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The sum and substance of a considerable part of the first
three volumes of this book was presented orally, before
publication, in two different courses of lectures which were
delivered on the invitation of two foundationsin the United
States: the Lowell | nstitute at Boston, Mass., and the Nor -
man Wait Harris Foundation at Northwestern University,
Evanston, |I1. The course of Lowell Lectures, delivered in
October, 1933, covered the ground of Parts |.A,l.B,II.C
1 (a), 1. C1(b), I1I.A, TIT.B, I1I.C1,11l. C 11 (a).
The course of Norman Wait Harris Lectures, delivered in
November, 1933 covered the ground of Parts |. A and

Il.C11, 111, B, 111. C1, I, c11( a), 1. C11 (f). The
author isglad to take this opportunity to express his appre-
ciation of these invitationsfrom the Norman Wait Harris
Foundation and the Lowell Institute, and his gratitudefor
the courtesy and hospitality with which he was received in
Evanston and in Boston while the lectures were being given.



PREFACE TO THE SECOND EDITION

UR I NG the sx months that have passad since the publication

of the first edition of these first three volumes of the book, a
number of readers have been so kind asto draw the writer's atten-
tion to certain printer's errors and author's mistakes; besides com-
municatingtohimtheir observationsand criticismson general ques-
tions of presentation, proportion, and principle. Thedefiniteerrors
and mistakes of which the writer has been made aware in this way
have been corrected in this second edition (though, no doubt, there
are others which have remained undetected by the writer and his
friends). Asfor the general criticisms, thewriter has not attempted
to deal with these in this new edition of Volumes |-111, partly
because that would have meant virtually rewriting certain passages,
and partly because the writer fedsthat he can probably do greater
justice to the suggestions which his critics have made by taking
account of them in later parts of the book which are still in process
of being written, than by recasting those parts that have already st
hardinprint.

For the redt, the writer wishes to renew the expression of his
thanks to the persons and institutions whose names are mentioned
in thefirst edition, and to add to these the name of the L everhulme
Research Fellowship Fund, which has greatly asssed him in the
work of producing Parts |V-VIII, on which he is at present en-
gaged, by generousdy making it possble for him to release a larger
proportion of his time and energy than before.

This prefaceto the second edition of Parts|-111 has been written
on the day on which the manuscript of Part 1V has been completed.

LONDON, ARNOLD J. TOYNBEE
New Year's Day, 1935.

PREFACE TO THE FIRST EDITION

HESE three volumes contain Parts |-111 of the thirteen parts

which are set out in the plan of the book on pagev above. The
writer hopes to publish the rest in two more batches: Parts | V -
VIII in one batch and Parts | X-X 111 in the other.

The index to the volumes now published has been made by the
writer's colleague, Miss V. M. Boulter. In a book like this, which
is an attempt to expound and illustrate a system of ideas, the index
is a particularly important and a particularly difficult part of the
work; and thewriter has been fortunate in having this index made
for him by Miss Boulter. But his debt to her is much greater than



viii PREFACE

that. It is her collaboration with him in his other work—a col-
laboration on which he has always known that he can absolutely
rely—that has given him, in hismargin of leisure, the freedom of
mind which thewriting of the present work has required.

Both the writer and the printer have been fortunate in the fact
that the whole of a long and rather intricate manuscript has been
typed out by Miss Reddin, from whose accuracy and patience they
have also both benefited annually—till they have perhaps too easily
come to take these virtues for granted—in the production and
publication of another work.

Thewriter is also deeply indebted to a number of other friends
of his—all of them very busy people—who, in their kindness, have
found time to read parts of these volumes in the typescript and to
give him their comments. The writer is very conscious of the use
which he has been able to make of these observationsin diminishing
a number of weaknessss in his original draft, though of course this
does not involve any of his kind critics in any sort of responsibility
for thefinal product. Thefriendsin question, to whom thewriter
wishes to express his most sincere gratitude, are Professor Gilbert
Murray, Dr. G. P. Gooch, Professor H. J. Paton, Professor N. H.
Baynes, Professor H. A.R.Gibb,Mr.and MrsJ X.Hammond, Pro-
fessor A.E. Zimmern, Sir Arnold Wilson, Professor C. K. Webster,
M r . David Davies,Dr.ChaimWeizmann,and M r . G.F. Hudson.

Thewriter also takesthis opportunity of expressing his gratitude
to several learned institutions. The Stevenson Research Professor-
ship in International History which he has the honour to hold in
one of the constituent bodies of the University of London—the
London School of Economics and Political Science—has made an
inestimably valuable addition to the amountof leisure which has
been at his disposal while he has been writing these volumes,
through releasing time and energy which otherwise he would have
had to spend on 'pot-boiling'. Heisequally grateful tothe Council
of the Royal Institute of International Affairs for their action in
making, out of a grant which they have received from the Rocke-
feller Fund for research in the field of international studies, an
allocation for the purpose of releasing the writer's time and energy
further by giving him additional assstance in his work as a
member of the staff of Chatham House.

Finally, thewriter cannot lay down his pen without mentioning
one earliest debt of all, which has been in his mind throughout;
and thisisthe debt which he owesto his M other, who first turned
his thoughts towards History by being a historian herself.

LONDON ARNOLD J. TOYNBEE
16th May, 1933.
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ERRATA AND ADDENDA

While the second edition was in the press, the following valuable comments on
volume i reached the author too late to allow of the appropriate changes being
made in the text:

Page 23, footnote 2: To call administrative efficiency a new Italian 'invention*
perhaps does less than justice to the native administrative efficiency which was
displayed in England, at any rate, if not in other Transalpine kingdoms, in the
Middle Ages. 'New ltalian methods would beatruer description of the Trans-
alpine effects of Italian influence in the administrative sphere.

Page 28, lines 18-19: The statement in the text is too sweeping; for there was,
of course, a fitful co-operation between France and the Ottoman Empir e against
the Hapsburg Power from the generation of Francis | and Suleyman the M agni-
ficent onwards, while in the eighteenth century Sweden and Poland were drawn
towards the Ottoman Empire by their common concern over the rising power
of Russia.

Page 212: An apologist for the English Protestant colonists in North America
might perhaps be inclined to suggest that the difference between their way and
the Spanish Catholics' way of treating the 'Native' peoples of the New World
was due not so much to a difference between the respective moral standards of
these two sets of European intruders as to a difference between the respective
social conditions of the two sets of American 'Natives* upon whom they happened
respectively to stumble. The 'Red Indians' whom the English Protestants ex-
terminated were a handful of incorrigibly militant savages, whereas the subjects
of the Aztecs and the Incas, whom the Spanish Catholicsspared, wereanumerous
and peaceful peasantry whose native level of culture was relatively high. This
apologia would be plausible if the English Protestants' colonization of North
America and the Spanish Catholics' colonization of Central and South America
had been the only two European colonizing enterprises in the New World.
When, however, we see the French Catholics colonizing North America side by
sidewith the English Protestants and there fraternizing with those 'incorrigibly
militant savages whom the English Protestants were exterminating, we are
confirmed in our view that the difference in the respective outcomes of these
Protestant and Catholic colonizing activities in the New World is accounted for
by some moral difference between the two sets of colonizers rather than by any
social differences between the several sats of ‘Natives' whom they respectively
encountered. On the other hand, in the matter of the Negro slave-trade, it
should have been mentioned that the Genoese and Portuguese Catholics (as well
as the Dutch Protestants) had had a share in it before the monopoly of it was
acquired by the English Protestantsin A.D. 1713.

Page 232, last line of text: While the Black Race perhaps cannot be credited for
certain with having made any active contribution to any civilization, there is
some indication of a Negroid strain in certain of the occupants of the L ower Nile
Valley during the twilight before the dawn of the Egyptiac Civilization (see
page 241).

Page 245, footnote 1: An acceptance of Monsieur Demoting' exposure of the

racial fallacy does not, of course, involve us in capitulating of this scholar's own
environmental thesis.






INTRODUCTION

A. THE RELATIVITY OF HISTORICAL THOUGHT

'The Aethiopians say that their Gods are snub-nosed and black-skinned,
and the Thracians that theirs are blue-eyed and red-haired. If only oxen
and horses had hands and wanted to draw with their hands or to make the
works of art that men make, then horses would draw the figures of their
Gods like horses, and oxen like oxen, and would make their bodies on
the model of their own.'! XENOPHANES.

N any age of any society the study of history, like other social

activities, is governed by the dominant tendencies of the time
and the place. The Western World in our age has been living
under the dominion of two institutions: the Industrial System of
economy and a hardly less complicated system of politicswhich we
call * Democracy' as a short title for responsible. parliamentary
representative government in a sovereign independent national
state. These two institutions, the one economic and the other
political, attained a general supremacy in the Western World at the
close of the age preceding our own? becausethey offered provisional
solutions for the chief problems with which that age had been con-
fronted. Their enthronement signified the completion of the age
which had sought and found salvation in them; their survival bears
witness to the creative power of Our predecessors, and we, who

Atblonés re Beods oderdpove ovpods pédavds e
Bpfixés e yAavwnds kal wuppovs daas méAeodos.
AN el yelpas Exov ye Bdes & Tmmor 1°, d0éAovres
o yelpeoav § Epya Tedeiv dwep dvipes,
twmow uév B lomocor, Boes 3¢ 7e fovoiy duoias
wal xe Decv ibéas ¥y, xel odiuar” droloww
Touaid', oldy wep xavror Séuas elyov Exaoros.
(Text as in Diehl, E.: Anthologia Lyrica, i (Leipzig 1922, Teubner), pp. 58-9.)

* For the Western World as a whole the close of this preceding age may be equated
approximately with the end of the third quarter of the nineteenth century of our era.
The ideathat the 'sixties and 'seventies of the nineteenth century were a time of tran-
sition from one age of our common civilization to another is familiar to Continental
Europeans and to Americans (both in the United States and in Canada). It is less
familiar to people brought up in Great Britain, who usually think of these decades not
as the close but as the zenith of an age—the Victorian Age—which began earlier and
ended later than this. From the standpoint of Great Britain, that is perhaps the natural
view; but it will be suggested below {]in I. C (iii) (6). PP-171~i»and | I'l . C (ii) (6),
vol. iii, pp. 350-63) that the position of Great Britain in the Western World at that time
was exceptional. In the invention of Industrialism and '‘Democracy' the people of Great
Britain had been pioneers; and the process by which the supremacy of these two institu-
tions was established was already past history in Great Britain at the time when it was
attainincf; or approaching completion in other parts of the Western World. Hence the
people of Great Britain were conscious of relative continuity at a time when the peoples
of most other countries in the Western World were conscious of a transition from one
age to another. The sense of the majority must be taken as the standard when we arc
considering the Western World as awhole.



a THE RELATIVITY OF HISTORICAL THOUGHT

did not create them, have grown up under their shadow. In the
Industrial System and the Parliamentary National State we still
live and move and have our being; and the power of these two
inherited institutions over our lives is reflected in the hold which
they possss over our imaginations. Their prestige is apparent at
almost every point in the work of our historians.

The Industrial System has a human aspect in the Division of
Labour and a non-human aspect in the application of modern
Western scientific thought to the physical environment of human
life. Its method of operation isto maintain, up to the maximum
of its productive capacity, an incessant output of such articles as
can be manufactured from raw materials by the mechanically co-
ordinated work of a number of human beings. These features of
the Industrial System have been reproduced in thetheory and even
in the practice of Western thought during the past half-century.

When | wasa child | used to stay from timeto timein the house
of a distinguished professor of one of the physical sciences. There
was a study lined with book-shelves, and | remember how, between
onevisit and another, the books used to change. When first | knew
the room, many shelves were filled with general literature, with
general scientific works, and with general works on that branch of
sciencein which my host was an expert. Astheyearspassed, these
shelves were invaded, one after another, by the relentless advance
of half a dozen specialized periodicals—gaunt volumes in grim
bindings, each containing many monographs by different hands.
These volumes were not books in the literary sense of the word,
for there was no unity in their contents and indeed no relation
whatever between one monograph and another beyond the very
feeble link of their all having something to do with the branch
of science in question. The books retreated as the periodicals
advanced. | afterwards rediscovered them in the attics, where the
Poems of Shelley and The Origin of Species, thrown together in a
common exile, shared shelves of a rougher workmanship with
microbes kept on gelatine in glass bottles. Each time | found the
study a less agreeable room to look at and to livein than before.

Those periodicals were the Industrial System 'in book form*,
with its Division of Labour and its sustained maximum output of
articles manufactured from raw materials mechanically. In my
didike of those rows of volumes | used to regard them as the
abomination of desolation standing in the place where it ought not,*
but | am now ready to believe that they may not have been out of
place in a physical scientist's work-room in the early years of the
twentieth century of our era. Since the Industrial System, in its

* Matt. xxiv. 15; Dan. ix. 27.
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non-human aspect, is based on Physical Science, there may well be
some kind of 'pre-established harmony' between the two; and so it
is possible that no violence is done to the nature of scientific
thought through its being conducted on industrial lines.> At any
rate, this may well be the right way of handling any branch of
Physical Science in its early stages—and all our modern Western
Science is still very young, even compared with the age of our
Western Society—since discursive thought of any kind needs an
initial supply of 'data’ onwhichtowork. The same method, how-
ever, has latterly been applied in many realms of thought beyond
the bounds of Physical Science—to thought which is concerned
with Life and not with Inanimate Nature, and even to thought
which is concerned with human activities.? Historical thought is
among these foreign realms in which the prestige of the Industrial
System has asserted itself; and here—in a mental domain which
has had a far longer history than our Western Society and whichis
concerned not with things but with people—there is no assurance
that the modern Western Industrial System is the best regime
under which to live and to labour.?

The subjugation of this ancient kingdom of historical thought
by the modern Industrialism of Western life is illustrated in the
career of Theodor Mommsen. In his younger days Mommsen
wrote agreat book, which certainly will always be reckoned among
the masterpieces of Western historical literature. This book was
The History of the Roman Republic, published in 1854-6; but
Mommsen had hardly written it before he became almost ashamed
of it and turned his magnificent energy and ability into other
channels. Mommsen made it his life work to organize the ex-
haustive publication of Latin inscriptions and the encyclopaedic

! Physical Science and Industrialism may be conceived as a pair of dancers, both of
whom Know their seps and have an ear for the rhythm of the music. If the partner who
has been leading choosess to change parts and to follow instead, there is perhaps no
reason to expect that he will dance less correctly than before. )

» On this point, se Dilthey, W.: Gesammelte Schriften, vol. vii (Leipzig and Berlin
1027, Teubner). The Gedeswissenschaften tend to borrow the methods of the
Naturwissenschaften, owing to the seniority of these latter disciplines, notwithstanding
the fact that their respective Verfahrungsweisen differ ab initio (p. 130]). 'Die realen
Kategorien sind ... in den Geigeswissenschaften nirgends diesaben als in den Natur-
wissenschaften' (p. 195).

3 It isnoteworthy that while many of our historians still acquiesce in this regime, and
even hug their chains, the leading minds in the field of contemporary Physical Science
have already passed the sage of study in which the Industrial System &ems to be a
fruitful and adequate method of research. The organized Division of Labour for the
extraction and ‘working up' of raw 'data* has now ceased to be the guiding principle
of their work. In the work of Einstein, for instance, the layman—however Far he may
fall short of undergtanding the great man's thought—can “at least perceive that he it
thinking about the Physical Universe as a whole and not just about this or that dice of
Ehyscal reality. Perhaps the layman may even venture further and conjecture that this

road attitude of mind—this comprehensive way of thinking—has been an essential
condition of Eingtein's achievement. 'l have not found so greaf faith, no not in_Israel’
i(M att. viii. 10). L et our historianstake heed. For when the Gentilesare flocking into the
ingdom of God, it isassuredly timefor thechildren of the Covenant tomove (Actaiii. 25).
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presentation of Roman Constitutional Law. Das Romische Staats-
recht and the Corpus I nscriptionum Latinarum wer e the monuments
by which, in later life, hewould have preferred to beremembered;
and the volumes of his collected works—a congeries of unrelated
monographs and articles—are like so many volumes of a learned
periodical which happens to have had only one contributor. In
all this, Mommsen was representative of the Western historians of
his generation—a generation in which the prestige of the Industrial
System imposed itself upon the 'intellectual workers of the
Western World. Since the days of Mommsen and Ranke, his
torians have given their best energies to the 'assemblage of raw
materials—inscriptions, documents, and the like—in 'corpuses and
periodicals; and, when they have attempted to 'work' these
materials'up' into 'manufactured’ or 'semi-manufactured’ articles,
they have had recourse, once again, to the Division of Labour and
have produced synthetic histories like the several series of volumes
now in course of publication by the Cambridge University Press.
Such series are monuments of the laboriousness, the 'factual*
knowledge, the mechanical skill, and the organizing power of our
society. They will take their rank with our stupendous tunnels and
bridges and dams and liners and battleships and skyscrapers,
and their editors will be remembered among the famous Western
engineers. In invading the realm of historical thought, the
Industrial System has given scope to great drategists and has st
up marvellous trophies of victory. Yet, in a detached onlooker's
mind, the doubt arises whether this conquest may not, after all,
be a tour deforce and the confidence of victory the delusion of a
false analogy.

Some historical teachers of our day deliberately describe their
'seminars as'laboratories and, perhapslessconscioudy but noless
decidedly, restrict the term 'original work' to denote the discovery
or verification of some fact or facts not previously established.! At
the furthest, theterm is extended to cover theinterim reports upon
such work which are contributed to learned journals or to synthetic
histories. There is a strong tendency to depreciate works of
historical literature which are created by single minds, and the
depreciation becomes the more emphatic the nearer such works
approximate to being 'Universal Histories. For example, Mr.
H. G. Wellss The Outline of History was received with unmis-
takable hostility by a number of historical specialists. They
criticized severely the errors which they discovered at the points
where the writer, in his long journey through Time and Space,
happened to traverse their tiny allotments. They seemed not to

! 'Established’, that is, in the subjective meaning of the French verb constater.
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realize that, in re-living the entire life of Mankind as a single
imaginative experience, M r . Wells was achieving something which
they themselves would hardly have dared to attempt—something,
perhaps, of which they had never conceived the possibility. In
fact, the purpose and value of M r . Wells's book seem to have been
better appreciated by the general public than by the professional
historians of the day.

The industrialization of historical thought has proceeded so
far that it has even reproduced the pathological exaggerations of the
industrial spirit. It iswell known that individuals or communities
whose energies are concentrated upon turning raw materials into
light, heat, locomotion, or manufactured articles are inclined to
feel that the discovery and exploitation of natural resources is a
valuable activity in itself, apart from thevalue for Mankind of any
results produced by the process. They are even tempted to fedl it
reprehensible in other people when they neglect to develop all the
natural resources at their disposal; and they themsdves readily
become daves to their fetish if they happen to live in a region
where natural resources, and opportunities for developing them,
abound. This state of mind appears to European observers to be
characteristic of a certain type of American business man; but this
type is simply an extreme product of a tendency which is charac-
teristic of our Western World as a whole; and our contemporary
European historians sometimes ignore the fact that in our time the
same mor bidity, resulting in the same loss of proportion, is also
discernible in their own frame oTmind.

The point may be brought home by an illustration. After
Alexander the Great had broken up the Achaemenian Empire,
the Dynasty of the Ptolemies built some of the fragments into a
Great Power based on Egypt, while the Seleucids built up another
Great Power out of the former provinces of the Empire in Asia.
No one who studies these two Great Powers in their historical
perspective can doubt which of them is the more interesting and
important. The Seleucid Monarchy was the bridal chamber in
which theHellenicand Syriaccivilizationsweremarried, and their
union there produced titanic offspring: to begin with, a divine
Kingship as a principle of association between city-states which was
the prototype of the Roman Empire,! and then a whole series of
syncretisticreligions: Mithraism, Christianity, Manichaeism, and
Islam. For nearly two centuries the Seleucid M onarchy was the
greatest field of creative human activity that existed in theWorld;
and long after it had fallen the movements generated during its
comparatively brief span of exisence continued to mould the

! For thisinstitution, see further PartsV and VI below.
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destinies of Mankind. Comparedwiththis, the marriage of Helle-
nism with the Egyptiac Civilization in the Ptolemaic Empire was
Unfruitful. TheintroductionintotheRoman Empireof theworship
of Isis and of certain forms of economic and social organization is
really all that can be placed to its account. Owing, however, to a
climatic accident, the amount of raw information regarding these
two monarchies which happens to be accessible to usis in inverse
ratio to their intrinsic importancein history. The dry-as-dust soil
of Upper Egypt yields the scientific Western excavator a wealth of
papyri, beyond the dreams of the scholars of the Renaissance, and
these papyri afford minute information regarding local methods of
agriculture, manufacture, trade, and public administration, whereas
the history of the Seleucid Monarchy has to be pieced together
from scattered coins and inscriptions and from fragments of
literary records. The significant point is that the Ptolemaic
papyri have attracted almost all the spare energies of Western
scholarship in the field of Ancient History, and that the com-
paratively large number of scholars who have been devoting them-
selves, withadmirableskill and patience, to elucidating theminutiae
of papyrus texts have tended to measure the historical importance
of the Ptolemaic Monarchy by the amount of raw material accessible
for the reconstruction of its history and by the intensity of the
labour which they themselves have devoted to this reconstructive
work.

An outside observer is tempted to regret that part of this energy
was not reserved for equally intensive work upon the meagre and
hardly increasing quantity of materials that is at our disposal for
the reconstruction of Seleucid history. One additional gleam of
light thrown upon the darkness of this page might add more to our
understanding of the History of Mankind than floods of light
thrown upon the social and economic organization of Ptolemaic
Egypt. And, beyond this, the observer is moved to a psychological
reflection. He suspects that the scholar who has become a Ptole-
maic papyrologist has seldom asked himself the prior question:
'I's Ptolemaic Egypt the most interesting and important pheno-
menon to study in the particular age of the particular society to
which it belonged? More probably he has asked himself instead:
'What is the richest mine of unworked raw material in this field?*
And, finding that the answer is 'Ptolemaic papyri', he has become
a papyrologist for the rest of his working life without thinking
twice about it. Thusin modern Western historical research, asin
modern Western industry, the quantity and location of raw
materials threaten to govern the activities and the lives of human
beings. Yet there is little doubt that our imaginary papyrologist
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has made a wrong choice by all humane standards. Intrinsically,
the Seleucid Monarchy and not the Ptolemaic Monarchy is the
field in which the pear| of great price awaitsthe historical explorer.
For thisjudgement it issufficient to quotethe authority of Professor
Eduard Meyer'—a scholar who has been not without honour in his
own generation, though he has used his mastery of modern scienti-
fic equipment and technique in order to write 'Universal History'
in the great tradition of Essai sur les Moaurs or The History of the
Decline and Fall of the Roman Empire, like some son of Anak born
out of due time.

This tendency for the potter to become the dave of his clay is so
evident an aberration that a corrective may be found for it without
abandoning the fashionable analogy between the processes of
historical thought and the processes of industry. In industry, after
all, to be hypnotized by the raw material does not pay. The suc-
cessful industrialist is the man who first perceives that there is
a strong economic demand for some particular commodity or
service, and then lays hands upon just those raw materials and that
"'man power' with which, at a profit to himself, he can manufacture
that object or perform that service efficiently. Raw materials and
'man power' which do not happen to serve the purpose have no
interest for him. In other words, heisa master of natural resour ces,
and not their dave, and so he becomes a captain of industry and
makes his fortune.

This, however, is a digression from the course of our argument,
which has been leading us up to the point of calling in question
the analogy between historical thought and industrial production
altogether. In the world of action, we know that it is disastrous
to treat animals or human beings as though they were stocks and
stones. W hy should we suppose this treatment to be any less
mistaken in the world of ideas? Why should we suppose that the
scientific method of thought—a method which has been devised
for thinking about Inanimate Nature—should be applicable to
historical thought, which is a study of living creatures and indeed
of human beings? When a professor of history calls his 'seminar’
a 'laboratory', is he not wilfully expatriating himself from his
natural environment? Both names are metaphors, and either
metaphor is apt in its own sphere. The historian's seminarium s a

»SeeMeyer, Eduard: 'Der Gangder alten Geschichte' in Kleine Schriften gH alle 1910,
Niemeyer); and Blute und Niedergang des Hellenismusin Asien (Berlin 1925, Curtius).
In another place, Meyer points out that the historian's access to historical evidence is
always and everywhere at the mercy of Chance, so that there is no rational correspon-
dence between the intrinsic importance and interest of any given historical event and the
quantity and credibility of the historical evidencethat isat our dlsc;ijosal for the study of it
(ngﬂcfitze) des Alter turns, vol. i (i), 4th edition (Stuttgart and Berlin 1921, Cotta),
pp. 211-12).
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nursery-garden in which living ideas about living creatures are
taught to shoot. The physical scientist's laboratorium is—or was
till the other day’—a workshop in which manufactured or semi-
manufactured articles are produced mechanically out of inanimate
raw materials. No practical man, however, would think of con-
ducting a nursery garden on the principles of a factory or a factory
on the principles of a nursery garden; and, in the world of ideas,
the corresponding misapplications of method ought to be avoided
by scholars. We are sufficiently on our guard against the so-called
'Pathetic Fallacy' of imaginatively endowing inanimate objects
with life. We now fall victims to the inverse'Apathetic Fallacy' of
treating living creatures as though they were inanimate.

If the Industrial System had been the sole dominant institution
in contemporary Western life, the influence of its prestige over
Western historical thought might have broken down under its own
weight; for the Industrial System can only be applied to historical
thought by a very drastic Division of Labour. In industry, the
Division of Labour is readily (perhaps too readily) accepted by
Mankind as a price which has to be paid for material well-being;
and there appears—or appeared till recently—to be little repug-
nance to it in that realm of thought which is concerned with the
Physical Universe. It is conceivable that, as Bergson suggests, the
mechanism of our intellect is specifically constructed so as to
isolate our apprehension of Physical Nature in a form which
enables us to take action upon it.?> Yet even if this is the original
structure of the human mind, and if other methods of thinking are
in some sense unnatural, there yet exiss a human faculty, as
Bergson goes on to point out, which ingists, not upon looking at
Inanimate Nature, but upon feeling Life and feeling it as a whole.®
This deep impulse to envisage and comprehend the whole of Life
is certainly immanent in the mind of the historian; and such vio-
lence is done to it by the Division of Labour which the analogy
of the Industrial System imposes on historical thought, that our
historians would almost certainly have revolted against this
tyranny if there had not been a second dominant institution in
contemporary Western life which has appeared to make unity
of vision still compatible with the industrialization of historical

* The pioneers of to-day in the field of Physical Science would probably admit this

description as being true of the laboratorium of their 'classcal' predecessors, but would
indignantly—and perhaps iustly—deny that their own work was being conducted on
eclasical’ principles or under the shadow of ‘dasscal traditions. )
- © See Bergson's inquiry into the 'Fonction Primordiale de 1'Inteligence in L'Evolu-
tion Creatrice, 24th edition (Paris 1921, Alcan), pp. 164-79. In this wlg‘gesnpn, Bergson
has been anticipated by Turgot. Seethe 'Plan de Deux Discours sur 1 Histoire Univer -
salg'sin CEuwres de Turgot, nouvelle Edition (Paris 1844, Guillaumin, 2 vols), vol. ii,
p. 654.

3 See Bergson, Henri: op. cit., especially chapter iii.
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thought. This second institution, which has peacefully divided
with the Industrial System the allegiance of modern Western
historians, is the Sovereign State, which is inspired in our 'demo-
cratic' age by the spirit of Nationality.

Here, again, an institution dominating a particular age of a
particular society has influenced the outlook and activity of his-
torians who happen to have been brought up under its shadow.
The spirit of Nationality is a sour ferment of the new wine of
Democracy in the old bottles of Tribalism. The ideal of our
modern Western Democracy has been to apply in practical politics
the Christian intuition of the fraternity of all Mankind;*but the
practical politics which this new democratic ideal found in opera-
tion in the Western Wor ld wer e not oecumenical and humanitarian
but were tribal and militant.? The modern Western democratic
ideal is thus an attempt to reconcile two spirits and to resolve two
forces which are in almost diametrical opposition; the spirit of
Nationality is the psychic product of this political tour deforce; and
the spirit of Nationality may be defined (negatively but not in-
accurately) as a spirit which makes people feel and act and think
about a part of any given society as though it were the whole of
that society.®> This strange compromise between Democracy and
Tribalism has been far more potent in the practical poalitics of our
modern Western World than Democracy itself. Industrialism and
Nationalism, rather than Industrialism and Democracy, are the
two forces which have exercised dominion de facto over our
Western Society in our age; and*; during the century that ended
about A.D. 1875, the Industrial Revolution and the contemporary
emergence of Nationalism in the Western World were working
together to build up 'Great Powers', each of which claimed to be
a universe in itself.

Of course this claim was false. The simple fact that there were
more Great Powers than one proved that no single one of them
was coextensive with the sum total of that society which embraced
them all. Every Great Power, however, did succeed in exerting a
continual effect upon the general life of Society, so that in some

'L a democratie est d'esence evan?elique, et . . . elea pour moteur |'amour'—
Bergson, Henri: Let Deux Sources de la Morale et de la Religion (Paris 1932, Alcan),

304-5.

PP, In exhibiting these characterigtics, our modern Western politics are not peculiar.
Monsieur Bergson has pointed out that parochialism is a normal feature of human social
groups, from the most primitive to the least imperfectly civilized; and the philosopher
goes on to sugged that this parochialism, and the miljtancy between different parochial
roups whichis its corollary, is not onlg normal but is even in a certain snse "natural’.
?See Bergson, op. cit., especially pp. 25-8, 249-50, and 306-9.) N

5 A political counterpart to the sin which is denounced in the Qur'al d):’ ;
(For the bearing of this palitical aberration upon the prospects of our Western Civiliza-
tion, ssefurther Part X | | below.)
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sense it could regard itself as a pivot round which the whole of
Society revolved; and every Great Power also aspired to be a
substitute for Society in the sense of being self-contained and self-
sufficient, not only in politics and economics but even in spiritual
culture. The state of mind thus engendered among the people of
communities which constituted Great Powers spread to com-
munities of lesser calibre. In that age in the history of our Western
Society, all national states, from the greatest down to the least, put
forward the same claim to be enduring entities, each sufficient unto
itself and independent of the rest of the World. The claim was so
insistently advanced and so widely accepted that the true duration
and true unity of the Western Society itself were temporarily
obscured; and the deep human impulse to feel Life as a whole,
which is perpetually seeking to find satisfaction in the changing
circumstances of Life as it passes, attached itself to particular
nations rather than to the larger society of which those nations
were members. Such fixations of social emotion upon national
groups became almost universal, and historians have been no more
immune from them than other people. Indeed, the spirit of
Nationality has appealed to historians with special force, because
it has offered them some prospect of reconciling the common
human desire for unity of vision with the Division of Labour
imposed upon them by the application of the Industrial System to
their work. To grapple with 'Universal History' on industrial
principles is so evidently beyond the compass even of the most
gifted and the most vigorous individual that, for a scientific his-
torian, the admission that unity could not be found in anything
short of 'Universal History' would be tantamount to renouncing
unity of vision altogether—a renunciation which would take the
light out of any historian's landscape. |f, however, he could seize
upon a unit of historical thought which was of more manageable
proportions yet was still in some sense a universe too, the psycho-
logical problem of reconciling hisintellect with hisemotions might
be solved; and such a solution appeared to be offered by the Prin-
cipleof Nationality.

On this account the national standpoint has proved specially
attractive to modern Western historians, and it has been com-
mended to their minds through more than one channel. They have
been led to it not only because it has been prevalent in the com-
munitiesin which they have grown up, but aso because their raw
material has presented itselfto alarge extent in the form of separate
national deposits. The richest mines which they have worked have
been the public archives of Western Governments. Indeed, the
abundance of this particular natural resource is what chiefly
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accounts for their astonishing success in increasing their volume
of production. Thus our historians have been drawn partly by
professional experience, partly by a psychological conflict, and
partly by the general spirit of their age in one and the same
direction.

The lengths to which this tendency may go can be observed in
the work of a distinguished historian belonging to one of the
greatest nations of the modern Western World. Monsieur Camille
Jullian is perhaps the foremost living authority upon the 'pre-
history' of that portion of Continental Europe which at the present
time congtitutes the territory of 'France', and in 1922 he published
a book called De la Gaule a la France: Nos Origines Historiques.
This book is afirst-rate piece of historical writing; yet, in reading
it, it is difficult to keep the attention fixed upon the matters with
which Monsieur Jullian intends to deal, because the reader is
continually being made awar e that thewriter isnot only a historian
but a Frenchman, and a Frenchman who has lived through the
General War of 1914-18. The sub-title—Nos Origines Historiques
—qgives the key. All the time Monsieur Jullian is projecting back
into the past his own burning consciousness of France as she exists
for him to-day—a spiritual France which furnishes him with the
experience of human life so exhaustively that, if the rest of the
World were to be annihilated and France left solitary but intact,
Monsieur Jullian would perhaps hardly be sensble of any spiritual
impoverishment; and a material France with clear-cut frontiers
which have been constantly overrun by invaders and constantly
re-established by the patriotism of the French nation. The sdf-
aufficiency of France and her separateness from the rest of the
World are ideas which dominate Monsieur Jullian's imagination
even when he is dealing with the history of this piece of territory
at dates hundreds or thousands of years before such a conception
as 'France' existed. Into however distant a past he travels back, he
carries France with him—contented if he can do so with easg
embarrassed if he cannot do so without difficulty, but ever in-
capable of leaving France behind him. For example, he is gravely
embarrassed when he has to deal with the incorporation of the
several dozen independent states of Gaul into the Roman Empire,
and he does his best to make credible the thesis that, even during
the five centuries that intervened between the generation of Julius
Caesar and the generation of Sidonius Apollinaris, the local
individuality of Gaul was a more important fact in the life of its
inhabitants than their membership in an Empire which embraced
the whole orbisterrarum of the M editerranean Basin. On the other

! Paris 1922, Hachette.
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hand, Monsieur Jullian cannot contain his delight when he dis-
cerns the lineaments of France LéPon the face of Europe in the
Neolithic Age. Here is a passage” which occurs at the end of a
brilliant reconstruction of certain aspects of Neolithic life through
an examination of the trails along which the Neolithic people did
their travelling:

'L'on peut parler maintenant de oss routes vitales, par lesqudles
pour une s grande part, se fera la France. Auss bien, cetrafic ne sor
pas des limites qui seront plustard cdles dela Gaule, commes I'entente
humaine reconnait dga la valeur de ces limites.'

Here, in the twinkling of an eye, the scientific Western historian
of the Neolithic Age has been transfigured into the French patriot
of A.D. 1918, crying: 'lls ne passeront pas!’

Thisis perhaps an extreme case of the emotional and intellectual
substitution of a nation for Mankind. At the same time, when the
nation thus magnified happens to be France, the degree in which
history is thrown out of perspective is the least possible in the
circumstances. After all, some entity corresponding to the name
'France' actually has maintained its individuality within the uni-
verse of our Western Society for nearly a millennium ;% and though
a thousand years is not a long time in the history of Mankind, it
covers almost the whole lifetime of our own Western Society
which only began to emerge from the ruins of the Roman Empire
about 250 years before France herself began to emerge as a distinct
element in thisnew Western World.®> Moreover, France, since her
emergence, has continuously played a central and a leading part in
Western history; and thus, while Monsieur Jullian's attempt to
present the Roman Empireor the Neolithic Agein terms of France
is a palpable tour de force, the distortion is not so apparent to the
eye when modern Western history is focused from the French
standpoint, with France in the centre and everything else on the
periphery. France perhaps approaches nearer than any other
national state to being co-central and co-extensive with the whole
of our Western Society. |f, however, instead of France, wewereto
take Norway or Portugal, or even Holland or Switzerland, and
attempt to write the history of the Western Society round any one
of these countries, we can see at once that the attempt would break
down. As a reductio ad absurdum, let us try to imagine oursdves

© NGy & Billanniim. but cerTariy a6t longe Inan (his for v er anam Jan tajeend
zur Zeit der Zersetzung der Karolingischen Monarchic, kaum ein einziges der Volke
des gegenwartigﬁo? Europas exitiert hat, nicht nur seinem ausseren Bestande, sonderi
seinem inneren Wesen nach' (Meyer, E.: Geschichte des Alter turns, vol. i (i), 4th editior
(Stguttgart and Berlin 1921, Cotta), p. 78

For the emergence of France, in t'f}1e present meaning of the name, see further
I'l.D(v),vol.ii,pp. 197-201, below.
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writing the history of the Western Society round one of those
national states which have only attained their statehood since the
termination of the General War of 1914-18. That would involve
writing the history of a society which has been in existence for
more than twelve centuries round a nation whose existence is not
yet securely established. Whether a Czechodovak or a Jugodav
national consciousnessyet existshashar dly ceased to bea debatable
question.  Certainly such consciousnesses were non-existent as
recently as fifty years ago; and even if we attempted to present the
history of the West in terms of the constituent parts of these
nascent nationalities—in terms, that is, of Czechs or Sovaks or
Croats or Serbs, whose history as distinct groups goes back further
—the absurdity, while less great in terms of relative age, would be
greater in terms of relative population and territorial extension.
Western history cannot be conceived in terms of nationalities of
this calibre. Indeed, short of writing a Slovako-centric or a
Croato-centric history of the West, we should find it impossible
to write even a Slovako-centric history of Slovakia or a Croato-
centric history of Croatia. In contrast to France, Slovakia and
Croatia fall so far short of constituting historical universes in
themsdlves that, when isolated, they cease to be intelligible. It
would be impossible to write intelligible histories of Slovakia or
Croatia in which those territories, or their peoples, were given the
role of protagonists, even in their own small corners of the broad
Western stage. It would be impossible, in their case, to distinguish
from their external relations an internal history which was some-
thing specifically their own. It would be found that every ex-
perience which they underwent and every activity into which they
entered had been shared by them with other communities whose
share had been greater than theirs, and in attempting to make their
history intelligible we should find oursdves extending our field of
vision to include one after another of these other peoples. Possibly
we should have to extend it until we had included the whole of our
Western Society. In any casg theintelligiblefield, when we found
it, would certainly prove to be some field of which Slovakia or
Croatiaitself wasa small and comparatively unimportant fraction.

The emergence of new national dates like Czechodovakia and
Jugodavia which have no history at all, and whose component
parts have no history that is intelligible in isolation, signifies the

'Dr,H.W. V. Temperley'smasterly History of Serbia (L ondon 1917, Bell) illustrates
thedifficultieswith which a’historian hasto contend in attemptingtowriteahistory of a
nation of this calibre. In order to make Serbian hlstorBy intelligible and consecutive, he
has to present it within the successve frameworks of Byzantine and Ottoman History
and finally inrelation tothe'Eastern Question': that isto say. asafunction of themodern
European Balance of Power. Therearefew chaptersin which he succeadsin disengaging
Serbian history from its context and treating it in isolation.
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arrival of a new age and indicates what its character isto be. The
general conditions of our Western Society have already become
profoundly different from those which were in the ascendant
duringthecentury ending about A.D. 1875 and which have stamped
the minds of Western historians with an impress which they still
retain. Down to about 1875, the two dominant institutions of
Industrialism and Nationalism were working together to build up
Great Powers. After 1875 they began to work in opposite direc-
tions—Industrialism increasing the scale of its operations beyond
the compass of the greatest of the Great Powers and feeling its
way towards a world-wide range, while Nationalism, percolating
downwards, began to implant a separate consciousness in peoples
of so small a calibre that they were incapable not only of forming
Great Powers but even of forming minor states possessed of full
political, economic, and cultural independence in the established
sense of those terms.

The General War of 1914-18 brought to the surface a tendency
which had been at work for nearly half a century before its out-
break. By the end of the year 1918, one out of the eight Great
Powers which existed in 1914 had completely disappeared, two
others had been mutilated and laid prostrate, and one of those
which had survived more or less intact was undergoing rapid
structural transformations in the direction of 'Dominion Self-
Government'. The general upshot of these partly revolutionary
and partly evolutionary changes is the same. The stage has ceased
to be dominated by the Great Powers with their pretension to be
universes in themselves, and the characteristic communities of the
new age are states whose independence is limited on one or other
plane. Some of these (for example the Dominions of the British
Commonwealth) are not completely separate political entities;
others(for example Czechodovakia, Austria, and Hungary) possess
no seaboard; and others, again, no distinctive or satisfying national
culture. In this new world, moreover, even the surviving Great
Powers are dwarfed in the economic sphere by the world-wide
scale on which Industrialism has now come to conduct its opera-
tions. All gates alike are feeling less and less able to stand by
themsdlves economically and are either kickingviolently againgt the
pricks by pursuing militant monetary and tariff and quota and
migration policies or dse areturning for asssance to the technical
organizations of an international scope which are being built up
round the Secretariat of the League of Nations and the Inter-
national L abour Office at Geneva. Finally, all but the strongest or
themost recalcitrant satesar ealso beginningtofeel thesamelack of
sdf-aufficiency on the political plane and are displaying areadiness
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(which would have been inconceivable in 1914) to accommo-
date their sovereign independence to the international procedure
of the League of Nations Council and Assembly or to some other
form of international limitation and control such asisimplied inthe
Pact of Paris for the Renunciation of War as an instrument of
national policy.*

These multiple tendencies can be summed up in a single
formula: In the new age, the dominant note in the corporate con-
stiousness of communitiesis a sense of being parts of some larger
univer se, whereas, in the age which is now over, the dominant note
in their constiousness was an aspiration to be universes in them-
sdves. This change of note indicates an unmistakable turn in a
tide which, when it reached high-water mark about the year 1875,
had been flowing steadily in one direction for four centuries. It
may portend a return, in this respect, to the conditions of the
preceding phase (theso-called 'medieval’ phase) of Western history,
when the constiousness of the Western Society was dominated by
institutions like the Papacy and the Holy Roman Empire which
incor porated some aspect of its life as a whole, while kingdoms and
city-states and fiefs and other local institutions were felt to be
something parochial and subordinate. At any rate, that is the
direction in which the tide seems to be flowing now—as far as it
is possbleto discern its direction so short atime after it hasturned.

If this observation is correct, and if it is also true that historians
cannot abstract their thoughts and fedings from the influence of
the environment in which they live, then we may expect to witness
in the near future a change in the outlook and activities of Western
historians corresponding to the recent change in the general con-
ditions of the Western Society. Just as, at the cose of the age
which we have left behind, the historians work was brought into
conformity with the Industrial System and their vision was caught
and bounded by the idea of Nationality, so, in the new age upon
which we have entered, they will probably find their intelligible
field of study in some landscape wher e the horizon is not restricted
to the boundaries of a single nationality, and will adapt their
present method of work to mental operations on a larger scale.

This raisss two questions, one of immediate interest: '"What is
theintelligiblefield of study which Western historians will discover
for themsdves in this new age?—and another of permanent

importance: 'ls there some intelligible field of historical study

~'The pla?/ and interplay of Industrialism and Nationalism, the two dominant forces
in the life of our Western Society in our age, are examined more closdy in Parts 1V
and X | | below. For the contrast between the coincidencein the direction of thetwo
forcesdurlngi_theoawtury mdn_ﬁ}about A.D. 1875 and the diver gence since about 1875,
e further Toynbee, A. J.: The World after the Peace Conference (London 1925,

Milford), pp. 13-25, and the presant work, 1V. C (iii) (b) 3, val. iv, pp. 167-85, below.



16 THE RELATIVITY OF HISTORICAL THOUGHT
which is absolute and not merely relative to the particular social
environment of particular historians? So far, our inquiry seems
to have brought out the fact that historical thought takes a deep
impress from the dominant institutions of the transient social
environment in which the thinker happensto live. If thisimpress
proved to be so profound and so pervasive as actually to constitute
the a priori categories in the historian's mind, that conclusion
would bring our inquiry to an end. It would mean that the rela-
tivity of historical thought to the social environment was absolute;
and in that case it would be usdess to gaze any longer at the moving
film of historical literaturein the hope of discerningin it the linea-
ments of some abiding form. The historian would have to admit
that, while it might be possible for him to work out a mor phology
of his own mind by analysing the influences exerted upon it by the
particular society in which he lived, it was not possible for him to
discover the structure of that society itself, or of the other societies
in which other historians and other human beings had lived in
different times and places. That conclusion, however, does not yet
confront us. So far, we have simply found that in the foreground
of historical thought there is a shimmer of relativity, and it is not
impossible that the ascertainment of this fact may prove to be the
first step towards ascertaining the presence of some constant and
absolute object of historical thought in the background. Our next
step, therefore, is to take up the search for an intelligible field of
historical study independent of the local and temporary stand-
points and activities of historians upon which we have focused our
attention hitherto.



B. THE FIELD OF HISTORICAL STUDY
I. THE TEST CASE OF GREAT BRITAIN

In setting out to look for some objective 'intelligible field of
historical study', it seems best to start with what is the usual field
of vision of contemporary Western historians, that is, with some
national state. Let us pick out, from among the national states of
the West, whichever one ssems most likely, at first sight, to corre-
spond to our contemporary historians ideal of what their field
should be, and then let us test their outlook in this instance in the
light of the "historical facts (taking 'historical facts in the popu-
larly accepted sense and begging provisionally the prior philosophi-
cal question as to the meaning of the word 'fact' in this term).

Great Britain seems as good a choice as any. She is not merely
a national dtate but a Great Power. Her principal constituent,
England, who incorporated herself into Great Britain two centuries
ago without any breach of continuity or change of identity, is as
old a figure in Western history as France, and on the whole as
important a figure, though she has performed quite a different
historical function.® Her peculiar merit for our purposeisthat, to
an exceptional degree, she has been kept in isolation—first by
certain permanent features of physical geography, and secondly by
acertain policy on the part of her statesmen in the age duringwhich
she has been most creative and most powerful. As regards her
geographical isolation, the shores of an idand provide frontiers
which are incomparably more clear-cut than the land-frontiers of
France, however precise and eternal Monsieur Jullian may feel
those land-frontiers to be. For instance, we should not smile at
Monsieur Jullian if he made the discovery that the Neolithic trails
in Britain broke off along the same line at which the roads and
railways of Britain break off to-day, or if he quoted et penitus toto
divisos orbe Britannos’ in describing the position of Britain in the
Roman Empire. Asregards her political isolation, Britain hasbeen
something of an alter orbis’ throughout Western history—though
less 0 in the Middle Ages than since England lost her last terri-
torial foothold on the continental side of the Channel in A.D. 1558.
Of course it is easy to exaggerate the degree of this 'splendid
isolation'. Great Britain has never been able to disinterest herself
from continental negotiations or wars in which the European

! For the function of England in modern Western history asa 'creativeminority', see
Il .C(I_I)@,Vol.lll,fp. 50-63, below.
3Ver'gnl: clogue/,1.66. o )
See Freeman, £. A.: Historical Essays: Fourth Series, ix: 'Alter Orbis' (London 1892,
Macmillan).
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Balance of Power has been at stake; and, even when successfully
maintained, the isolation has been deliberately one-sided. The
alter orbis which Great Britain has aspired to be is not simply a
world apart from continental Europe but aworld embracing non-
European continents and islands overseas. Like her daughter, the
United States, she has only detached herself from the old world
which lies near to her in order to liberate her energies for the
creative task of calling into existence a new world far away. Yet,
when all issaid, her relativeisolation is perhaps the most important
single distinctive fact about her. At any rate, we shall not easily
discover a Western nation which is more isolated than she is and
which yet has played so prominent a part over so long a span of
Western history. Infact, if Great Britain (asthe heir and assign of
England) is not found to constitute in herself an ‘intelligible field
of historical study’, we may confidently infer that no other modern
Western national state will pass muster.

IsEnglish history, then, intelligible when taken by itself? Can
we abstract an internal history of England from her external
relations? If we can, shall we find that these residual external
relations are of secondary importance? And in analysing these,
again, shall we find that the foreign influences upon England are
slight in comparison with the English influences upon other parts
of the World? If all these questions receive affirmative answers,
we may bejustifiedin concluding that while it may not be possible
to understand other histories without reference to England, it
is possible, more or less, to understand English history without
reference to other parts of the World. The best way to approach
these questionsis to direct our thought backwards over the course
of English history and recall the principal chapters.

In this inverse order, we may take those chapters to be:

(a) The establishment of the Industrial System of economy

(since the last quarter of the eighteenth century of our era);

(A) the establishment of Responsible Parliamentary Govern-

ment (since the last quarter of the seventeenth century);

(c) the expansion overseas (beginning in the third quarter of the

sixteenth century with piracy and developing gradually into
a world-wide foreign trade, the acquisition of tropical
dependencies and the foundation of new English-speaking
communitiesin overseas countries with temperate climates);

(d) the Reformation (since the second quarter of the sixteenth

century);

(e) the Renaissance, including the political and economic as

well asthe artistic and intellectual aspects of this movement
(since the last quarter of the fifteenth century);
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(f) the establishment of the Feudal System (since the eeventh
century);

(g) the conversion of the English from the religion of the so-
called' Heroic Age'* to Western Christianity (since the last
years of the sixth century).

This summary glance backwards from the present date over the
general course of English history would appear to show that the
further back we look the less evidence do we find of self-sufficiency
or isolation. The conversion, which was really the beginning of all
things in English history, was the direct antithesis of that: it was
an act which merged half a dozen isolated communities of bar-
barians in the common weal of a nascent Western Society. As for
the Feudal System, Vinogradoff has brilliantly demonstrated? that
the seeds of it had already sprouted on English soil before the
Norman Conquest. Yet, even so, the sprouting was stimulated by
an external factor, the Danish invasions ;3 these invasions wer e part
of the Scandinavian Volkerwanderung which was stimulating
simultaneously a similar growth in France; and the Norman Con-
guest of England, though it may not have sown the seed, un-
doubtedly brought the harvest to a rapid maturity. Thus it may
fairly be said that any account of the establishment of the Feudal
System in England would not be intelligible unless France and
Scandinavia, at least, were brought into the picture. As for the
Renaissance, in both its cultural and its political aspects it is
universally admitted to have been a breath of life from Northern
Italy. If, in Northern Italy, Humanism, Absolutism, and the
Balance of Power had not been cultivated in miniature, like seed-
lings in a sheltered nursery garden, during two centuries that fall
approximately between A.D. 1275 and A.D.1475,* they could never
have been bedded out north of the Alps from about 1475 onwards.
The Reformation, again, was not a specifically English pheno-
menon, but a general movement in the Promethean North of
Western Europe (wherethe Baltic, the North Sea, and the Atlantic
all beckoned towards new worlds) for emancipation from the
Epimethean South (where the Western Mediterranean held the
eyefixed upon worlds that were dead and gone).® In the Reforma-
tion, England did not taketheinitiative, nor did shetakeit evenin
the competition between the European nations of the Atlantic

! See Part V|11 below.
b 2 Vinogradoff, Paul: English Society in the Eleventh Century (Oxford 1908, Clarendon
ress).

; On this point, seefurther | | .Dﬁ\_/),vql. ii, pp. 196-201, below.

" For therole of the medieval Italian city-states as a 'creative minority' in Western
higtory, seefurther | 1 I . C (i) (6), vol. iii, pp. 341-50, below. o

For the role of such ‘ghosts from the pagt' in the histories of civilizations, s

further Part X, below.
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sea-board for theprizeof thenew worldsoverseas. Shewon that prize
as a comparatively late comer, in a series of struggles, which lasted
for several centuries, with Powers which were before her in the
field. In order to understand the history of English expansion over-
seas, it is hecessary to appreciate the consequences of all the general
European wars, and indeed to take into account all the vicissitudes
of the European Balance of Power, from about the last quarter of
the fifteenth century onwards—in fact, to extend thefield of vision
across the whole horizon of modern Western history.

It remainsto consider thetwo latest chapters: the geneses of the
Parliamentary System and of the Industrial System—institutions
which are commonly regarded as having been first evolved locally
on English soil and afterwar ds propagated from England into other
partsof theWorld. For our purpose, these arethe crucial chapters
in English history, and an inquirer who is an amateur in this field
will be wise to fall back here upon quoting recognized authorities.
For the Parliamentary System, the following passage from Lord
Acton's lecture on Henry 1V and Richelieu® will serve:

'General History naturally depends on the action of forceswhich are
not national, but proceed from wider causes The rise of modern king-
ship in Franceis part of asmilar movement in England. Bourbonsand
Stuarts obeyed the same law, though with a different result.'

In other words, the Parliamentary System, which was the local
result in England, was the product of a force which was not
peculiar to England but was operative in England and in France
simultaneousdly.

As regards the Industrial Revolution in England, its genesis is
thus summed up by two of the foremost living English students of
thesubject, Mr.and Mrs. Hammond:

"Why did thisrevolution cometo England in the eighteenth century ?

'For thenew commer cethe Atlantic wasasimportant asthe M editer -
ranean had been for the old. The mog active trading peoples, after the
disooveries of Columbus, wer e those who looked out on the Atlantic. Of
these peoples the English were in a spedially favourable position, in the
middle-of the eghteenth century, as a result of their geographical
stuation, their climate, and their history. The Spaniards used their
control of the New World for palitics, and the wealth they drew from
the American mines was spent, in the main, in ways that discouraged
industrial expanson. The English colonigts in America, on the other
hand, settled where there was little gold and silver, and they grew into
communities which needed British goods for their own consumption,
and sent home products that were useful for industry.

'Eventsin Europe alo favoured the more rapid expanson of English

21 L ord Acton: Lectureson Modern History (L ondon 1906, M acmillan).
Onthispoint, seefurther I | | . C(ii) (6), vol.iii, pp. 359-63, below.
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industry, for the European wars of the seventeenth and eighteenth
centuriesdid more harmtoindustry on the Continent than in England,
and the rdigious and poalitical drife of the seventeenth century left
England with a conditution and a government more favourable to
commercial development than those of France. Among other advantages
which a comparison of the gate of England with that of France disdoses
arethe supremacy of the common law, internal freetrade, an arisocracy
interested in commerce, a midrugt of Sate regulation, fosered by
memories of the Stuarts, and toleration in religion. The sagnation of
politics, religion, and local life in the eighteenth century encouraged the
concentration on industry, and this concentration drew to mechanical
invention all the ardour and imagination that had been fired by the
revival of mathematics and the discoveries of phydcal scence For
these reasons England was the mog likely theatre for the Industrial
Revolution.

This authoritative judgement regarding a chapter in English
history which is commonly regarded as national par excellence is
particularly significant. While, in the latter part of the last para-
graph here quoted, the writers certainly mention several factors
which might be classfied as internal to England and even as
peculiar to her, it is clear that, in their view, the factor which goes
furthest towards accounting for the geness of the Industrial
Revolution in England is England's general position in the world
of the day—her geographical position in respect of the Atlantic and
her political position in respect of the European Balance of Power.
Evidently they would pronounce that, if these general factors were
ignored, an intelligible account of the rise of modern industry in
England could not be given. It seems, then, that Great Britain is
not an 'intelligible field of study' in itself even in this most recent
and most British chapter of all; and the advocate of the national
field of study cannot take refuge in conjectures regarding the
future, for the Industrial Revolution itsalf, with its conquest of
distance, its thoroughgoing internationalization of trade even in
bulky staple commaodities, and its latest inventions, the submarine
and the aeroplane, has unmistakably laid the foundations for an
unprecedented solidarity—for good or for evil—between Great
Britain and other partsof theWorld. ThusBritish national history
is not, never has been, and almost certainly never will be an
‘intelligible field of study' in isolation; and if that istrue of Great
Britain, it must surely betrueafortiori of any other national state.
Therefore, if we are to pursue our quest, it is clear that we must
take some larger entity than the nation as our field.

'Cen'edt. . . pas la forme palitiquement agregative qui donne la vie

! Hammond, J. L. and Barbara: The Rise of Modem Industry, Preface, pp. viii-ix
(London 1925, M ethuen).



THE FIELD OF HISTORICAL STUDY
intellectuelle a des multitudes, qui leur fait une volonte, qui leur inspire
une maniere d'etre. Eiles ont tout cda sans poseder de frontieres
propres. Ces dons resultent d'uneimpulsion supreme qu'dles recoivent
d'un domaine plus haut qu'dlesmemes Ici souvrent ces regions
inexplorees ou Thorizon dargi dans une mesure incomparable ne livre
plus saulement aux regardsleterritoire bornedetel royaume ou detedles
republigues, ni les fluctuations etroites des populations qui les habitent,
mais etale toutes les perspectives de la societe qui les contient, avec
les grands rouages & les puissants mobiles de la civilisation qui les
anime. . . . Avant d'ecrirel'histoired'un pays distinct et de pretendre
expliguer les problemes dont une pareille tache e sameg il et indis
pensable de sonder, de scruter, de bien connaitre les sources et la
nature de la societe dont ce pays n'est qu'une fraction.'*

Il. THE FIELD OF WHICH GREAT BRITAIN IS A PART

Our brief examination of English history, though its direct
result has been negative, has given us a clue. The chapters which
caught our eye in our glance backwards over the course of English
history were real chapters in some story or other, but that story
was the history of some society of which Great Britain was only a
part, and the experiences were experiences in which other nations
besides the English were participants. The 'intelligible field of
study', in fact, appears to be a society containing a number of
communities of the species represented by Great Britain—not only
Great Britain hersdf but France, Spain, Portugal, the Netherlands,
the Scandinavian countries, and so on—and the passage quoted
from Lord Acton indicates the historical relation between these
parts and this whole.

The forces in action are not national but proceed from wider
causes, which operate upon all the parts simultaneously and which
are not intelligible in their partial operation unless a compre-
hensive view is taken of their operation throughout the society.
At the same time, different parts are differently affected by an
identical general cause, because they each react, and each contri-
bute, in a different way to the forces which that same cause sts in
motion. In this analysis, Lord Acton has employed the scientific
metaphors of his generation, while we, who are learning to be on
our guard against the 'Apathetic Fallacy', might find it more
natural to describe the experience of History in human terms. A
society, we should say, is confronted in the course of its life by a

DeGobineau, J. A.: Essai sur |'InigalitedesRaces Humaines (Paris 1853-5, Fir min-
Didot, 4 vals), val. iv, pp. 337-8 and 333. For an authoritative, aswell as emphatic,
rejection of the idea that any mere national histories can be '|pte|l|%|blet|eldls of study'
se Meyer, E.: 'Zur Theorie und Methodik der Geschichte' in the writer's collect

Kleine Schriften (Halle 1910, N|_em%/er), p. 41; and his Geschichte des Altertums, vol. i (i),
4th edition (Stuttgart and Berlin 1921, Cotta), pp. 198-9.
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successon of problems, which every member has to solve for him-
self as best as he may. The presentation of each problem is a
challenge to undergo an ordeal, and through this series of ordeals
the members of the society progressively differentiate themselves
from one another.! On each occasion some fail, while others suc-
ceed in finding a solution; and, again, some of the solutions found
are imperfect or commonplace or inimical to success in solving
subsequent problems, while others are exact or original or fertilein
possibilities of further progress. As ordeal follows ordeal, some
members of the society at some moment fail altogether to adjust
themsdves, and fall by the way; others struggle on, strained or
warped or stunted; others grow in wisdom and stature, and in
making their own way discover new avenues for a general advance
of the society to which they belong.? Throughout, it is impossible
to grasp the sgnificance of a particular member's behaviour under
a particular ordeal without taking some account of the similar or
dissimilar behaviour of his fellows and without viewing the suc-
cessve ordeals as a series of eventsin the life of the whole society.

Thus English history does not become intelligible until we view
it as the history of a wider society of which Great Britain is a
member in company with other national states, each of which re-
acts, though each in its own way, to the common experiences of
the society asawhole. Similarly, Venetian history hasto be viewed
as the history of a temporary sub-society including Milan, Genoa,
Florence, and the other 'medieval’ city-states in Northern Italy;?
Athenian history as the history of a society including Thebes,
Corinth, Sparta, and the other 'ancient' city-statesin Greece. In
each case we have to think in terms of the whole and not of the
parts; to se the chapters of the story as events in the life of
the society and not of some particular member; and to follow the
fortunes of the members, not separately but concurrently, asvaria-
tionson asingle themeor as contributionsto an orchestrawhich are
significant as a harmony but have no meaning as so many separate
series of notes. In so far aswe succeed in studying history from this
point of view, wefind that order arises out of chaos in our minds
and that we begin to under stand what was not intelligible before.

This method of interpreting 'historical facts will perhaps be

! For the nature and extent of the differentiation that arises out of successive re-
spgnses to successive challenges, see further I11. C (|||{,],vol._|\|‘ below.

This last kind of response is exemplified in the historic English response to the
ordeal of adapting Transalpine political constitutionsto suit the new Italjan invention
of administrative efficiency—an ordeal to which all the Transalpine countries of Western
Christendom were subjected from the close of the fifteenth century onwards. The
differentiating effect of this particular ordeal upon the constitutional histories of the
several communities that were exposed to it—e.g. England, France, and the Iberian

kingdoms—isvery striking. (Secfurther | I | . C(iT) (b),vol.iii,pp.359-63, below.)
¥Seel 1'1.C(ii)(6),vol.iii, pp.341-50, below.
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made clearer by a concrete example, which may be taken from
the history of the city-states of ancient Greece during the four
centuries falling approximately between 725 and 325 B.C. J

Soon after the beginning of that age, the society of which these
numerous sates were all members was confronted with the pro-
blem of the pressure of population upon the means of subsistence—
means which the Hellenic peoples at that time were apparently
obtaining almost entirely by raising a varied agricultural produce
in their home territories for home consumption. When the crisis
came, different sates contended with it in different ways. Some,
like Corinth and Chalcis,* disposed of their surplus population by
seizing and colonizing agricultural territories overseas—in Sicily,
Southern Italy, Thrace, and esewhere—where the native popula-
tion was either too sparse or too incompetent to resist invasion.
The Greek colonies thus founded simply extended the geographical
area of the Hellenic Society without altering its character. The
agriculture which they practised and the institutions under which
they lived wer e substantially reproductions of the conditions which
they had left behind them in their home countries.

On the other hand, certain states sought solutions which entailed
a variation in their way of life. Sparta,? for instance, satisfied the
land-hunger of her citizens not by colonizing overseas territories
outside the previous geographical limits of the Hellenic World?®
but by attacking and conquering her nearest Greek neighbours in
Messene. The consequences were that Sparta only obtained her
necessary additional lands at the cost of obstinate and repeated
wars with neighbouring peoples of her own calibre; that, even
when the conquest was completed, the retention of the conquered
territoriesrequired a permanent military effort; and that this per-
manent strain boreupon Sparta herself and not upon someindepen-
dent daughter-state overseas who would have been responsible for
her own security. In order to meet this situation, Spartan states-
men wer e compelled to militarize Spartan lifefrom top to bottom—
which they did by reinvigorating and adapting certain primitive
social institutions, common to a number of Greek communities, at
a moment when, in Sparta as elsewhere, these institutions were on
the point of disappearance.

Athens reacted to the population problem in a different way
again.’ At first she neglected it—neither planting colonies over-

! For Chalci9, ssefurther | | .D(ii),vql_.ii,pg. 42-35, below.

For Sparta, seefurther I I | . A, vol.iii, pp. 50-79, below. .

3 Theonly Spartan overseas colony was T ar entum, and the foundation of Tarentum
appears to have been an exceptional measure. ) ) L

See Nilsson, M. P.: 'Die Grundlagen des spartanischen Lebens, in Klio,xii ?11912).

® For afuller discussion of the part played by Athensin this crisis of Hellenic history
sel | .D(ii),vol.ii,pp.39-42,and | I'l .B,val.iii,p.122, below.
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seas nor conquering the territory of her Greek neighbours—until
the pressure threatened to find vent in a social revolution. At that
point, when the solutions sought by other states were no longer
open to her, she discovered an original solution of her own by
specializing her agricultural production for export, starting manu-
factures also for export, and then developing her political institu-
tions so as to give a fair share of political power to the new dasses
which had been called into being by these economic innovations.
In other words, Athenian statesmen averted a social revolution by
successfully carrying through an economic and a political revolu-
tion; and, discovering this solution for the common problem as
far as it affected themselves, they incidentally opened up a new
avenue of advance for the whole of the Hellenic Society. This was
what Pericles meant when, in the crisis of his country's material
fortunes, he claimed that she was 'the education of Hellas." In
so far as she lived unto hersdf, as a city-state, Athens came to grief
before that age of Hellenic history had reached its close. In so far
as she lived for Hellas, Pericles claim was justified by the event;
for in the next age of Hellenic history, which began about 325 B.C.,
the new ideas and institutions which had been worked out by
Athens in order to discover a particular solution for the general
problem of the preceding age, were adopted by the rest of the
Hellenic Society (which by that time had expanded far beyond the
narrow domain of the Greek-speaking peoples) as their common
social heritage. This phase of Hellenic history is commonly called
'the Hellenistic Age', but 'the Atticistic Age' is the proper name
for it.

From this angle of vision, which takes not Athens or Sparta or
Corinth or Chalcis but the whole of the Hellenic Society as its
field, we are able to understand both the significance of the his-
tories of these several communities during the period 725-325 B.C.
and the significance of the transition from this period to that which
followed. Questions are answered to which no answer could be
found so long as we looked for an intelligible field of study in
Chalcidian history or Corinthian history or Spartan history or
Athenian history examined in isolation. From this point of view it
was merely possible to observe that Chalcidian or Corinthian his-
tory was in some snse normal, whereas Spartan and Athenian
history departed from the norm in different directions. It was not
possible to explain the way in which this departure took place; and
historians were reduced to suggesting that the Spartans and
Athenians were already differentiated from other Greeks by the
possession of special innate qualities at the dawn of Hellenic

! Thucydides, Book I | , chap. 41.
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history. Thiswas equivalent to explaining Spartan and Athenian
development by postulating that there had been no development at
all,! and that these two particular Greek peoples were as peculiar
at the beginning of the story as at the end of it. That hypothesis,
however, is in contradiction with established historical facts. In
regard to Sparta, for example, the excavations conducted by the
British Archaeological School at Athens have produced striking
evidence that, down to about the middle of the sixth century B.C.,
Spartan life was not abnormal in the ways which ther eafter wereto
differentiate it so sharply from lifein other Hellenic communities.
After the middle of that century there was a revolutionary change
which has to be explained, and an explanation can only be found
through looking at Spartan history in this period as a special local
response to an ordeal which confronted the whole of the Hellenic
Society.? The special characteristics of Athens, which she com-
municated to the whole Hellenic World in the so-called 'Hellenis-
tic' Age (in contrast to Sparta, whose peculiar turning proved to be
a blind alley), were likewise acquired characteristics, the geness of
which can only be apprehended from a general standpoint. It is
the same with the differentiation between Venice, Milan, Genoa,
Florence, and the other city-statesin Northern Italy intheso-called
'Middle Ages of our Western history, and with the differentiation
between France, Spain, the Netherlands, Great Britain, and the
other national states of the West in more recent times. In order to
understand the parts, we must first focus our attention upon the
whole, because this whole is the field of study which is intelligible
in itself.

I11. THE EXTENSION OF OUR FIELD IN SPACE

Itisof little practical use, however, to come tothe conclusion that
an intelligible field of study exists, of which the conventional fields
are parts, so long aswe have only defined thisfield negatively asthe
whole to which the parts belong. The parts which we know may
not be intelligible in themsdves, but at least they are palpable.
Great Britain, for example, has an ascertained geographical situa-
tion and spatial extension; the English nation, as a nation, has an
ascertained age. We cannot be content until we have defined the
whole society of which Great Britain is a member in similarly
positive and concrete terms. Let us explore its extension first in
Space and then in Time.

! For thisfatal weskness of all the'racial’ explanations of history, seefurther | 1, C(ii)
(a) 1, below. Bagehot points out that neither race nor climate will explain the historic
contrast between éJartaand Athens. (Physicsand Politics, 10th edition (London 1894,
Kegan Paul), PR. 4-6.) . . .

See Wade- er?/,_l_-!. T.: 'The Growth of the Dorian States in The Cambridge
Ancient History, vol. iii (Cambridge 1925, University Press).
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In exploring the spatial extension of the society which includes
Great Britain, it seems best to start by reviewing those chapters
which caught our eye when we first glanced backwards over the
course of English history. In our first examination of them, we
found that they were events in the life of a society of which Great
Britain and her siser countries were only parts, and we thus
established the fact that the 'intelligible field of historical study' in
this instance was something larger than any single national state.
L et us now re-examine these same chapters with a view to dis-
covering where the outer spatial limits of this 'intelligible field of
study' lie. Isthe society to which these chapters belong coexten-
sve with Mankind? Or, as we extend our horizon from Great
Britain outwards, do we reach, sooner or later, a line at which the
intelligibility of history, expressed in terms of these chapters, is at
itsmaximum ? And beyond that line, if we do reach it, do we find
that these chapters cease to correspond to the order of the facts
which there confront us—in other words, do we find that there are
other societies, existing simultaneously with ours and side by side
with it, whose history falls into quite different chapters and is not
intelligible in terms of ours?

If we start with our latest chapter—the establishment of the
Industrial System—we find that the geographical extension of the
‘intelligible field of study' which it presupposes is world-wide. In
order to explain the Industrial Revolution in England, we have to
take account of economic conditions not only in other West-
European countries but in Tropical Africa, America, Russia, the
Levant, India, and the Far East. When, however, wego back tothe
establishment of the Parliamentary System, and pass, in so doing,
from the economic to the political plane, our horizon contracts.
'The law' which 'Bourbons and Stuarts obeyed' in France and
England was not in force for Romanovs in Russia or for 'Osmanlis
in Turkey or for Timuridsin Hindustan or for Manchusin China
or for the contemporary Shogunsin Japan. The political histories
of these other countries under these other dynagties cannot be
explained in the same terms. If we examine them, we find that
the chapters into which they fall, and the 'intelligible fields of
study' which those chapters presuppose, are quite different. The
laws which can be observed at work in the political history of
England and France do not apply to them, and, conversely, the
laws which can be observed at work in their political history throw
no direct light upon contemporary political phenomenain England
or France. We lay our finger here upon a frontier which is a
sharper and a deeper line of division than Monsieur Jullian's
emotional frontiers of France—sharper and deeper even than our
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own physical frontiers of Great Britain. The operation of 'the
law' which 'Bourbons and Stuarts obeyed' in France and England
extended to the other countries of Western Europe and to the new
communities planted overseas by West-European colonists. On
the European Continent, however, the domain of this law stopped
short at the western frontiers of Turkey and Russia. Eastward of
that line, other political laws were being obeyed at the time with
other consequences.!

Again, the expansion overssas in which England began to
participate in the third quarter of the sixteenth century was con-
fined not merely to Western Europe but almost entirely to West-
European countrieswith sea-boards on the Atlantic and the North
Sea. The overseas activities of Denmark and Sweden and Cour-
land were feeble, while the states of Germany and Italy hardly
participated at all. Even when we consider this expansion, as we
must, in relation to a wider balance of power, we find that for
several centuries this particular balance did not transcend the
limits of Western and Central Europe. For example, no Islamic
countries entered into it until the General War of 1792-1815, and
no Far Eastern countries until the concluson of the Anglo-
Japanesxe Alliance a dozen years before the outbreak of the General
War of 1914-18.

As for the Reformation, while it is impossible to understand it
without extending our horizon from England and Scotland to the
whole of Western Christendom, this understanding would be con-
fused and not clarified if we attempted to extend the horizon still
further. In studying the Reformation, we may ignore the history
of the Orthodox Church since the schism of the eleventh century
after Christ, and the history of the Monophysite and Nestorian
Churches since the schisms of the fifth century after Christ. Con-
versdy, no light is thrown upon the histories of these churches
in the sixteenth century after Christ by the phenomena of the
West-Christian Reformation of that time.

The Renaissance, again, was produced by a bedding-out of
North-Italian ideas and institutions not merely in England but in
the other Transalpine countries of Western Europe and in their
new colonies overseas; but those were the limits of the area brought
under thisform of Italian cultivation. At the very time when Eng-
lishmen, Frenchmen, Spaniards, Germans, and Poles were falling

! Comparethefollowing passage in E. A. Freeman'slecture on 'The Unity of History'
which is published in his Comparative Politics (L ondon 1873, Macmillan): 'European
history forms one whole in the strictest sensg, but between European and Asiatic history
the connexion is only occasonal and incidental. The fortunes of the Roman Empire had
no effect on the internal revolutions of the Saracenic Caliphate, still less effect had they

on the momentary dominion of the House of Jenghiz or on the Mogul Empirein India.'
(Op. cit., p. 333)
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under the spell of Italian culture, the Greeks were declaring 'the
turban of the Prophet' preferable to the 'tiara of the Pope'~ and
were becoming converted in greater numbers to Islam than to
Humanism. Nor did the spell of Italian culture produce any
appreciable effect upon the Turks, though they were in dose and
continuous contact with the Venetians and Genoese in the activities
of trade, diplomacy, and war.? The only prominent trace of Italian
cultural influence upon Turkish life is to be found in the archi-
tecture of certain eighteenth-century mosques in Constantinople.
In Muslim India, the Italian influence (through a Portuguese
medium) upon the art and architecture of the Mughal Court,
during and after the reign of Akbar, was exotic and transitory. As
for the Hindus or the peoples of the Far East, they were probably
unaware, at the time, that Western Europe was experiencing a
renaissance and a fortiori unaware of the Italian source from which
the stimulus came.

T he establishment of the Feudal System, again, as it came about
in England, was a specifically West-European development. It is
truethat there werefeudal phenomena in the contemporary Byzan-
tine and Islamic worlds, but it is not proven that these phenomena
wer e derived from the same origins as those in the West, and many
superficial resemblances are found on closer inspection to be false
analogies. The feudal sysems of Western Europe, of the Byzan-
tine Empire, and of Islamic Egypt, Turkey, and Hindustan, not
to speak of feudalism in Japan, have to be studied as distinct and
separate institutions.

Finally, the conversion of the English to Western Christianity
since the last years of the sixth century has admitted us to member-
ship in one society at the cost of excluding us from the possibility
of membership in others. Down to the Synod of Whitby in
A.D. 664, the English were potential convertsto the 'Far Western'
Christianity of the 'Celtic Fringe';® and had Augustine's mission
eventually proved a failure the English might have joined the
Welsh and Irish in founding a new Christian church out of com-
munion with Rome—as veritable an alter orbis as the world of the
Nestorians on the Far Eastern fringe of Christendom.* Later on,
when the Muslim Arabs appeared on the Atlantic seaboard, these
'Far Western' Christians of the British Ides might have lost touch
as completely as the Christians of Abyssinia or Central Asia with
their co-religionists on the European Continent. They might
even concelvably have become converts to Islam, as so many

! Gibbon, Edward: The History of the Decline and Fail of the Roman Empire,
chapter Ixvili. Italian was actually the official language of the Ottoman navy.

*'Seefurther | 1. D (vii),vol.ii, pp. 334-6, below,
4 Seefurther | | .D(vii),vol.ii, pp.369-84, below.
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Monophysites and Nestorians actually did when the Middle East
came under Arab rule. These suggested alternatives may be dis-
missed as fantastic. Possibly they arenot so fantastic asthey appear
at first sight.! At any rate, the contemplation of them serves to
remind us that while the conversion of A.D. 597 has made us one
with Western Christendom it has not made us one with all
Mankind, but has simultaneoudly drawn a sharp line of division
between ourselves as Western Christians and the members of other
religious communions (not only the now extinct Far Western
Christiansbut theOrthodox Christians,?Monophysites, Nestorians,
Muslims, Buddhists, and so on)—a line by which we were not
circumscribed in the days of our indeter minate paganism, when we
were potential converts to any would-be "universal church' which
might choose to compete for our allegiance.

This second review of our chapters of history has given us the
means for taking spatial cross-sections, at several different dates,
of that society which includes Great Britain and which is the
‘intelligible field of historical study' as far as Great Britain is con-
cerned. In taking these cross-sections we shall have to distinguish
between certain different planes of social life—the economic, the
political, and the cultural>—because it is already evident, from the
foregoing analysis, that the spatial extension of this society differs
per ceptibly according to the plane on which we focus our attention.
For example, if we take our first cross-section at the present day, we
find that on the economic plane at this moment the society which
includes Great Britain is undoubtedly coextensive with the whole
habitable and navigable surface of the planet. Thereis hardly any
habitable portion of the Earth's surface with which Great Britain
herself does not at present exchange goods and services* On the
political plane, again, the world-wide character of this society at
the present day is almost equally apparent. The United Kingdom
isnow linked with 60 out of 66 other statesin the World (including
the self-governing Dominions of the British Crown and the King-
dom of Egypt) by the Pact of Paris for the Renunciation of War as

! See Gibbon's reflections upon what might have happened in Western Europe if the
Arabs had won the Battle of Toursin A.D. 732 (The History of the Decline ana Fall of
the Roman Empire, chapter iii). These speculations are taken up againin I | . D (vii),
Annex |V, vol.ii, pp. 427-33, below.

Since the Protestant Reformation in the West, there have been overtureston at
least two occasons—once in the early seventeeth century, when the Oecumenical
Patriarchate at Constantinople was occupied by Cyril Loukaris (A.D. 1621-37), and
again in our own day—for a re-establishment of ‘communion between the Anglican
fragment of the Westérn Chur ch and Orthodox Christendom. o

For an examination of this refraction of social |ife into three distinct 'planes, see
Parts VIII and 1X, below, aswell as Part |I. A, val. i, p. 187, Part I1I. C (i) (), vol. iii,
pp. 151-3,and V. C (i) (c) 3, vol. v, pp. 196-203.

“The World Economic Conference that met in London on the 12th June, 1933, was
Ie;ttended by represntatives of no les than sixty-sx dates—the sde absntee being

anama.
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an instrument of National Policy,! and with 56 of these by the
further and more positive bond of common membership in a
formal association of states, the League of Nations, which has a
constitution, a budget, and a regular programme of activities.
Moreover, of the nine states which have so far remained non-
members of the League (the U.S., the U.S.S.R., Egypt, Afghani-
stan, theNajd-Hijaz, the Yaman, | celand, Danzig, and Ecuador)*
and the two ex-members which have withdrawn (Brazil and Cogsta
Rica),? all except the three which lie in Latin America are of
intimate concern to Great Britain politically, apart from the special
importance of at least three of them in the international relations of
Great Britain on the economic plane. A more detailed political
survey of the World from a British standpoint would probably
show that Latin America and Eastern Europe were the only
regions in which Great Britain's political interests® could con-
ceivably bewritten off as negligible quantities, and even that would
only be by contrast with her absorbing political interests elsewhere.
Negatively, Latin America, which isthe field of the Monroe Doc-
trine, and Eastern Europe, which is the crux of the 'post-war'
problem of European security, both affect Great Britain, even on
the palitical plane, profoundly.

When, however, we pass to the cultural plane, the present
geographical extension of the society to which Great Britain belongs
appearsto bevery much smaller. Substantially, it is confined to the
countries occupied by Catholic and Protestant peoples in Western
Europe and America and the South Seas; and when we examine
the culture of even these peoples more closely we detect the in-
fluence of cultural elements of other origin, such as Russian
literature, Far Eastern painting, and Indian religion. In the
Catholic and Protestant countries, however, these influences,
though magnified by the genius of some of the minds by which
they have been conveyed, are really exotic and superficial. In spite
of them, and in spite of the much stronger cultural influences of the
modern West upon living non-Western societies, the members
of such societies—for example, the Orthodox and other Oriental
Christians, the Muslims, the Hindus, and the peoples of the Far
East—are still living, with few exceptions, beyond the pale of that
cultural world to which England and Scotland belong.

! These are the figures as they stood in the June of the year 1933. The states which
were still not partiesto the Pact at that date were Argentina, Bolivia, Brazil, Salvador,
UFZUE?_UH.Y' Yaman. . . .

hisisthe list as it good in the June of the P/ear 1933. At this date 57 out of 68
datesin the Wor ld were League members. Out of these 57, however, 2—namely Japan
and Mexico—had given natice of intention to withdraw.

M had g tice of intention to withd )

Theeconomicinterests of Great Britain in Latin America were, of course, enormous
at thistime; and, beyond a point, it is hardly possible to divorce economic and palitical
interests from one another.
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As wetake further crosssections at earlier dates, we find that, on
all three planes, the geographical limits of the society which we are
examining contract progressively. In a cross-section taken about
A.D. 1675, while the contraction is not perhaps very great on the
economic plane (at least if we take into account the mere extension
of international trade and ignoreits matter and volume), the boun-
daries on the political plane shrink until in Europe they coincide
approximately with those on the cultural plane at the present day,
while overseas they only include the fringes of America. In a cross
section taken about A.D. 1475, the overseas portions of the area
disappear on all three planes alike, and even on the economic plane
the boundaries contract until they too coincide approximately with
those on the cultural plane—now confined to Western and Central
Europe—except for a fast dissolving chain of commercial outposts
round the eastern shores of the Mediterranean. In this cross
section, the boundaries of the society on all three planes are more
or less coincident with those of the area in which the ecclesagtical
primacy of the Pope was at that time effectively asserted. In a
primitive cross-section, taken about A.D. 775, the boundaries
shrink still further on all three planes, while becoming still more
closdy coincident as between one plane and another. At this date,
the area of our society is almost restricted to what were then the
dominions of Charlemagne on the West-European Continent and
to the English 'successor-states of the Roman Empire in Britain.
It condgts substantially of what the Romans had known as Gaul,
with no foothold yet south-west of the Pyrenees and with only a
narrow foothold north-east of the Rhine, but with lateral extensons
into the northern parts of Italy beyond the Alps and into the
southern parts of Britain beyond the Channel.® These limits are
thrown into relief by the presence of recognizably alien societies on
the further side of them. The Iberian Peninsula (apart from one
enclave in Asturia) at this date belongs to the domain of a Muslim
Arab Caliphate, Northern and North-Eastern Europe is in the
hands of unconverted barbarians, the north-western fringes of the
British Idles are held by 'Far Western' Christians who are un-
willing to accept the pretensions of the Papacy, and South-Eastern
Italy is under the ascendency of the Byzantines.

A closer examination of this earliest cross-section enables us to
give the cradle of our society a local name. As the ecclesiagtical

! ThelateSir J. W. Headlam-M or ley defines the geogr aphical nucleus of the Western
Wor|d asthetriangle Paris-Rome-Bar célona, and thefurthest limits of its[eastwar d] ex-
ansion as Budapest-Prague-Cracow-Warsaw-Riga-Reval ('The Cultural Unity of

estern Europe’, in The New Past, ed. by Carter, E. H. (Oxford 1925, Blackwell),
Pp. 84-5). 'All outsde_Phe original homeland is foreign congueﬁ; and other races,
hough apparently assmilated, still remain alien." (Op. cit., p. 87.)



THE EXTENSION OF OUR FIELD IN SPACE 33

domain of the Pope it may be called Western Christendom ;*as the
political domain of Charlemagne, whose home territory was the
Frankish State of Austrasia, it may be called the World of the
Franks—a name which survives in the Oriental Christian word
'Frangia' and in the Muslim word 'Feringhistan'.?

This 'Frankish' name is not altogether apt, for even in Charle-
magne's time, when the geographical extenson of our society was
smaller than it has ever been since, while Charlemagne's dominions
covered a larger portion of Western Europe than has ever subse
quently been united under a single government, the Kingdom of
the Franks and the area of our society did not exactly coincide.
The English, for example, had become member s of the society by
that time without ever having come under Frankish rule, and there
were other prominent members, like the Lombards, over whom the
Frankish dominion was only transitory. Moreover, the name has
been obsolete among the'Franks' themsalves sincethe close of the
so-called ‘Middle Ages. At the same time, this name, as applied
to us collectively by members of other societies, is the only common
name which exigts to-day for the whole of our society, and the fact
that we have ceased to apply any common name to oursdves is
historically significant. It means that we are no longer conscious
of the presence in the World of other societies of equal standing;
and that we now regard our society as being identical with
‘civilized" Mankind and the peoples outside its pale as being mere
'Natives' of territories which they inhabit on sufference, but which
are morally as well as practically at our disposal, by the higher
right of our assumed monopoly of civilization, whenever we choose
to take possesson®> Conversely, we regard the internal divisions
of our society—the national parts into which this society has come
to be articulated—as the grand divisions of Mankind, and classfy
the members of the Human Race as Frenchmen, Englishmen,
Germans, and so on, without remembering that these are merely
subdivisions of a single group within the human family.

It is no accident that our common name for oursdves became
extinct, and our separate names for our various national allegiances
became prominent, towards the beginning of the so-called 'modern’
period of our history, when our society began to establish what

! Not, of course, 'Christendom' without qualification, since the Christians of the Far
West, the Near East, and the Middle East had at least an equal claim to the name,
though Western Christendom (like these other Christendoms) did in practice call itself
and think of itself as Christendom par excellence until the dose of the so-called 'Middle
Ages, when it ceasad to have any common name for itself at all. )

'All_the Franks anear to have an uniform character to the Eastern nations'—
Hume, David: Of National Characters. Compare La Rue Franque, which was the
grlncgpal commercial street in Smyrna beforethe great fire of 1922; Firank Zahmeti, the

uy kish name for syphilis; and the term lingua franca. )

What isthe converse of 'Natives ? 'Lordsof Creation' ? For the connotation of the
word 'Natives, ssefurther 1. C (iii) (6), below.
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seemed until lately to be a secure and permanent ascendency over
the other living societies of the same class' The historical fact,
however, which isimplicit in this oblivion of our common name is
chiefly a feature of our own microcosm. It isnot afact which has
an objective exigence in the field of study which we are seeking
to explore. The other societies have not ceased to exist simply
because we have ceasad to be aware of their existence; and we can
hardly advance further in our search for an 'intelligible field of
study' without reviving or inventing some name to denote our
society as a whole and to distinguish it from other representatives
of the species. Since theword 'Franks' has always been inaccurate
and has now become exatic, it seems preferable to revive the name
'Western Christendom'. The objection to this is that, since the
Reformation, religious allegiance has not only ceased to be the
principal expression of the unity of our society, but has actually
become one of the principal factors in its internal differentiation.
It is therefore perhaps more accurate, as well as more concise, to
omit theword 'Christendom’ and to speak simply of 'the West' or
'the Western Society' or 'the Western World'—a geographical
title which combines the logical merits of being without prejudice
and without ambiguity with the practical merit of being equally
applicable to a cross-section taken in Charlemagne's time and to a
cross-section taken to-day, when this society has spread westward
across the Atlantic Ocean and the American Continent until it now
confronts the Far Eastern World, on the opposite shores of the
Pacific, from the Philippines and Australia.

As soon as we bring our mental image of our own society into
focus by finding a name for it, the images and the names of its
counterparts in the contemporary world come into focus side by
side with it, especially if we keep our attention fixed upon the
cultural plane. On this plane, we can distinguish unmistakably the
presence, in the world of to-day, of at least four other living
societies of the same species as our s:

first, an 'Orthodox Christian' or Byzantine Society—whichever

title we prefer>—in South-Eastern Europe and Russia®;

! From the time of the Renaissance and the Reformation, 'expansion abroad and
dmol_ltjtlon g\% ?ome’ became the key-notes of our Western history. (Headlam-Morley,
op, cit., p. 86.

2 Thetitle 'Orthodox Christian' isnot inappropriate, sncein this society (unlike our
Western Society) religious allegiance has remained the principal expresion of social
unity. The alternative title '‘Byzantine has the merits of a geographical term. The
geogr aphical title which it would be most natural for a Western observer of the Byzan-
fineWorld to employ, from his standpoint, is ‘Near Eastern’. This, however, isincon-
venient, because, 'in"the modern Near Eagt, the Byzantine Society is not the only
inhabitant. An Islamic Society is also established there; and for this reason the title
'Near Eastern' is inconveniently ambiguous.

3 Notwithstanding the Communist regime which has been attempting, since A.D.
1917, to transform the complexion of society in Russa out of all recognition.
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second, an 'Islamic’ Society® with its focus in the arid zone
which gtretches diagonally across North Africaand the Middle
East from the Atlantic to the outer face of the Great Wall of
China;

third, a'Hindu' Society® in the tropical sub-continent of I ndia,
south-east of the arid zone;

fourth, a'Far Eastern' Society in the sub-tropical and temperate
regions between the arid zone and the Pacific.

On a doser inspection, we can also discern two sas of what
appear to be fossilized relics of similar societies now extinct,
namely:

one st including the Monophysite Christians of Armenia,
Mesopotamia, Egypt, and Abyssinia and the Nestorian
Christians of Kurdistan and Malabar,* aswell asthe Jaws and
the Par sees;

a second s including the Lamaistic Mahayanian Buddhists of
Tibet and Mongolia and the Hinayanian Buddhists of Ceylon,
Burma, and Siam, as well as the Jainsin I ndia.

It is interesting to notice that, when we turn back to the cross
section at A.D. 775, wefind that the number and theidentity of the
societies on the world-map are nearly the same as at the present
time. Substantially, the world-map of societies of this species has
remained constant since the first emergence of our Western
Society. In the struggle for existence, the West has driven its
contemporaries to the wall and has entangled them in the meshes of
its economic and political ascendancy, but it has not yet disarmed
them of their distinctive cultures.* Hard pressed though they are,
they can still call their souls their own, and this means that the
mental strife has not yet reached a decision.” In the gladiatorial
arena, the Secutor, even when the Retiarius's net was about his

! Thistitleisnot inappropriate, for the same reason that thetitle 'Orthodox Christian'
is not {naﬁ)prgpnate for the Byzantine Society; and there is no simple geographical label
regdy to hand.

Not ‘Indian’, snce this society extends beyond theBg graphical boundaries of
Continental India—e.g. into the Indonesian Archipelago ( gﬁ?—whne in Continental
tlrr:dl’\zl;\ it |sEr;ch[t the only inhabitant, the Islamic Society being established there also, asin

ear .

£ The Nestorian community in Malabar, after half a century of union with the Roman
Church, transferred its allegiance to the Monophysite Patriarch of Antioch in the
third quarter of the seventeenth century after Christ. ) )

'I'n thevalley of the Rhine, throughout the whole of France and the L atin countries,
one can never bé far away from the constiousmess of the Roman period, which is the
matrix from which all later sages have sprung. In Cologne or Treves, that which is of
thetenth or eleventh century already beginsto wear the air of modernity; in Danzigor in
Cracow, anything before the fourteenth century is remote anthu;éy. And, as you ﬁo
still farther” east, new, strange and foreign elements intrude themselves upon you—the
cupolas and minarets of Russa and the Moslem—but nowhere do we find anything
comparable to the successon of the Gothic and the Renaissance. Here we find that our
familiar formulas no longer serve us' (Headlam-Morley, in op. cit., p. 83.)

) This phenomenon of'collisions' between societies of this species (‘Contact in Space')
isexamined in Part | X, below.
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shoulders, had no cause to despair so long as he had not let the
sword fall from his hand.*

This reflection concludes our inquiry into the geographical
situation and spatial extension of that 'intelligiblefieldof historical
study' which first attracted our attention as the unknown whole
of which English history proved to be a part. We have succeeded
in giving this 'intelligible field of study' a name—'the Western
Society'—and we have reached the positive conclusion that while
even the original nucleus of this Western Society had a much
wider geographical extension than any one of the nations into
which it has become articulated, and while this extension has
increased as the Western Society has grown older, the West has
never become coextensive with the World on all planes of social
life, and other societies of the same species have never ceased to
existintheWorldsideby sidewithit.?

This conclusion on matters of historical fact carries with it a
corollary regarding methods of historical study. Itis evident that
we must draw a sharp distinction between relations of two kinds:
those between communities within the same society and those
of different societies with one another. In the technical language
of contemporary Western historians, who have perhaps over-
emphasized the individuality of national communities and unduly
ignored the individuality of the societies of which the nations are
parts, these two kinds of relation are at present confounded under
the ambiguoustitle'international’; and hitherto much more atten-
tion has been paid to international relations in the literal sense of
the term than to the other kind. For the advancement of historical
knowledge, it seems desirable that our historians should distin-
guish the parochial relations between states within societies from
the oecumenical relations between the societies themselves, and
should devote a larger share of their energy and acumen to the
study of these.

IV. THE EXTENSION OF OUR FIELD IN TIME

Having explored the extension of our Western Society in Space,
we have next to examineits extension in Time. We are at once con-

! The representatives of the non-Western societies might find relief for their fegings
in addressing us in the language in which Job replies to his comforters:

‘No doubt but ye are the people, and wisdom shall die with you.

‘But | have un erstandmg aswell as you; | am not inferior to you: yea who knoweth
noj such thingsasthese? (Job xii. 2-3.) o

"We cannot write a history of Western Europe and of China in the ssmework. We

can indeed write two separate histories and bind them in one volume, and include in it
tracts on the history of India and that of the Bantu races, of the South American Indians
and the Dyaks of New Guinea; but none the less we shall have no history here in any
reasonable sense which we may give to the word, because throughout the greater part
of their existence these differént tribes and peoples lived their own life,” completely
independent of one another.' (Headlam-Morley in op. cit., p. 98.)
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fronted with the difficulty that we cannot see into the future—a
limitation which greatly restricts the amount of light that the con-
temporary historical study of this Western Society can throw upon
the nature of the species to which the Western Society belongs. Ex
hypothes, we cannot survey the whole life of a society of which we
ourselves are members, and which therefore will still be living its
life as long as we remain alive to observe it. Western history will
only become visible at full length and in true perspective after the
Western Society has become extinct; and this spectacle—if it is
ever to be beheld by human eyes—is necessarily reserved for
future historiansliving in adifferent social environment from ours
and taking their historical observations from a different angle of
vision. For our part, we must inevitably be content to explore the
time extension of the Western Society in the direction of its
origilns only, and must resign ourselves to ignorance of its latter
end.

L et ustry to analyse the geographical nucleus which was revealed
by our earliest spatial cross-section, taken about A.D. 775; and let
us begin by examining the analysis of this nucleus which our
Western predecessors of that age made for themselves.

When Charlemagne's dominions were partitioned between his
three grandsons by the Treaty of Verdunin A.D. 843, Lothaire as
the eldest established his claim to possess his grandfather's two
capitals of Aachen and Rome; and, in order that these might be
connected by a continuous belt ef territory, Lothaire was assigned
a portion which straggled across the face of Western Europe from
the mouths of the Tiber and the Po to the mouth of the Rhine,
ignoring the barrier of the Alps and uniting Northern Italy under
a single sovereignty with the Rhineland and the Netherlands.
Lothaire's portion is commonly regarded as one of the curiosities
of historical geography, chiefly because it finds no place on the
political map of modern Europe as it is now articulated into
national states. Nevertheless, the three Carolingian brothers were
right in believing that Lothaire's portion was a zone of peculiar
importancein our Western World. Ifwe produce this zone north-
westwards (ignoring the Channel as the treaty of A.D. 843 ignored
the Alps) by adding to Lothaire's continental dominions the
domain in Britain over which King Ecgberht of Wessex had
established his hegemony before hisdeathin A.D. 839, weshall find
that we have plotted out the locus of a line which twice over has
constituted one of the structural axes in the human geography of
Western Europe.

If we go back to our spatial cross-section of the Western Society

1 On this point see further Part V. C (ii) (A), vol. vi, p. 313, aswell as Part X | | , below.
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at A.D. 775, and then watch it grow until it becomes the cross
section of the present day, we observe that a straight line running
roughly south-east and north-west and drawn from Rome to the
Roman Wall is, so to speak, the transverse axis of our geometrical
figure. Itsmid-point fallsnear Metzin Lorraine (L otharingia)—
once the capital of the Austrasian State which was the nucleus of
Charlemagne's Empire, and now the principal fortress on the
frontier between France and Germany. |f, through Metz, we
proceed to draw another line, at right angles to the first and there-
fore running roughly south-west and north-east, we obtain the
main axis along which the Western Society has increased its geo-
graphical extension overland in both directions. South-westwar ds,
this main axis was carried across the Pyrenees by Charlemagne
himselfin A.D. 778, extended to the mouth of the Guadalquivir by
the Castilian conquestsin the thirteenth century after Christ, and
eventually produced across the Southern Atlantic into what is how
Latin America. North-eastwards the same line was carried for-
ward from the Rhine bridge-heads to the Elbe by Charlemagne
between A.D. 772 and 804, to the Baltic, the Vistula, and the Car -
pathians within two centuries of Charlemagne's death, when
Scandinavia, Poland, and Hungary were admitted to member ship
in Western Christendom; and to the Pacific at the close of the
seventeenth century, when the Muscovite Empire, which had
expanded to the Pacific rather morethan half a century earlier, was
received into the Western Society as a proselyte.

The West has also increased its extension by producing first one
end of the transverse axis and then the other across the sea. In
‘the Middle Ages, the North Italian arm was produced first into
Southern Italy and Sicily and then over the Mediterranean into
its eastern hinterlands, in the movement of political and economic
expansion which is conveniently though inadequately described as
'the Crusades.' In its day, this south-eastward expansion went
very far. The thrust, at its strongest, carried Venetian trade to
India acrossthe | sthmus of Suez and the Venetian traveller Marco
Polo to Peking across the Eurasian Steppe in the hinterland of the
Black Sea. Ultimately, the movement was a failure, and nearly all
the ground gained in four centuries had been lost by A.D. 14752
The production of the transverse axis from its north-western
extremity in England, which followed in the succeeding age of
Western history, has achieved results which are to all appearance
of amoreenduring character. It hasfilled North Americawith an
English-speaking population from the Rio Grande to the Arctic

! For the character of this movement, see further V. C (i) (c) 3, vol. v, pp. 242-4, as

well as Parts | X and X, below.
* For the nature of the failure, see further Parts I X and X, below.
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Circle, and, radiating from the North Atlantic into all the other
sas of the World, it has planted new communities of English
origin and Western culture round the southern rim of the Pacific
to share the possession of that ocean with the peoples of India and
the Far East. This was the bearing of the line embedded in
Lotharingia upon the subsequent geographical expansion of the
Western Saociety; but Lothaire and his brothers were no more able
to look into the future than we are; and, if they divined that this
linewas important, that was because they in their generation were
living under the shadow of a past in which the geographical signi-
ficance of the line had also been great, though in relation to a
different geometrical figure.

Both Lothaire and his grandfather ruled from Aachen to Rome
under the title of Roman Emperor; the Imperial title was also
occasionally assumed by the English Kings of Wessex, who in the
Carolingian Age exercised a miniature hegemony of their own in
the alter orbis of Britain; and the line stretching from Rome across
the Alps to Aachen and from Aachen across the Channel to the
Roman Wall had once been one of the principal bulwarks of the
then extinct Roman Empire. By running a line of communications
north-westwards from Rome across the Alps, establishing a
military frontier along the left bank of the Rhine, and covering the
left flank of that frontier by the annexation of Southern Britain, the
Romans had cut off the western extremity of Transalpine Con-
tinental Europe and annexed it to an empire which, except in this
quarter, was substantially confined to the periphery of the M edi-
terranean Basin. Thus the line embedded in Lotharingia entered
into the geographical structure of the Roman Empire before
Lothaire'stime aswell asinto that of the Western World after it;
but the geometrical figures of the Roman Empire and the Western
World were not the same, and the function of this particular line
in their respective geographical structureswas utterly different. In
the Roman Empire it was the latest outer frontier of a society, at
the l[imit where its expansion in one direction had come to an end;
intheWestern World it has been the original base-line from which
a society has expanded in all directions. During the deep deep of
the interregnum (circa A.D. 375-675) which intervened between
the break-up of the Roman Empire and the gradual emergence of
our Western World out of the chaos, arib was taken from the side
of the older society and was fashioned into the backbone of a new
creatur e of the same species.

This geographical analysis has been pursued at some length
because it offers us a clue for following the Time-extension of our
Western Society further back towards its ultimate origins. It
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indicates two things: first, that in tracing the life of the Western
Society back behind our earliest spatial cross-section at A.D. 775,
we begin to find it presented to usin terms of something other than
itself—in terms of the Roman Empire and of the society to which
the Roman Empire belonged—and, second, that any elements
which we can trace back from Western history into the history of
that other society may have quite different functions and different
degrees of importance in these two different associations.
Lothaire's portion became the base-line of the Western World
because 'the Church’, pushing up towards the Roman frontier
from the rear, here encountered 'the Barbarians pressing down
upon thefrontier from the 'no-man's-land' outside, and eventually
here gave birth to a new society. Accordingly, the historian of the
Western Society, in tracing its roots down into the past from this
point, will concentrate his attention at lower levels (that is to say,
at earlier dates) upon the histories of 'the Church' on the one hand
and of 'the Barbarians on the other; and hewill find it possibleto
follow both these histories downwards (that is to say, backwards in
time) as far as the economic and social and political revolutions of
the last two centuries B.C. into which 'the Graeco-Roman World'
was thrown by the vagt shock of the Hannibalic War. Why did
Rome stretch out a long arm towards the north-west and gather
into her Empire the western corner of Transalpine Europe? Be-
cause she was drawn in that direction by her life-and-death
struggle with Carthage. Why, having once crossed the Alps, did
she stop at the Rhine and not push on to the better physical
frontier of the Baltic, the Vistula, and the Dniestr ? Becausein the
Augustan Age her vitality gave out after two centuries of exhaus-
ting wars and revolutions. Why did 'the Barbarians ultimately
break through ? Because, when a frontier between a more highly
and a less highly civilized society ceases to advance at the more
backward society's expense, the balance does not settle down into a
stable equilibrium but inclines, with the passage of time, in the
more backward society's favour.® Why, when 'the Barbarians
brokethrough the Roman frontier, did they encounter 'the Church’
on the other sde? Materially, because the economic and social
revolutions following the Hannibalic War had brought multitudes
of daves from the Oriental World to work in the devastated areas
of the West, and this forced migration of Oriental labour had been
followed by the peaceful propagation of Oriental religions through
'the Graeco-Roman World'.? Spiritually, because these religions,
with their promise of an 'other-worldly' personal salvation, found

; For an examination of this phenomenon see Part VI 11, below.
For this, ssefurther | | . D (vi), vol. ii, pp. 213-6, below.
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fallow fields to cultivate in the devastated souls of a ‘dominant
minority' which had failed, in thisworld, to save the fortunes of the
'Graeco-Roman' Society.

At this point the student of Western history will be inclined to
stop. He will have traced the roots of his Western Society down
as far as it seems possible to distinguish them. It is noticeable,
however, that although by the time he reaches this level he is
forced to think almost entirely in 'Graeco-Roman' and not in
Western terms, the elements in 'Graeco-Roman' history which are
engaging his attention are not those which would appear to be of
capital importance to a historian who was studying 'Graeco-
Roman' or 'Hellenic' history in the same age for its own sake.

To the student of Hellenic history, both the Christians and the
Barbarians would present themselves as creatures of an alien
underworld—the 'internal' and the 'external' proletariat,® as he
might call them, of the Hellenic Society in its last phase* He
would point out that the great masters of Hellenic culture, down
to and including Marcus Aurelius, almost ignore their existence,
and that in fact they did not begin to come into existence until
after the Hannibalic War. He would diagnose both the Christian
Church and the Barbarian war-bands as morbid affections which
only appeared in the body of the Hellenic Society after its physique

! For this spiritual movement, see further V. C (i) (c) 2, vol. v, pp. 80-2, below.

2 'Hellenic' seems a better title than 'Graeco-Roman' for this society. The name is not
only shorter and less clumsy but also really..more accurate, since this society was
originally created by the ancient Greeks or 'Hellenes' and the Romans only entered into
the 'Hellenic' inheritance at a late date, when the Hellenic Civilization was already in
decline. Accordingly,theterm '"Hellenic' will be used in this sense in thisStudy hereafter.
The term does, of course, beg the question—which the hyphenated compound 'Graeco-
Roman' leaves open—of the relative importance of the roles which were played in the
history of this civilization by the Romans and the Greeks respectively.

® The word 'proletariat' is used here and hereafter in this Study to mean any social
element or group which in some way is'in' but not 'of' any given society at any given
stage of such society's history. That is, it is used in the sense of the Latin word proletarius
from which it is derived. In Roman legal terminology, proletarii were citizens who had
no entry against their names in the census except their progeny (proles). The following
definition is given in the Compendiosa Doctrina per Litteras of Nonius Marcellinus:
'Proletarii dicti sunt plebell qui nihil rei publicae exhibeant sed tantum prolem suffi-
ciant.'" (Quoted by Bruns, C.C., in Fontes luris Romani Antiqui, ed. 7 (Tubingen 1909,
Mohr), Pars Posterior, p. 65.) To say that 'proletarians' contribute nothing to the com-
munity but their progeny is a euphemism for saying that the community gives them no
remuneration for any other contributions that they may make (whether voluntarily or
under compulsion) to the common weal. In other words, a 'proletariat' isan element or
group in a community which has no 'stake* in that community beyond the fact of its
physical existence. It isin this broad sense that the word 'proletariat is used throughout
this Study, and not in the specialized sense of an urban labouring population which
employs the modern Western economic technique called 'Industrialism' and is employed
under the modern Western economic regime called 'Capitalism'. This restricted usage
of theword, which iscurrent to-day, was given this currency by Kar| M ar x, asone of the
technical terms which he coined m order to convey the results of his study of history.
M or e than one of these M ar xian coinages have become current even among people who
reject the M arxian dogmas.

* For an examination of the phenomena of 'the internal proletariat’ and 'the external
proletariat', seethe present Part, Division C (i) (a), pp. 53-0a, below, and also Parts | V ,
V, VI, VII, and VIII, passim, especially V. C (i) (c) 2'and 3, vol. v, pp. 58-337.
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had been permanently undermined and its character enfeebled by
that great disaster; but the Hannibalic War, he would add, set a
term to the creative period of Hellenic history. The student of
Hellenic history who wishes 'to add to the knowledge of his own
subject' should concentrate his attention on what went before.
From the Hannibalic War onwards, it is his melancholy task to
trace how the healthy native tissues of the stricken society were
gradually eaten away by cancerous growths until death at last put
an end to the victim's disorders. He is not called upon to study
the physiology and the growth of these cancers themselves. It is
sufficient for him to record the destructive results of their ravages.
"I have described thetriumph of Barbarism and Religion', Gibbon
writes as he brings his history to a close

Thus a student of Hellenic history and a student of Western
history may both be studying the last phase of Hellenic history and
yet their fields of study may show very little common ground. The
reason is that they are concerned respectively with two histories
which overlap in time but which are nevertheless distinct from one
another. The student of Hellenic history, who is following up the
social stratum that here still occupies the surface towards a point
where this particular stratum disintegrates and disappears, is not
primarily interested in the social stratum beneath it, which only
appears on the surface beyond the point at which the object of his
own study comes to an end. Conversely, the student of Western
history, who is tracing this second stratum backwards from those
sections of it which lie exposed on the surface to the section which
is buried underground, regards the overlying stratum of the Hel -
lenic Society, which can teach him little about the subsequent
history of the Western Society, as so much usdess rock, which has
to be blasted away if he is to succeed in laying bare the sub-
terranean section of the Western stratum which heis attempting to
trace back to its starting-point.

This investigation enables us to draw a positive conclusion
regarding the backward extension of our Western Society in Time.
Just aswe found that the spatial extension of this 'intelligible field',
while wider than that of any single nation belonging to it, was
narrower, even in its most extensive spatial cross-section, than the
entire surface of the Earth and than the whole living generation of
Mankind,sowenow find that itsbackward extensionin Time, while
somewhat longer than that of any single nation belonging to it, is
not so long, even when we take into account the length of its roots
underground, as the span of Time during which the species of
which it is a representative has been in existence. This conclusion

! The History of the Decline and Fall of the Roman Empire, chapter Ixxi.
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follows from the fact that, in the process of tracing the history of
our Western Society backward towards its origins, we strike upon
the last phase of another society of the same kind, the origins of
which evidently lie considerably further back in the past.

This conclusion regarding the age and origins of the Western
Society carrieswithit acorollary regarding' the continuity of history'.

'The continuity of history' is the most attractive of all the con-
ceptions which have been framed on the analogy of the 'classical'
Western Physical Science by Western historians; yet, in view of its
suspect origin, we must harden our hearts and criticize it in the
light of the foregoing investigation. What, precisely, did the
inventors of the term mean to imply ? |f they simply meant that
'the continuity of history' was a particular instance of the con-
tinuity of Life, then their formulais an unimpeachable but not very
illuminating truism. Between all the manifestations of Life some
kind of continuity is certainly discernible—between the amoeba
and the vertebrate, between the ape and the human being, between
parents and offspring in a family—but this continuity is so abstract
that the apprehension of it only brings us to the threshold of
understanding what Life is. We hardly begin to learn anything
about the nature of Life until we succeed in distinguishing the
points of relative discontinuity in the ever-rolling stream—the
bends which intervene between the straight reaches, the rapids
which isolate from one another the quiet navigable stretches, the
crests and troughs of the waves which arise when the waters are
troubled, the seracs and crevasses which are fashioned by age-long
pressure into a myriad forms when the waters are frozen into a
glacier. In other words, the concept of continuity is only signifi-
cant as asymbolic mental background on which we can plot out our
perceptions of discontinuity in all their actual variety and com-
plexity. Let us apply this general observation concerning the study
of Life to the study of History. Does the term ‘continuity of
history®, as used by modern Western historians, tacitly imply that
the mass, momentum, volume, velocity, and direction of the social
stream of human life are constant, or, short of being literally
constant, vary within such narrow limits that the variations have no
historical significance ? If the term carries any such implication as
this, then however attractive it may seem at first sight it is
seriously misleading, as is shown by the results of our inquiry into
the backward Time-extension of our Western Society.

In studying Time-relations in History, our inquiry has demon-
strated that we must distinguish sharply between two degrees of
continuity: the continuity between successive chapters, or suc-
cessive periods and phases, in the history of one and the same
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society, and the continuity between the lives of different societies.
In the abstract, no doubt, the fact of continuity can be demon-
strated in the latter case as well asin theformer, however great the
difference in the degree of continuity may be; but if we merely
consider the two cases in the abstract and in isolation from one
another, we shall not increase our understanding of either. We
must consder them comparatively, and from this angle of vision
it is the relative discontinuity in the second case which is the
significant phenomenon.

We might express the qualitative difference between these two
kinds of continuity by an analogy from the lives of human beings.
The chapters in the history of one and the same society resemble
the successve experiences of a single per son; the 'affiliations and
'apparentations between one society and another resemble the
relations between parent and child. First, the child physically
inherits certain qualities from the parents at conception; then,
after the crisis of birth has produced a violent separation between
mother and child, the child's life is unconsciously moulded in
infancy by the parental environment; next, after it attains con-
stiousness, its childish imagination is dominated by parental
emotions and images; and later, as it grows up, it educates itself
by deliberately studying its parents grown-up fedings and thoughts
and imitating or eschewing their grown-up actions. The sum
total of these parental influences upon the child is no doubt very
great. Nevertheless, the child isin some sense a separate individual
from the moment when it is conceived; and unless at maturity it
makes itself independent of its parents and succeeds in solving the
problems of life out of its own resources, it will not have become a
new 'grown-up' person fit to procreate and educate children of its
own. When we compare the continuity between the lives of parent
and child with the continuity between the successve experiences
in the life of one or other of these individuals, the relative dis-
continuity inthephenomena of 'apparentation' and 'affiliation' isthe
featurethat strikes us as significant. Conception, birth, and death
fix a great gulf between the lives of one individual and another:

Inter enim iectagt vitai pausa, vageque
Deerrarunt passim motus ab sensbus omnes®*

V. SOME PROVISIONAL CONCLUSIONS

Thefirst sage of our inquiry has now reached its term, and it
may be convenient to sum up our provisional conclusons. They
can be stated as follows:

(@ The 'intelligible fields of historical study', whose limits we

! Lucretius: DeRerum Natura, Book | | |, 11 861-2.
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have roughly established by working outwards and backwards from
the standpoint of our own country in our own day, are societies
which have a greater extension, in both Space and Time, than
national states or city-states, or any other political communities.*

(b) Such political communities (national states, city-states, and
the like) are not only narrower in their spatial extension and
shorter-lived in their Time-extension than the respective societies
to which they belong, but their relation to these societies is that of
inseparable parts to indivisible wholes. They are simply articu-
lations of the true social entities and are not independent entities in
themselves. Societies, not states, are 'the social atoms' with which
students of history have to deal.

(c) The societies of which national states like Great Britain or
city-states like Athens are parts, while they are (unlike their parts)
independent entities in the sense that each of them constitutes, by
itself, an 'intelligiblefield of historical study', are at the same time
related to one another in the sense that they are all representatives
of a single species of society.

(d) No one of the particular societies which we have been study-
ing embraces the whole of Mankind or extends spatially over the
whole habitable and navigable surface of the Planet or is coeval
with the species of which it is one representative. Our Western
Society, for example, which is still alive, was not conceived until
the Hellenic Society had passed its maturity, while the Hellenic
Society—even if (as is not the case) it proved, on being traced
back, to be one of the original representatives of the species—has
been extinct for twelve and a half centuries, so that in any case its
complete life-span would fall short of the still uncompleted life-
span of the species by that much already.

(e) Whilethe continuity between the histories of one society and
another is very much slighter in degree than the continuity between
different chapters in the history of any single society (indeed, so

! This conception of societies was already familiar, three-quarters of a century ago,
to de Gobineau:

"I'1 est necessaire de bien expliquer d'abord ce quej'entends par une societe. Ce n'est
pas le cercle plus ou moins dendu dans lequel s'exerce, sous une forme ou sous une
autre, une souverainete distincte. Larepublique d'Athenesn'est pasune societe, nonplus
que le royaume de Magadha, I'empire du Pont ou le Califat d'Egypte au temps des Fati-
mites. Ce sont des fragments de societe qui se transforment sans doute, se rapprochent
ou se subdivisent sous la pression des lois naturelles que je cherche; mais dont I'exis-
tence ou la mort ne constitue pas I'existence ou la mort d'une societe. Leur formation
n'‘est qu'un phenomene le plus souvent transitoire, et qui n'a qu'une action bornee ou
meme indirecte sur la civilisation au milieu de laquelle elle eclot: Ce quej'entends par
societe, c'est une reunion, plus ou moins parfaite au point de vue politique, mais
complete au point de vue social, d"hommes vivant sous la direction d'idees semblables et
avec des instincts identiques. Ainsi I'Egypte, I'Assvrie, la Grece, I'Inde, la Chine, ont
ete ou sont encore le theatre ou des societes distinctes ont deroule leurs destinies,
abstraction faite des perturbations survenues dans leurs constitutions politique,
de Gobineau, le Comte J. A.: Essai sur I'lnegalitd des Races Humaines. (Paris 1853-5,
Firmin-Didot, 4 vols,, vol. i, pp. 11-12.)

C
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much slighter asvirtually todiffer inkind), yetintheTime-relation
between two particular societies of different age—namely, the
Western and the Hellenic—we have observed features which we
may describe metaphorically as 'apparentation' and 'affiliation'.

In the light of these conclusions on matters of historical fact, we
can draw certain other conclusons regarding History as a humane
study. Its true concern is with the lives of socigties in both their
internal and their external aspects. The internal aspect is the
articulation of the life of any given society into a series of chapters
succeeding one another in time and into a number of communities
living sde by side. The external aspect is therelation of particular
societies with one another, which has likewise to be studied in the
two media of time and space.

This view of history may be supported by a further quotation
from Lord Acton, one of the greatet minds among modern
Western historians, in whose career the sterilizing influence of
Industrialism upon historical thought is tragically apparent. Less
daring than Mommsen, Acton did not write his great book before
reaching middle age, and so he never wroteit at all. The spirit of
the times, which transformed Mommsen into an editor of Latin
inscriptions and an encyclopaedist of Roman Constitutional Law,
established its ascendency over Acton also. Mommsen's History of
the Roman Republic was safely published in 1856 before the author
had completed his thirty-ninth year. The idea of a History of
Liberty never faded out of Acton's mind as long as he lived, but
after his death in 1902 no manuscript of such a work was found
among his papers, and several volumes of essays were all that could
be gleaned for posthumous publication by his literary executors.
Acton's power of creative action was paralysed, partly perhaps by
his inborn temperament, but aimost certainly in larger measure
by the unfavourable atmosphere of the times in which he lived.
His 'History of Liberty' would assuredly have been committed to
paper if he had been a contemporary of Voltaire or Gibbon or
Turgot;* but in theindustrial age hisvision of theintelligiblewhole
was perpetually being obstructed by the misapplied ideals of the

1 Turgot's contributions to the study of history werejuvenilia. At the threshold of
maturity he was permanently diverted from study to administration, and it is as a
philosophic administrator rather than as an effective ﬂhuosopher that he has made his
mark. Yet in these immature and fragmentary essays he has made a greater permanent
contribution to the understanding of history than Acton succeeded in making by devoting
a long and laborious life to historical industry. Turgot's essays on the study ‘of history
are: the two discourses 'Sur les avantages que I'eéablissement du Christianisme a
procures au %enre humain’, delivered at the Sorbonne on the 3rd July and the nth
September, 1750; the 'Esqjuisse d'un plan de geographie politique’; the 'Plan de deux
discours sur I'histoire universelle’; and the "Plan du second discours sur |'histoire
universelle, dont I'objet sera les progres de |'E,S[JI‘II humain'. These s, together with
some illuminating ‘pensees et fragments, will be found on pp. 589-678 of the second
\t/Jome%lOf the edition of Turgot's collected works which was published at Paris in 1844

y Guillaumin.
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exploitation of raw materials and the Division of Labour.' Just as
Mommsen's name will always be associated with the Corpus
Inscriptionum Latinarum, so Acton's name will be with The Cam-
bridge Modern History—though, less fortunate than Mommsen in
this again, he did not live to carry to completion the great com-
posite work which he planned and initiated.

In his letter to the contributors to The Cambridge Modern
History, dated the 12th March 1898, Acton gave this glimpse of
the vision that was in him:

'‘By Universal History | understand that which is diginct from the
combined higory of all countries, which is not a rope of sand, but a
continuous development, and is not a burden on the memory, but an
illumination of the soul. It moves in a successon to which the nations
are subgdiary. Their sory will be told, not for their own sake, but in
reference and subordination to a higher series according to the time and
degreein which they contributeto the common fortunes of Mankind.'

It was a tragedy that the great historian who gained this Pisgah
sight of the Promised L and should not have lived to cross over at
the head of the followers whom he had led to the threshold. Was
not Moses a greater leader than Joshua? And was not David, who
hewed and assembled and fashioned the materials for the building
of the Temple, a greater hero than Solomon, who had simply to
put together the laboriously wrought blocks and beams which his
father had placed ready to his hand ? Could Solomon ever have
built the Temple if he had not been able to begin where David
left off? Could Joshua ever have conquered the Promised Land if
Moses had not shepherded the Isradlites across the Wilderness to
the brink of Jordan ? Who areweto criticize our predecessorsinto
whose labours we have entered ? |If Acton's career was a tragedy,
is not our criticism of Acton and the other Western historians of
his generation and his school an act of ingratitude and impiety ?

! 'Itwas. . .the desire not to speak before he had read everything that was relevant
whether m_grmt or manuscript, that hindered so severely hiS output. His project
History of Liberty was, from the first, impossible of achievement. It would haverequired
the intellects of Napoleon and Julius Caesar combined, and the lifetime of the patriarchs,
to have executed that project as Acton appears to have planned it. A History of Liberty,
beginning with the ancient world and carried down to our own day, to be based entirely
upon original sources, treating both of the institutions which secured it, the persons who
fou_(};ht for it, and the ideas which expressad it, and taking note of all that scholars had
written about every several portion of the subject, was, and is, beyond the reach of a
single man. Praob IK_towards_the dose of his life Acton had felt this. The Cambridge
Modern History, which required the co-operation of so many specialists, was to him
really but a fragment of this great project.

'Hislife marks what, in an age of minute specialism, must always be at once the crown
and the catastrophe of those who take all knowledge for their province.. )

'His achievement is something different from any book. Acton's lifework was. in
fact, himsdf. . . . Those who are nice in comparisons may weigh againg the book lost
the man gained. Those who loved him will know no doubt. ™ (Introduction to The
History of Freedom and other Essadys by John Emerich Edward Dalberg-Acton, first
Baron Acton, edited with an introduction by J. N. Figgisand R. V. Laurence (L ondon
1907 Macmiflan).)
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Perhaps we may defend ourselves by pointing out that Acton and
his contemporaries, in their day, were no less critical of their own
predecessors—the Gibbons and the Voltaires. In the world of
scholarship, to give and take criticism is all in the day'swork; and,
each in our day, we may criticize our predecessors without becom-
ing guilty of presumption so long as we are able to look forward
without rancour to being criticized in our turn by our successors
when our day is past. Thisis simply one out of many applica-
tions of an ethical 'law' which is so fundamental that its classc
illustrations are to be found in primitive ritual and mythology.
In the ritual of the Golden Bough at Nemi, 'the priest who dew
thedayer and shall himself be dlain' was free from blood-guiltiness
because he had paid for doing what his predecessor had done by
dooming himself to suffer his predecessor's fate at the hands of
his successor.  In the mythology of Olympus, Cronos overthrew
Uranusin order to be overthrown in histurn by Zeus.

3s &8 Emar &y, rpra-
xrfipos olyerat ruywv.!

Moreover, in the realm of thought, this inevitable destiny is no
tragedy on a philosophic view, because the thinker who is sur-
pased is not thereby superseded. If the touchstone of criticism
proves his thought true metal, this means that he has added one
more burnished link to the golden chain. He has poured into the
ever-rolling stream of thought one more bucketful of pure water
which will swell the river's volume and flow onward in its current
far beyond that point on the bank where the mortal who made his
contribution has stood for a moment of Time, and long after his
intervention has been forgotten.

Cedit enim rerum novitate extrusa vetustas

smper, et ex aliis aliud reparare neceses;

nec quisquam in barathrum nec Tartaradeditur atra:
materies opus es ut crescant podera saeda;

guae tamen omnia te vita perfuncta sequentur:

nec minus ergo ante haec quam tu cecidere, cadentque.
dc alid ex aio nunquam desstet oriri

vitaque mancipio nulli datur, omnibus usu.?

Furthermore, these universal conditions—the three conditions
of criticism, transitoriness, and successon under which the scholar
has to do his work—are not mere arbitrary decrees, imposed from
without, to which the wise man bows, as the Stoic Cleanthes bowed
to the dictates of Zeus,® because he knows that they are ineluctable.

e%/Ius Agamemnon, 11 171-2
Lucr ius: DeRerum Natura, Book | | | ,11 964-71.

1il'8he passage will be found in von Arnim, J.: Stoicorum Veterum Fragmentavol. i,
p.
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They are conditions that arise from the nature of scholarship it-
sdf, which makes its progress by a rhythmic alternation between
two activities—the collection of materials and their arrangement,
the finding of facts and their interpretation—just as a physical
organism lives and grows by an alternation between eating and
digestion. The old fable of the belly and the members points the
mor al that neither activity issuperior or inferior, prior or posterior,
primary or parasitic, but that each isinseparable from the other as
a part of the same whole and complementary to the other as a phase
in the same recurrent process. For the alternation perpetually
recurs in virtue of the very nature of thought. When the mind is
employed in finding facts, its sheer success inhibits it sooner or
later from fact-finding uninterruptedly ad infinitum. Sooner or
later it finds itself so formidably beleaguered by the mass of facts
which it has gathered round it that, until it has sorted them out and
arranged them in some kind of order, it can no longer sally out into
the Universe to gather more. Then the mind changes its activity
perforce and employs itself for a season in making syntheses and
interpretations. Yet now, once again, its sheer success inhibits it
from working, uninterruptedly and adinfinitum, at bringing order
out of chaos. Sooner or later, it finds that it has reduced to order
all those materials which it had collected in its last fact-finding
reconnaissance. Fresh facts must now be found before the process
of synthesis and interpretation can be carried further. And so, in
due course, the mind changes its activity once more and isues out,
by the new paths which it has cleared for itself, into the Universe
that ever awaits its coming in order to gather facts there again, as
before, until the time approaches for the next attempt at synthesis
and interpretation on a new plan and perhaps on a larger scale.
No collection of facts is ever complete, because the Universe is
without bounds. And no synthesis or interpretation is ever final,
because there are always fresh facts to be found after the first
collection has been provisionally arranged.

Thisrhythm is native to thought in all its different channels. In
the channel of Physical Science, we have seen that thought has
recently passed out of a fact-finding phase into the next phase of
synthesis and interpretation.® In the channel of historical thought,

1 A clear-sighted recognition of this change of phase in the process of scientific
thought will befound, for example, in the Harveian Oration which was delivered on the
19th October 1931 in London, at the Royal College of Ph{sluans by Dr. Robert
Hutchison, as reported in The Timet of the20th October 1931: )

'I'n the apparatus of knowledge, they had immense advantages compared with the
men of Harvey's day. Our danger rathér was that, owing to the accumulation of know-
ledge, Science' might be suffocated in its own secretions; a remedy for that was one of
the prn% needs of our generation. It was no longer possble for any man to take all

knowledge Tor his province. Specialism was inevitable; but though favourable to the
accumulation of facts, it was bad for the philosophy of knowledge. There was too little
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we may foresee that acorrespondingtransition fromthefact-finding
to the synthetic and interpretative activity is destined to take place
to-day or to-morrow.

'Data of one kind or another are not so difficult to obtain; but
generalisation is another matter. The social scientist may resent the
premature generalisations of his predecessors. He will himself not get
very far unless he himself tentatively generalises; unless, in aword, he
has ideas as well as data. Essays and investigations may be piled
mountain-high; they will never by themselves constitute a science or a
philosophy of economics, psychology or society. The two processes—
the making of hypotheses and the gathering of data—must go on
together, reacting upon each other. For in the social sciences, as else-
where, generalisation is at once a test of and a stimulus to minute and
realistic research. The generalisationswill not endure; why shouldthey ?
They have not endured in mathematics, physics and chemistry. But,
then, neither have the data. Science, social or other, is a structure: "A
series of judgments, revised without ceasing, goes to make up the
incontestable progress of Science. We must believe in this progress, but
we must never accord more than a limited amount of confidence to the
formsinwhich it is successively vested.""'1

As we pursue our Study of History, we shall find? that this
rhythmic alternation between two antithetic yet complementary
activities, which is native to thought in general and to historical
thought in particular, is also native to History itself.

speculation and too little use of the imagination; and most scientific literature was barren
inideas. It might be a good thing if there were a close time in laboratory work for, say,
five years, to enable them to digest the huge accumulation of knowledge they already
possessed and to think out new lines of advance.'

* Flexner, Abraham: Universities American, English, German (Oxford 1930, Uni-
versity Press), pp. 12-13, quoting Duclaux, E.: Pasteur: the History of a Mind (English
translation: Philadelphia and London 1920, Saunders), p. I11.

2 InPartl | .B,below.



C. THE COMPARATIVE STUDY OF CIVILIZATIONS
I. A SURVEY OF SOCIETIES OF THE SPECIES
(@ A PLAN OF OPERATIONS

N the preceding investigation® we have established the existence

of societies which (unlike their articulations called states) are
independent entities in the sense that each of them constitutes by
itself an 'intelligible field of historical study', but which at the
same time are all representatives of a single species. The next step
in a study of History isto find out more about the species to which
such societies belong; and the natural way to proceed is to make
a comparative study of the societies belonging to it. The necessary
prelude to this comparative study is to identify as many representa-
tives of the speciesaswe can.

For this preliminary survey, certain simple operations suggest
themselves.

First, we start with five living representatives of the species—the
Western, Orthodox Christian, Islamic