvIOusly not only
11 not to be conSIdered for the work of causal analyo&ls In history but even the
attempt to make an analogIcal use of Its pelOts of view demands the greatest
caution.

8t: The most deeply penetraung cntlclsrn of the use of von Knes' theory In the
~alYJ1S of legal problems has been made b, Radbruch {D~fl Lebre von deF
adequaellf'n VuuT.sachung Ed J NF Heft 3 ot Abhandlungen des von LlSzeschen
Seminars Ln which references to the mOBt unpo'ttant other hterature are to be
found HIS analytical aruculallon of the concept of Uadequate causatIOn" can
be taken Into account only later, after the theory has been presented 10 the
most simple possIble fonnulation (for WhICh reason, as we shall see, the formu·
latlon will be only prOVISIonal and not definItIve)

SI5 Of the theoretical statistICians. L von Bort]uewlcz stands ID a very close
relatIOnShIp to von Knes' theOrIes Cf Jus "Die erkenntD1stheoret1Schen
Grundlagen der WahrschemhchkeItsrechnung" In Conrads' }ahrbucher, 3rd
Senes, vol XVII, (el. also vol XVIII), and "DIe Theone der Bevolkerungs
und MoralstatlstIk oach LcxlS" (IbId vol XXVII) The von Knes' theory
IS also baSIC for A Tschuprow, whose arucle on "Moral StatIStics" In the
Brockhaus-Ephron Encyclopredlc DIctIOnary, was unfortunately lDacceSSlble to
me Cf hiS arttcle "Die Aufgaben der Theorle der Statlstlk"' m Schmoller's
]ahrbuth 1905, p 4-21 r I cannot agree with Th KUtlakowskl's cntlclSm (m
the essay, CIted earber, m Problems 0/ ldeahsm, p 378 ff) which for the tlme
bemg IS, of course, presented only In the form of a sketch WIth the understand
Ing that a more detailed prcsentauon 15 reserved for later pubhcatlon HlM

central charge (p 379) IS that the theory uses a false concept of cause. based
on MIll's Logu, 10 partIcular the category of "complex" and "partial cause"
which JudI rests on an anthropomorphIc Interpretation of causahty {tn the
sense of "efficacy" (Wlrkens) (Radbruch also adumbrates the latter poInt.
op c··, P 22 ff) But the notlOn of "efficacy" (W,rkens), 01' as It has been
callu more neutrally but With Id.entlcal meanmg, the "causal bond" IS entirely
1Dsep~lable from any study of causes which deals With series of mdI'-Iduahzed
quallhtive changes We will diSCUSS later the pamt that the notion of efficacy
need bot and must not be encumbered With unnecessary and dubIOUS meta
phySlcal presuppOSItIOns. (C{ c.onc..ermng cauaa\ p\uraht)' and elementary
causes. Tschuprow's expoSItion. op cIt P 436) We shall only remark here
that "pOSSIbilIty" IS a "mouldIng" uformende" category, Ie, It functlOJ1J 10
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It IS natural that ,t was precIsely 'he JUrISts and pnmarily the
junsts spectalzzmg In criminal law who treated the problem Since the
quest ron of penal gUllt, insofar as It mvolv~ the problem under what
cIrcumstances can It be asserted that someone through his action has
"caused" a certam external effect, IS purely a questIon of causation
And, mdeed, th" problem obvIOusly has exactly the same logical
structure as the problem of histoflcal ucausahty." For, Just hke
hIStory, the problems of practIcal SOCIal relatIonshIps of men and
especIally of the legal system, are "anthropocentncally" onented, i e.,
they enquire Into the causal slgnrficance of human "actIOns" And
Just as In the question of the causal detenninateness of a concrete
inlUrIOUS arbon whIch IS eventually to be pumshed under criminal
law or for which mdemmty must be made under cIVil law, the h15~

tonan's problem of causahty also IS onented towards the correlatIon
of concrete effects with concrete causes, and not towards the estab
hshment of abstract "umfomlltles" (Gesetzlzchkelten) JUrIsprudence,
and parncularly criminal law, however, leaves the area of problems
shared WIth history for a problem which 15 specIfic to It, In consequence
of the emergence of the further problem' If and when the objectwe
purely causal imputation of an f"ffeet to the action of an individual
also suffices to define the actions as one Involvmg hIS own subjectwe
"gUllt.H For thIs question 15 no longer a purely causal onc, soluble
by the snnple establIShmg of facts whlch are "objectively" dIScover-

such a way as to determme the selectIOn of the causal f mks to be Incorporated
mto an hlStoncal expmlJtJon. The historical matenal once formed, on the
other hand. c<mtams. nothing of "poSSIbIlity," at least, Ideally Sub]ecbvely
for the mind of the hlstorian hunself the hlstOTlc:,J expD.!lltlOn only very seldom
attams Judgments of necesslty but ooJectJVely the h,stoCJcal expoSJtlOn undoubt
edly IS gov€>med by the assumptlon that the "caus.es" to which the "effect" 15

Imputed have to be regarded as unquahfiedly the suffiCIent conditIons for Its
occurrence (It JS, of course, to be dearI~ noted that oln infimty of COnd1tlOns
which are only 8ummaflly referred to as SCIentIfically "Without Interest" are
a1\soclated WIth the caus.es whIch are deemed the suffiCient conditions of the
effect J The uS"e of the category of objectIVe poSSlblhty does not In the least.
m ... olve the conception, long overcome by the theory of causalltv, that certaIn
hnks 10 real causal connections were, so to speak, "hovenng about without
effect" up to the time Qf tnelr entry mto the causal cham Von Knes himself
has shown the contrast between Ius theory and John Stuart MJj)'s (op CIt I P
107) In a way which IS entirely convmcmg to me (Concermng thIS, cf
mfra) SblI It IS true that MIll, too, discus.sed the category of objective pos
SlbI1ltt and 1n Gomg BO, upon occaslOn also constructed the concept of "ade
quate causatIon" (Cf Werke, III, p 262, Gomperz edition)
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able by perception and causal interpretation Rather, is ,t a problem
of criminal pohcy onented towards ethlral and other values For It

IS a prioTt possIble, actually frequent, and regtllatly the case toda-y)
that the meaning of legal norms, exphntly stated or ehnted by
interpretation, Inchnes to the view that the eXlstenre of "guilt" in the
sense of the appllcable law should depend pnmanly' on certam
subjectwe facts m regard to the agent (e g, mtent, subjectwely con
d,tioned capac,ty of foresight into the effects, etc) Under these ClT

cumstances, the import of the lOgIcally dIstmctive characteristIcs of
pure causal connection WIll be considerably modified 36 It IS only
m the first ~tages of the dlScusslOn that th's dlfference in the aims of
investIgation are without sIgnificance We al;k first, 111 common with
Juristic theory) how in general IS the attnbution of a. concrete effect
to an Individual "cause" possIble and reahzable In pnnclple in VIew
of the fact that in truth an Infimty of causal factors have condltlOned
the occurrence of the indIvidual '&event" and that mdeed absolutely
all of those m'dlVldual causal factors were mdlspensabJe for the occur
rence of the effect in Its conC'fete [ann.

The pOSSIbIlIty of ,e1ectlOn from among the infinity of the detenn
inants is conditioned, first, by the mode of our hlstorlcal mterest

When it IS said that history seeks to understand the concrete reallly
of an lIevene) in Its indiVIdualIty caus.ally, what IS obviously not meant
by thIS, as we have seen, is that It IS to "reproduce" and explain causally
the concrete reality of an event in the totalIty of its indiVldual qual,
hes To do the latter would be not only actually imposs'ble, ,t would
also be a task which IS meaningless in pnncIple Rather, hiStory IS

excluc;ively concerned with the causal explanation of those "elements"

3(J Modern law is dm:ded agamst the agent, not a8am\! the actLOn (tf Rad
bruch,op CIt, p 52) It enqUIres mto subjective "guIlt" whereas hIstOry. as
long as It seeks to remaIn an emplr1caI i!lClenCf', mqulIes Into the "obJectlVe"
grounds of concrete events and the consequencr-s of concrete 'aCliionsn

, it does
not seek to pass judgment on the agent Radbruch's crItiCIsm of ,"on Ktles IS
rIghtly based on thIS fundamental prmciple of modern - but not of aU~ law
He hlID!lelf thu~ ooncedes~ however, the validity Q[ von Knes' theory in cases
of ,ro..calJed umntended damage, of compensatlQD on account of the "abstract
pcsUblhty Qf an mterk:nng effect,H (p 71) of profit Insurance and of th,.
msurance of those IPcapable of "responsibIlIty," I e I where"er "obJective"
causality comes clearly mto questIon HIStory, however, 18 In exactly the same
log1t;a! !oltuatum as those cues
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and "aspects" of the events in question which are of "general SigIllfi~

canee" and hence of hIstorical mterest from general standpoints, ex~

actly m the same way as the Judge's dehberations take mto account
not the total individualized course of the events of the case but rather
those components of the events whIch are pertment for subsumptIon
under the legal nonns QUlte apart from the mfinity "f "absolutely"
trivial details, the Judge is not at all mterested in all those thmgs
whIch Can be of interest for other natural sCIentific, histoncal and
artistic pomts. of Vlew He IS not interested In whether the fatal
thrust leads to death Wlth inadental phenomena whlch might be
quite mterestmg to the physlOloglSt He lS not mterested m whether
the appearance of the dead person or the murderer could be a swt
able object of artIstic representation, nOT, for InStance, in whether the
death will help a non-parllcipatmg "man behmd the scene" to gam
a "promotlonU m a bureaurratJc hlerarchy, ie, whether from the
latter's standpomt It would therefore be causally "valuable" Nor IS

the Judge mterested m whether the death became, say the oCcasLOn
of certam secunty measures by the pahee, or perhaps even engendered
certaIn intemational conflicts and thus showed itself to be Hmstoric
ally" SIgnificant All that lS relevant for him IS whether the causal
chain between the thrust and the death took such a f01711 and the
subjective attitude of tbe murderer and hIS re1allon to the deed "as
such that a certam norm of cruninal law is applicable The hlStarlan,
on the other hand, IS. interested m connectlOn~ for example, with
(Ja,sar's death, neither m the criminal-legal, nor in the medical prob
lems winch the "caseJl raIses, nor is he interested in the detalls of the
event - unless they are unportant either for the "particular cbara(j~

teristic features" of Ca:sar or for the "characteristic features" of the
party situatlOn m Rome, 1e, unless they are of lmport as uheuristlc
Instruments" or lastly unless they are important in relation to the
Ilpohucal effect" of hlS death, ie, as "real causes" Rather, ~s he
concerned, in tlus affatr, primarily WIth the fact that the deatl1 oc
curred under concrete pOhucal conditions, and he discusses the ques~

tion related thereto, namely, whether this fact had certain Important
lI(,onsequences" for the course of uworld history It

Hence, there is mvolved in the problem of the assignme!lt of
historical causes to lustorical effects as well as m the problem of the
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imputatIOn of actIons under the law, the exclusIOn of an infimty of
components of a real actIon as "causally Irrelevant" A gIven Clrcum·
stance IS, as we see, ummportant not only when it has no relatIonship
at all with the event whIch IS under dlscussion, so that we can concelVe
It to he absent WIthOut any modIfication In the actu~l course of
events bemg mtroduced J it IS mdeed sufficIent to estabhsh the causal
Irrelevance of the gIven Clfcumstance If the latter appears not to have
been the co-cause of that which alone interests us, Ie, the concretely
essentIal components of the actIOn In question

Our real problem IS, however by which lOgIcal operanons do we
acqUIre the InsIght and how can we demonstratively establish that such
a causal relationshIp exists between those "essential" components of
the effects and certam components among the infinity of detenmnmg
factors ObvlOusly not by the sImple "observation" of the course of
events in any case l certamly not if one understands by that a "pre
suppOSltlonless" mental "photograph" of all the phySIcal and psychIc
events occurrmg In the space-time regIon m questIon - even If such
were possible. Rather, does the attnbutIon of effects to causes take
place through a process of thought whIch mcludes a senes of abstrac
hons The first and deCISIve one occurs when we concewe of one or
a few of the actual causal components as modlfied in a certain direc
tIon and then ask ourselves whether under the conditions which have
been thus changed, the same effect (the same, 1 e, in "essential"
points) or some other effect "",auld be expected" Let us take an
example from Eduard Meyer's own work No one has set forth the
world histoncal "slgmficance" of the Persian Wars for the develop
ment of western culture as vIvIdly and dearly as he has How does
th,s happen, logically speaking> It takes place essentlally in the fol
lowmg way It IS argued that a "deciSion" was made between two
Hposstbtltttcs" The first of these "posslblhtIes" was the development of
a theocratlc~rehgious culture, the begmmngs of which lay in, the mys~

tenes and orades, under the regts of the Persian protectorate, whIch
",herever possible utIlized, as [or example, among the Jews, the na
tional rehglOn as an Instrument of dommahon The other posslbdrty
was represented by the triumph of the free Hellenic circle of Ideas,
onented towards thIS world, whIch gave us those; cultural values from
whIch we stdl draw our sustenance The "deCIsion" was made by a
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contest of the meager dlmenslOns of the '~battle" of Marathon This
in its turn was the indlspensibIe uprecondltlOn" of the development
of tbe AttIc fleet and thus of tbe furtber development of the war of
liberation, the salvatIOn of the Independence of Hellemc culture, the
pOSlllve stImulus of tbe begmmngs of the specIfically western bIStor
lOgraphy, the full development of the drama and all tbat umque life
of tbe mind whIcb took place In tbIS - by purely quanlltatIve stand
ards - mInIature theater of world hIstory.

The fact that that battle "decIded" between these two "posslb111
hes" or at least had a great deal to do WIth the dCClSioD, is obviously
- smce we are not Athemans - the only reason why we are hIstoric
ally mterestcd In It WIthout an appraIsal of those "possibIlities" and
of the irreplaceable cultural values whIch, as It appears to our retro
spectIVe study, "depend" on that deCISIOn, a statement regardmg Its
HSIgmficanccJJ would be ImpossIble Wlthout this appraisal, there
",auld in truth be no reason ".... h} we should not rate that decIsive con
test equally WItb a scuffle between two trIbes of Kaffirs or Indians
and accept In all seriousness the dull-WItted "fundamental ideas" of
Helmolt's WeltgeschIchte, as bas indeed actually been done In that
"modern" collectIve work 37 When modern historians, as soon as they
are reqmred by some mquiry to define the usIgmficance" of a concrete
event by expllClt reflecllon on and eXpoSltlon of the developmental
"POSSIbIhties," ask, as is usual, to be forgiven their use of this appar
('"ntly anti-determimstic category, then request IS wlthout logical Juo;tl
ficatlOn Karl Hampe, for example, in hIS Conradtn, presents a very
instructIve exposition of the mstorical "SIgnIficance" of the Battle of
Toghacozza, on the baSIS of weighmg the varIOUS "possIbdities,JJ the
Hdecislon" between which was made by the battle's entirely "acCi
dental" outC"ome ("accidental" meamng here determmed by qUIte
indlVldual tactical evenl\) , tben he suddenly weakens and adds "But

37 It goes wlthout saying that this Judgment does not apply to the mdlVldu.a1
essays I::ontamed In thIS work, some of whIch are qUIte dlstlnqUlshed achIeve.
menu, although some are thoroughly "old fashIoned" methodologIcally
The notIOn of a sort of uSOC1aI" Justice which would - fmany, tmallyl - take
the contemptIbly neglected K,lflr and IndIan tribes at least as senously as the
Athemans and which m ordep to make this Just treatment really exphclt and
pronounced, resorts to a geugraphlcal orgamzatlOn of the data, IS merelv
chIldIsh
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hIstory knows no possibilities)J To thIs we must answer' that process
(Geschehen) which, concclVed ;IS subject to determimstlc axiOms}
becomes an "obJecuve thmg," J..nows nothmg of uposihulbes" be~

cause It "knows" nothing of concepts "HlStory/' however, does rec~

ogmze posslbihtles, assuming that It seeks to be a SCience In every
lme of every mstoncal work, mdeed in every selectiOn of arcmval
and SQurce materials for publication, there are, or more correctly,
,must, be, "Judgments of pOSSIbIlIty," If the publicatlOn IS to have value
for knowledge

What, then, is meant when we speak of a number of "posslbIhties"
between whIch those contests. are saId to have "decIded";» It Involve<;

first the production of -let us say It calmly -"unagmatlVc con
structs" by the dlsregardlOg of one or more of those elements of
"realIty" which are actually present, and by the mental construction
of a (QUl"Se of events whIch lS altered through modificatIon in one or
more ucondltions." Even the first step towards an histotlcal Judgment
IS thus - this IS to be emphasized - a process of abstract.on ThIs
process proceeds through the analysIS and mental isolatlon of the com
ponents of the directly gwen data - whIch are to be taken as a
complex of possible causal relatlons - and should culminate in a syn
thesIS of the "real" causal complex: Even thiS first step thus transforms
the given "reallty" mto a "mental eonstruct" in order to make It mto
an histoncal fact I In Goethe's words, "theory'l IS Involved In the
"fact.h

If now one exarmnes these "Judgments of posslblhty"- ie, the
proposlt1ons regardlOg what "would" happen In the event of the exclu
sion or moddicatlon of certam condItIons - somewhat more closely
and inqwres: how are we reaiiy to arnve at them - there \:a.n be
no doubt that it is a matter of l'mlatlOns and generalizatlOns ThIs
meano;; that we so decompose the "gIven" into "components" that
every one of them is fitted into an "empIrIcal role", hence, that It can
be deternuned what effect each of them, WIth others present as "con
dItIOns," "could be expected" to have, In accordance with an empIrical
rule. A Judgment of "pOSSIbIlIty" in the sense in whIch the expreSSIOn
15 used here, means, then, the continuous reference to "empIrical
rules" (Erfahrungsregeln) The category of "posslblhty" 15 thus not
used in its negative form It IS, in other words, not an expre~sIOn of
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our Ignorance or incomplete knowledge in contrast with the assertauve
or apodictlc Judgment Rather, to the contrary, It Slgmfies here the
reference to a posItIve knowledge of the "laws of events," to our
<Inomological" knowledge, as they say

When the question whether a certam tram has already passed a
statIon is answered '1.t 15 possIble," thIs assertlOD means that the per
son who answered the question subjectively does not know the facts,
whIch would exclude thIs beltef, but that he is also not III a position
to argue for Its correctness It means, m other words, u not knowmg"
If, however, Eduard Meyer Judges that a theocratlc-rehglOus develop
ment m Hellas at the bme of the Battle of Marathon was "poSSIble,"
or In certam eventuahtle'\, "probable," thiS means, on the contrary,
the assertion that certam components of the histoncally gIven SItuatIOn
were obJectwely present, that IS, theIr presence was such as can now
be ascertamed WIth objective valIdIty, and that they were, when we
Imagine the Battle of Marathon as not having happened or as haVIng
happened dlfferently (mcludmg, naturally, a host of other components
of the actual course of events), "capable" according to general emptr
ual rules, of producing such a theocratic-religIOUs development, as we
pught say m borrowmg for once from crImmologIcal tennmology
The "knowledge" on which such a Judgment of the us1gmficance" of
the Battle of Marathon rests IS, in the hght of all that we have saId
lutherto, on the one hand, knowledge of certam "facts," ("Qntolog.
ical" knowledge), "belongmg" to the "historical situation" and ascer
tamable on the baSIS of certam sources, and on the other - as we have
already seen - knowledge of certain known empIflcal rules, partlcu·
larly those relating to the: ways In which human bemgs are prone to
react under given situatIons ("nomological knowledge") The type
of Ilvalidlty" of these uempincal ruleslJ will be conSIdered later In
any case, it IS clear that In order to demonstrate hIS thesis which IS
deCisive for the "signIficance" of the Battle of Marathon, Eduard
Meyer must, If it IS challenged, analyze that "SItuation" mto its
"components" down to the pomt where our "Imagmation" can apply
to this "ontological" knowledge our "nomological" knowledge which
has been derived from our Own expenence and our knowledge of the
conduct of others When thlS has been done, then we can render

a positive Judgment that the Jomt action of those facts - mcludmg
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the conditions which have been conceived as modified m a certain
way - "could" bring about the effect which JJJ asserted to be "obJec
tively possible n ThIs can only mean, m other words, that If we
"conceIved" the effect as having actually occurred under the modlfied
condItions we would then recognIze those facts thus modified to be
"adequate causes."

This rather extensive formulation of a Silllple matter, wIuch was
required for the sake of clearing away ambiguity, shows that the fonn
ulation of propoSItions about Iustorical causal connections not only
makes use of both types of abstraction, namely, isolanon and general
izatIon, it shows also that the simplest Iustorieal judgment concerning
the hIstorical "SIgnificance" of a "concrete fact" 15 far removed froIn
being a simple registration of something "found" in an already fin
IShed form. The simplest historical Judgment represents not only a
categorially formed intellectual construct but It also does not acquire
a vahd content untIl we bnng to the "given" reality the whole body
of our "nomologlcal" empirieal knowledge

The historian will assert against tIus, correctly, that the actual
course of historical work and the actual content of hIStorical
writing follows a dIfferent path The historian's "sense of the situa
tion," Ius "Intuition" uncover causal interconnections - not general
Izations and reflections of "rules~' The contrast with the natural
sciences consISts indeed precisely m the fact that the histOrIan deals
with the explanatIon of events and personalities whIch are lCinter
preted" and "understood" by direct analogy with our own mtellectual,
spIritual and psychologlcal conslltullon In the hIStorical treatISe It
IS repeatedly altogether a question of the "sense of the sltuation/' of
the suggestive vividness of lts account report which allows the reader
to "empathize" WIth what has been depicted in the same way as that
in which It IS experienced and concretely grasped by the hIStorian's
own IntUition, for the historian's account has not been produced by
"clever" ratIocmation Moreover, it is further asserted, an objective
judgment of possibihty regardmg what "would" have happened ac
cordmg to the general empIrical rules, when a causal component is
conceived as excluded or as modIfied, IS often highly uncertain and
often cannot be arrived at at all. Hence, such a basis for the attribu
tion of causes m hIStory must in fact be permanently renounced, and
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thus It cannot be a constitutive element In the logical value of lustorical
knowledge

Arguments such as these confuse, baSICally, problems of dIStinct
character. They confuse the psychological course of the ongm of
scientific knowledge and "artIstIc" fonn of presentmg what IS known,
which is selected for the purpose of InHuenclng the reader psycholog
Ically on one hand, with the logIcal structure of knowledge, on the
other

Ranke "dnmcs" the past, and e\ren the ad"ancement of knowl
edge by an historian of lesser rank, IS poorly served if he does not
possess this "mtuiuve" gut Where this is so, he remains a kmd of
lower rung-bureaucrat In the historical enterpnse But it is abso~

lutely no different With the really great advances In knowledge in
mathematics and the natural SCIences They all arise IntUItiVely In

the mtultive flashes of ImagJ.natlon as hypotheses wluch are then u ven
fied" V1S-a-vlS the facts, 1 e, their vahdity 15 tested In procedures m
volvlng the use of already available empmcal knowledge and they are
"fonnulated" In a logically correct way The same IS true m hIstory
when we insist here on the dependence of the knowledge of the "essen
tial" on the use of the concept of objective possIbIhty, we assert notlung
at all about the psychologtcally interesting question which does not,
however, concern us here, namely, how does an histoncal hypothesIS
arIse in the mmd of the mvestlgator? We are here COTlcerned only
With the question of the logical category under which the hypothesis
IS to be demonstrated as vahd m case of doubt or dispute, for it 15 that
which detenmnes Its logIcal "structure n And If the histonan's mode~

of presentation communicates the logical result of Ius histoflcal causal
Judgments to the reader with reasoning In a manner which dispenses
with the adduction of the eVidence for Ius knowledge, ie, If he "sug
gests" the course of events rather than pedantically "ratiocinating"
about It, hIS presentation would be an histoncal novel and not at all
a scientific finding, as long as the firm skeletal structure of estabhshed
causes behind the artistically formed facade is lacking The dry
approach of logic is concerned only With this skeletal structure for even
the historical expositIon claIms "vahdtty" as "truth" The most im
portant phase of hlStoncal work whIch we have hItherto conSIdered,
namely, the establishment of the causal regress, attams such validIty
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only when, 10 the event of challenge, it i. able to pass the te.t of the
use of the category of objective possiblhty which entails the Isolation
and generalization of the causal 10dlvidual components for the pur.
pore of ascertaining the pO'lSibility of the SynthesIS of certam conditIOns
mto adequate causes

It is, however, now clear that the causal analySIS of personal
actIOns proceeds logically 10 exaclly the same way as the causal anal.
ysis of the "historical significance" of the Battle of Marathon, I.e, by
IsolatIOn, generahzation and the construction of Judgments of possi.
bilIty Let us take a limiting case. the reflective analysis of one's own
actIOn of which 10gtcally untrained sentiment tends to believe that It
certaInly does not present any "logical problems" whatsoever, since
one's action JS dll'eCtJy given m expenence and - asuming mental
'lhealth"- IS uunderstandable" WIthout further ado and hence IS
na.turally "reprodUCIble" In memory directly Very simple reflections
show that it IS not, however, so, and that the Hvalid" answer to the
question. why did I act in that way, conslltutes a categonally formed
construct whIch is to be raISed to the level of the demonstrable judg
ment only by the use of abstractions Tlu. IS true even though the
"demonstrauon" IS In fact here conducted In the mmd of the f1actmg
person" hlIDself

Let us aMume a temperamental young mother who is tIred of
certain misd~eds of her httle child, and as a good German who does
not pay homage to the theory contained m Busch's fine lines, "Super.
ficlal is the rod - only the mind's power penetrate. the soul," gives
It a sohd cuff Let us further assume that she is suffiCiently "sicklied
o'er with the pale cast of thought" to gtve a few moment. of reflection
after the deed has been done to the quesuon of the "pedagogical
utIlIty," of the "JustIce" of the cuff, or at least of the consIderable "ex_
penditure of energy" involved 10 the action Or sull better, let u.
assume that the howls of the child release in the paterfamilias, who,
as a German, is convlOced of hIS supenor understandmg of everything,
mcluding the reanng of children, the need to remonstrate with "her"
on "teleological" grounds Then "she" will, for example, expound
the thought .nd offer it as an excuse that if at th.t moment she had
not been, let us assume, "agttated" by a quarrel with the cook, that
the aforementIOned disClplmary procedure would not have been used
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at all or would not have been applied "rn that way", she wtIl be m
clined to adDUt to him "he really knows that she ,s not ordinarily m
that state" She refers him therehy to hIS "empirical knowledge"
regardmg her "usual motives," which m the vast maJonty of all the
generally pOSSIble constellatIOns would have led to another, less UTa

tional effect She c1ainIS, in other words, that the blow wIuch she
dehvered was an Hacodental" and not an "adequately" caused reaction
to the behavior of her child, to anticipate the tenninology wlllch we
shall shortly employ.

Tlus domestic dialogue has thus sufficed to tum the experience in
question into a categorially fanned "object" Even though, exactly
hke Moliere's philIStine who learned to his pleasant surprise that he
had been speaking "prose" all Ius hfe, the young woman would cer·
tainly be astounded if a logician showed her that she had made a
causal "imputatlOn" just lIke an hIStorian, that, to thIS end, she had
made "Judgments of objective poSSIbility" and had ~~operated" with the
category of '~adequate causatIon," which we shall shortly discuss more
closely - yet such is precisely and inevitably the case from the point
of view of logic. Refletive knowledge, even of one's own expenence,
is nowhere and never a literally "repeated expenence" or a simple
"photograph" of what was experienced; the "experience," when It
IS made into an "object," acquires perspectives and interrelation
slups which were not "known" In the experience itself The idea
formed in later reRec'tion, of one's own past actlon is no different in
thIS respect from the idea so fonned of a past concrete natural event
1U the external world, which had been experienced by one's self or
which was reported by someone else It Will probably not be neces
sary to elUCIdate furtherSs the universal validity of this propositIOn

38 We wdl here consider briefly only one more example wruch K Vower (op
CIt, p 101 if) analyzes m order to Illustrate why there must be fculure in
the cODltrucbon of ulaws " He mentions certain lingu18ti.c Idlosyncruies
WhICh, WithIn hiS fanuly, "an I laban lInguistIc uland In the lea of German
speech," were developed by hiS chtldren and imttated by the parenti m
theu convenaUons With the children I itll OflglD goes back to qUite con
crete slImuh which are stilI completely clear lb h13 memory He then asks
What does folk psychology, and we may add In accordance wIth bJs outlook,
any ulaw-seekJng science," swl Wish to explain In these cases of hngulStlc
developmentjlo The event, considered In and of IUeU, IS Ib fact pnmd !4Cle
fuUy explalbed and nonetheless, thu does not Imply that It cannot be an object
for further elaboration and use Fust, the fact that the causal relationship IS
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with comphcated examples, or to state expressly, that we proceed log
ically m the same way in the analySlS of a decision of Napoleon or
BlSmarck as we did in the example of our German mother

The diStinction that the umward aspect" of the action which is
to be analyzed is directly given to her in her own memory, whereas we
must Uinterpret" the action of a third party from the "outside," IS,

despite the naive prejudIce to the contrary, only a gradual continuous

deIlIl1tely dacoverable could (at least conceivably-we are only arguing the
possibilIty) be used as an heurIstic means In order to test other events of
linguistic development In order to see whether the lame causal relatIonshIp
can be confIrmed as probable 10 thelI' case ThIS requues, however, from a
logical standpoint, the subsumpuon of the concrete case under a general rull"
Vossler hJmJeU has also fonnulated the rule as Eanaws "the more frequentl,..
used lann. attract the less frequently used ones" But that 1$ not enough. We
have Bald that the cawal explanation of the caJe In question WaJ pnma /ac1e
Inadequate But it must not be forgotten that every mdividual causal com
plex, even the apparently "8unplest," can be InfinItely subdIVIded and analzyed
The point at whIch we halt In tha process JS determined only by our causal
Interests at the tune And 10 the present case, nothtng at all 13 saId to the
effect that our causal need must be satufied WIth the uobJectlVe" process enun
elated 10 the rule. PrecISe observatJ.on would possIbly, for example, show that
the very "attraction" whIch conditioned the children's hnguisuc 1OnovaUons
and sl.Oll1arly the parental mutation of tbu Juvemle hngulsnc creation took
place to a very dIfferent extent for different word~formll The question could
then be ralSed whether someth1Og might not be laId about why for given word
fOrDlll, the attraction or the lJDltation did not happen more frequently or lesl
frequently or dId not appear at all Our need for causal explanation would
be satISfactorily met only when the condltIona of this frequency of occurrence
were fonnulated 10 rules and the concrete case could be "explamed" as a
particular constellatton aridng (rom the "jomt action" of such rules under
concrete "conditions" At tha pomt Vossler would have the repulslVe search
for laws, lJolatlon, generalIZatIon In the very IntImacy of hlS home And
what 18 more, through ha own fault For hIS own general conceptIon, "Analogv
is a questIon of psychtc power," compels us qUlte mescapably to ask the ques4

tlon whether absolutely nothing general can be dIScovered and stated about
the "pSYChIC" conditions of such "paychlc power relatIons" And at first
glance It forCIbly draws In - 10 thts formulation - what appears to be Voss
ler's chIef enemy, namelYJ "psy(;hology,'~ into the questIon Whenever 10 the
concrete case, we content ourselves With the snnple presentatIon of what con·
cretely occurred, the reason for thu may be twofold- fint those "rules"
which could be dlScoveredJ for Instance. by further analyw wouldJ In the given
case, probably not afford any new mughts for sCience - 10 other words, the
concrete event IS not very 8lgDlncant as a "heUristic means", and second~ that
the concrete occurrence Itself, because It became effective only 10 a narrow
cucle, had not uDlversal slgDlficance for hnguuuc development, and thus re
mamed Hmslgndicant" as a "real hIstoriCal cause" Only the IlJDlts of our
mterest, then, and not Its lOgIcal meanmglessnelll account for the fact that the
occurrence of the fonnulatlon of hngulstlc IdlO!yncrasles m Vossler's family
presumably rematns exempt from "conceptuahzatlon"
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dIfference 10 the degree of accessibility and completeness 01 the "data ..
We are indeed. always inclined to believe that If we find the "per

sonahty" of a human bemg Hcomphcated" and difficult to' interpret,
that he ht.mself must be able to furnish us WIth the deCISive informa
tion If he really honestly wIShed to do so We w111 not mscuss further
at this pOInt eIther the fact that or the reason why this lS not '0

or, indeed, why the contrary is often the case.

Let us turn rather to a closer exammatlOn of category of
"obJective poSSIbility" whIch "'.,. have thus far dealt wlth onl} very
,generally 10 respect to Its functlon. We shall exam:ne m particular
the question of the modalIty of the uvahdltyu of the HJudgment of
possIbilIty" The question should be asked whether the introduction
,of "posslblhties" into the "causal enquiry" unphes a renunciation of
causal knowledge altogether, whether in spite of a1l that has been
saId above about the "obJectIve" foundation of the Judgmen~ of passi·
h1llty - m view of the relegatIOn of the detennmatlOn of the "pos
sible" course of events to the "lmagmatlon"- the recognitIon of the
szgndicance of thIS category is not eqUJva}cnt to the admISSIOn that the
door 18 wide open to subjective arbitrariness In "hlStonography U Is
not the "sclentl/ic" status of hlStonography therefore destroyed by the
very use 01 tlus tategory' In fact, what "would" have happened If
a certain conditIoning factor had been conceIVed oE or modIfied in a
certain way - tms questIOn, It wul be asserted, JS otten. not aAswer
able definitely wah any degree of probabilIty by the use of general
emplncal rules even where the "ideal" completeness of the source
materials exists 39 However} that Ideal completeness of source mater
ials i. not uncondltlonally reqUIred. The assessment of the causal
~gnilicance of an historical fact WIll begm with the posing of the foJ·
lowmg question' in the event of the exclUSIOn of that fact from the
complex of the factors wmch are taken into account as co·detenrun
ants, or In the event of Its moddlcation in a certain dltectlOn, could
the course of events, In accordance Wlth general empirical rules, ha~e

taken a direction 10 any way different in any features which would
Ire d~ci"o", for our mterest' For we are indeed concerned only with

fl.9.'ihe aneInpt 'to hypothelllt: '.In a ))M\t\.Vt. W~~ ~\\at "Wa.'J.td" have b.a.9penc:d
can. If It IS made, lead to grotesque results
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tms, namely, bow are those" aspects" of the phenmirenon which inter
est us affected by the indmdual co-detenninant facton? J t we cannot
obtam a cOlTespondmg "Judgment of objectlVe possibilIty" to this
essentially negat1vely posed question, or - what amounts to the same
thing - if 10 the case of the exclusJOn or rnodlficanon of the afore
mennoned fact, the course of events in regard to hlStorically 1m
portant features, 1 e , those of mterest to USJ could In accordance with
the state of our present knowledge, be expected to occur, in the light
of general empIrical rules, m the way ill which 1t had actually occurred,
then that fact is mdeed causally msigmficant and absolutely does not
belong to the cham wh1ch the regressive causal analysis of history
seeks to estabhsh and should establish

The two shots fired m Berlm on that March mght belong, accord
mg to Eduard Meyer, almost enlJrely m tlus class of causally mSlgnifi
cant facts It is pOSSIble that they do not belong there completely
because even on ms view of the matter,. It 15 conlelVable that the
moment of the outbreak m1ght at least have been con-determined by
them, and a later moment might have led to a dlfferent cou~c oj
development.

If, however, m accordance WIth our emplTlcal knowledgeJ the
causal relevance of a factor can be assumed 10 regard to the pamts
wmch are JIDPortant for the concrete study wmch is under way, the
Judgment of obJecnve possibility winch asserts tins relevance IS capable
of a whole range of degrees of certamty The view of Eduard Meyer
that Bismarck's "decislOn" "led" to the War of 1866 In a sense qUIte
dlfferent from those two shots, led to the events of '48, involves the
argument that If \\Oe were to disregard thIS deCISiOn from our analySIS,
the other remaming detemunants of the SItuation in '66 would force
u~ to accept as haVlng a "tugh degree" of obJective pOSSIbIlIty a devel
opment whIch would be gUlte different (m "essential" respectsl)
This other development would have mcluded, for mstance, the con
cluslOn of the PTUsSlan-rtahan Treaty, the peaceful renunCIatIon of
Venice, the coahuon of Austna With France, or at least a shIft III the
mlhtary and pohtlCaI situation wruch would have, m fact, made Na
polea..n the umaster of the sItuatIon"

The Judgment of "obJectlve" posslblhty admIts gradatIOns of de
gree and one can form an Idea of the logical relatIOnship wluch IS
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mvolved by lookmg for help in prmciples which are apphed In the
analysIS of the "calculus of probabilIty" Those causal components
to the effect of which the Judgment refers are conceived "as isolated
and distinguished from the totahty of all the condItions which are at
all conceIVable as interacting with them One then asks how the
entire complex of all those condItions with the addItion of which
those lsolatedly conceived components were "calculated" to brmg
about the "possible" effect, stands in relatIOn to the complex of all
those conditions, the addItion of whIch would not have "foreseeably"
led to the effect One naturally cannot in any way amve by thlS
operation at an estimate of the relatIOnship between these two POSSl
blhtles which will be in any sense unumcncal" This would be attain
able only in the sphere of "absolute chance" (in the lOgIcal sense),
ie, in cases where - for example, as In the thrOWIng of dice, or the
drawmg balls of vanous colors from an urn, unaffected m composi.
tion by the drawings therefrom - given a very large number of cases,
certain SImple and unambiguous condItions remam absolutely the
same Also, all the other conditlODs, however, vary in a way whIch
is absolutely inaccessIble to our knowledge And, those Ufeatures" of
the effects concernmg which there IS interest - In the throwing of
dice, the number of eyes which are uppermost, in the draWIng from
the urn, the color of the baII- are so detennmed as to theIr IlpOSSJ_

bility" by those constant and unambiguous condItions (the structure
of the dIce, the composItIon of the urn), that all other conceIvable
conditions, show no causal relationship to those "possibllities" express
Ible in a general empmcal propos!twn The way m which I grasp and
shake the dIce box before the toss is an absolutely determmmg causal
component of the number of eyes whIch r concretely toss - but there
is no possibilIty whatsoever, despite all superstitions about the "bones/'
of even dunking of an empincal propoSlhon which will assert that a
certain way of grasping the bo" and shakmg it IS "calculated" to
favor the toss of a certain number of eyes. Such causahty is, then,
wholly a uchance" causalIty, ie, we are JustIfied in asserting that the
physical style of the thrower has no influence rtstateable tn a Tule" on
the chances of tossing a certahI number of eyes" With every style the
"chances" of each of the six possible sides of the dice to come out
facing upwards are uequal II On the other hand, there 15 a general
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empincal proposillon winch asserts that where the center of gravity
of the dice IS displaced, there is a ufavorable chance" for a certain
side of th'ese "loaded" dice to come out uppennost) whatever other
concrete detenninants are also present. We can even express numer
Jcally the degree of thIs "favorable chance," of thIS "objectIve pOSSl

bl1ity," by sufficiently frequent repetition of the toss Despite the
familiar and fully Jusllfied notice winch warns against the transference
of the principles of the calculus of probabilities mto other domains, it
is clear that the latter case of favorable chance or "objective prob
abIlIty," determIned from general empmcal propositions or {rom
empirical frequencies, has its analogues in the sphere of all concrete
causahty, incJudmg tbe historical. Tbe only difference is that Jt is
precISely bere in the sphere of concrete causality that ability to assign
a numencal measure of chance is wholly lacking since this presupposes
the exlstence of "absolute chance." or certam measurable or countable
aspects of phenomena or results as the sole object of scienllfic mterest
But despite this lack, we Can not only very well render generally valid
Judgments which assert that as a result of certain situations, the occur..
renee of a type of reaction. identIcal in certain respects, on the part
of those persons who confront these situations. 1S "favored" to a more
or less hIgh degree When we fonnulate such a propOSItIOn, we are
mdeed also in a pOSItion to designate a great mass of poSSIble circum
stances wbicb, even if added to the onginal condItions, do not affect
the validIty ·of the general rule under whIch the "favonng" of the
occurrence in question is to be expected And we can finally estimate
the degree to whIch a certain effect is "favored" by certain "condi
tions"- although we cannot do it m a way wbich wlil be perfectly
unambiguous or even in accordance with the procedures of the. calcua
Ius of probability. We can, however, well enough estimate the relallve
"degree" to which the outcome is "favoredu by the general rule by a
companson Involving the consideration of how other conditions operat
ing dIfferently "would" have "favored" it When we Larry through
thIS companson in our imagination by sufficiently numerous conCeiV

able modIfications of the constellallOn of conditions, then a consid.
erable degree of certainty for a judgment of the "degree" of objective
possibility is conceivable, at least in principle,- and It is only its con
ceivability in principle which concerns us here primarily Not only
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in daily Ilfe but also and mdeed in hlStory we constantly use such
judgments regarding the degree to winch an effect IS "favored"
indeed, without them, a distinctlOn of the causally "unportant" and
"unimportant" would SImply not be possible Even Eduard Meyer in
the work which we are dlScusslOg here has used them without hesita
hon If both of those shots, which have been frequently mentioned,
were causaJly "irrelevant" because "any aCCIdent whatsoever" accord.
mg to Eduard Meyer's \'lew, whlCh we shall not cnticize for actual
correctness here, "must have caused the confltct to break out," thIS

means, at any rate, that in the gIven histoncal constellation cel'tam
"condItions" are conceptually isolatable winch would have led to that
effect In a preponderantly great majonry of instances given even the
co~presence m that constellation of other poSSIble condItions, whIle at
the same tIme, the range of such conceivable cau,a! factors, that given
their addltlOn to the ongmal constellation, other effects (i e J "other"
with respect to aspects decisive for our Interest') would seem to us to
be probable, appears as relatively very lir01ted We Will not =pt
Eduard Meyer's view that the chance of any other effect was indeed
equal to zero, despite hi., use of the words "must haven 10 view of his
heavy emphasIS on the irrationality of hlStoncal events

We shall de!tlgnate as ca'!.e'& of U adequate"" causatlon40 10 accordance
WIth the Iznguistic usage of the theorists of legal causality establz,hed
smce the work of von Knes, those cases in winch the relationship of
certam comp]etees of ucondiUDn.su syntheSJzed into a umty by htstor
ical reflection and conceIved as isolated, to an Ueffect" that occurred,
belong> to the logIcal type which was mentIoned last. And ju,t like
Eduard Meyer - who, however, doe, not define the concept dearl~ 
we shaU speak of "chance" causation where, for the historically rele·
vant components of the result, certaIn facts acled to produce an effect
which was not "adequate," in the sense just spoken of in rdation to a
complex of condltlons conceptually combined into a l'unity"

To return to the examples WhlCh we used above, the "signIficance"
of the Battle of Marathon according to Eduard Meyer's view IS to be
stated In the following logical terms. it is not the case that a. Persian
VICtory must have led to a quite dIfferent development of Hellenic and

4.0 Of $uch and such compon~nts of the effect by luch and jjuch cDnlbtlom.
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therewith of world culture - such a Judgment would be qUite impos
Sible Rather is that significance to be put as follows: that a different
developm~nt of HelleOJc and world wlture "would have" been the
'~adequatt'n effect of 5ucb an event as a Pf"man victory. The lOgJcaUy
correct formulation of Eduard Meyer's statement about the unification
of Gennany, to wh,ch von Below objects, would be this unification
can be made understandable) m the hght of general emplncal ruJes,
as the "adequate" effect of lertam pnor events and in the same way
the March Revolution In Berlm 15 lntdhg1.bll;; on the basls of gcnel'a~

emplrlcal rules as the "adequate" efft'ct of certam general SOCIal and
pohtkal "co't'.d\.t\.():t\'::." If, on the contrary, for example) it were to

be argued convincingly that (,,<thout tho,e two shots in front of the
BerlIn Cagtle~ a revolution IIwouJd," 1n the lIght of general empIrical

rules, ha>e been a>oidable ""th a deCIdedly hIgh degree of probabIlity,
because It could be shown in the hght of generdl empirical rules that
the combination of the other 4'condltions" would notJ or at least not
consIderably, have "favored"~in the sense explamed before the out..
br.ak-w.thout the inter>enllOn of those shots, then we would speak of
~<chancen causation and we should, m that case-a case, to be sure~ very
dIfficult to envlsage-ha'\te to 1l1mpute" the March Revolutwn to those
two shots In the example of the unificauon of Germany, the OPPO
':Jte of llchance" IS not, as von Below thought, ((necessIty/, but rather

"adrquate" lfi the s.ensc, which, foUowmg von Knes, we developed
abo,,~ 41 And It should be finnly emphaSized that to this contrast of
tlehance" and "adequate," it 15 never a matter of distinction pertaimng
to the "objectIve" causalIty of the course of hlstoncal events and theIr
causal relatlOnslups but IS rather always a!togetb.er a matter of our
IsolatIng, by abstractIon, a part of the "conditions" which arc em·
bedded In lIthe raw materJals" of the events and of making them into
obJeLts of Judgments of posslbdity Tills is done for the purpose of
gaming Insight, on the basis of empirical ro\es, into the c.ausal lI~ig~

nificance" of indwidua\ components of the events In order to pe.ne·

o{l We sh~1 deal later WIth the quenion of whether and to what extent we
have the meanS of assunng tbe "degree' of adequacy. and whether so-caJled
"analogtes" playa role here, and lf 50, which role they pla.y particu.larly in
the analysis of complex "total cau:ies" Into theI. "componentll"- since no
"analytical key" l' objectIVely given to UJ The present formuJation u neee,·
santy proviSIonal
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trate to the real causal mterrelatlonsrups, we construct unreal ones
The fact that abstracbons are mvolved in thIS process is mISunder

stood especially frequently and m a' qUIte speCIfic way wh..ch has its
counterpart 10 theories of certam writers on legal causality who base
therr views on John Stuart MIll's views and which has been convinc
Ingly cnticlzed in the prevIously cIted work of von Kries 42

MIll held that the fractIOn numencally expressing the degree of
probability of an expected result indIcated the relationship between
causes wluch act to bring about the result and those whIch act to
"prevent" the same, both kmds of causes eXlSung objectIvely at the
gIVen moment of bme Followmg Mill, Bmding asserts that between
those conditlOns "which act for the reahzatlon of a given result" and
those "resISting" it, there is in some cases a numerically detenninable
relationship, (or, m any case, one which can be eSbmated) which
objectIVely exists; under certam conditIons, in a "state of eqmhbrium."
The process of causatIon occurs, accordmg to Bmdmg, when the fonner
kmd of cond,llon outweighs the laUer 43 It is quite clear that here
the phenomenon of the "confhct of motIves" which presents itself
as an immedIate "expenence" m delIberatIOn concernmg human
"actions" has been transfonned mto a basis for the theory of causahty
Whatever general significance may be attnbuted to thIS phenomenon,44
It 15, however, certain no rigorous causal analYSIs, even in history, can
accept this anthropomorphism 45

4:2 I scarcely mentlon the extent to whIch here again. as In so much o{ the pre·
cedmg argument, I am "plundermg" von Kries' Ideas While at the same
tllne the fonnulatlon thereof IS often necessarily mfenor In preclSlon to von
Kries' own statement But both of these defiCienCies are unavoidable ID view
of the purposes of the present study

4:3 Bmdmg, DIe Normen und lhre UbfJrtretung, IJ P 41 ff Cf also von Knel,
op Cit, P 107

4:4 H Gomperz, Uber dIe Wahrschetnhchkett der Wtllensentschetdungen,
Vienna, 1904 (Offaprmt from Slt%lJngsbeTichten der Wiener AkademtfJ, Phllo·
SOphlSch-HutonuhfJ Klasse, vol 149), has used the phenomenon referred to
as the basiS of a phenomenological theory of "declslon" I wIll not take It
upon myself to pass a Judgment on the value of hls presentatIOn of the proceu
Nonetheless, It seems to me that apart from thu. Wmdelhand'l-mtenllonally,
{or hIS own purposes - purely conceptual-analytical Identlficatlon of the
"stronger" motIVe With the one which ultunately "preCipitates" the decISion
In Ita favor 15 not the only ponlble way of dealing With the problem (Cf
Uber WIllens/relhezt, p 36 ff )
4:5 KlStlakowslu 15 right to thiS extent Op Cit
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Not only is the conception of two uopposed" working "forces" a
spallal and physical image which can be used without self-deception
only in discussing events - particularly those which are mechanical
and physical m nature - which involve two physical "opposite" re
sults, each of which can be realized only by the one or the other of
the "opposed" forces Rather it is to be emphasized once and for all
that a concrete result cannot be viewed as the product of a strUggle
of certain causes favoring it and other causes opposing it The SItua
tion must, instead, be seen as follows: the total.ty of all the conditiOns
back to which the causal chain from the "effect" leads had to "act
jointly" m a certam way and in no other for the concrete effect to be
realized. In other words, the appearance of the resul t is, for every
causally working empirical science, determined not jiist from a certain
moment but HIram eternity." When, then, we speak of Ufavonng"
and "obstructing" condItions of a gIven reSult, we cannot mean thereby
that certain condItions have exerted themselves in vain in the concrete
case to hinder the result eventually realized, wlule others, desp.te thc
fonner ulttmately succeeded in bringing .t about, rather the expression
m quesllon must always and without exception mean only tlus' that
certain components of the reahty which preceded the result m time,
isolated conceptually, generally m accordance with general empirical
rules, favor a result of the type in questIon. This means, however,
as we know, that this result is brought about by those previously
mentioned components of real.ty in the majority of the conceivably
possible .combinations with other conditions which are conceived of
as possible while certain other combmallons generally do not pro
duce this result but rather another When Eduard Meyer, for ex
ample, says of cases where (p 27) "Everythmg pressed towards a cer
tain result," it is a question of a generalizing and isolating abstraction
and not of the reproduction of a course of events which m fact
occurred What is meant, however, if conutly formulated logically,
15 simply that we can observe causal "factors" and can conceptually
ISolate them, and that expected rules must be thought of as standing
in a relallonship of adequacy to those factors, while relatively few
combinatIons are concewable of those conceptually isolated "factorsu

With other causal Ufactors" from which another result could be "ex_

pected" in accordance With general empirIcal rules. In mstances
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where the sItuation IS in our conceptIon of it just as It 15 descnbed by
Eduard Meyer, we speak" of the pre'lence of a "developmental ten
dency" oriented toward the result In questIon

Tills, like the use of images such as "dnvmg forces" or the revene
U obstac1es" to a development, e g, of capitalIsm - no less than the
usage "",hleb asserts that a certam "role" of causal relationship IS

"transcended" m a concrete cas(" by certam causal lmkages or (stdl
more imprcClse1y) a ~~law" IS .....ovenuieeJ" by another ';'~1av.r- a\) SUt'n
designations are Irreproachable If one IS always con"cious of thei,r con
ceptual character, 1 e, as long as one bears in mmd that they rest on
the abstraction of certa;rt components 01 the real causal cham, on the
conceptual generalizat,ort of the rest 01 the components in the fonn
of Judgments of objective possibihty, and on the use of the!\e to mould
the event into a causal complex with a certaIn structure \-1 It is not
sufficIent for us that in this case one agrees and remams aware that
all our "knowledge" 1S related to a categorIally formed reahty, and
that, for example, "causality" is a category of "our" thought Caus~

alIty has a special character4:8 when lt is a questIon of the "adequacy"
of causation Although we do not m so domg intend to present an
exhaustive analysIs of this category of adequate cau'lahon,. sull It will
be necessary at lea,! to present one brIefly m order to clanfy the
strictly relative nature of the dIstInction between "adequate" and
"chance" causation wluch is detennined by any of the poSSible goals
of knowledge This will have to be done in order to make under
standable how the frequently very uncertain content of the propoSI
tIon included in a "judgment of poSSibility" hannonlZes With the claIm
to val1w.ty whl'Cn it nQncthdcs.'50 a.stert~ and 'With. it'S. \l'S.efulne~s. ..n the
constructton of causal sequences Whlch exlSts In spite of the uncer

tamty of the content"

'Ie The unattractiveness of the words does not affect the tXlstence of the loglcal
matter 111 any way

~7 It 15 only where thiS IS forgotten - as happens, of COurse, often enough
that Kl.Suako\qkl·S cntJ,Clsm5 (op CIt) concernmg the umetaphYllcal" charac
ter of thls causal approach lU'e Justified

'S Here, too, the decisJve Vlewpoints have been lD part exphCltly PreJeDted,
and in pm touched upon by von Krlet (op Cit) and by Radbruch (op Cit)

4:0 A funher t:aaay war; to have {oU()wed




