Il. (The)Social sciendes) and social ontology

(Sozialwissenschaften und Sozialontologie)
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1. [The] Stumbling and [the] flight of fancy of (the)
philosophersn the realm (or area) (field, domain,
sphere) of the soci&ocial realm) $tolpern und

H® henfl ug der Phil osophen

The achievements (accomplishments, feats) of the ontologists of'the 16
and 17" century constituted (were) the popular (beloved, favourite, liked)
target of Enlightenment mockery (ridicule, scorn, teasing): they [the said
achievements of the T'é&nd 17" century ontologists] smelt of
scholasticism. Since then (that time) (Ever sigr@hilosophical

ontologies became (have become) more and more (increasingly) half
hearted and ((more and) more, increasingly) rare(r) (scarce, uncommon,
seldom), and they (have) enjoyed less and less attention (consideration,
recognition, acceptance)] accordance with general (common, universal)

[commonly held, mainstream] opinion (opining), natural (i.e. physical)

science (die Naturwissenschaft) was henceforth alone (solely) competent

(responsible, appropriate) (in regard) to (for) penetrate (peingirat
(find(ing) its way (go(ing)) into (fathom(ing)) the secrets (mysteries) of
being (Is) (in die Geheimnisse des Seins einzudringen), to (for, in)
account(ing) for the origin (beginnings, provenance, derivation) and
constitution (composition or texturej the world (Ursprung und
Beschaffenheit der Welt].he (thereupon) (of necessity) (carried out,
effected) turn of many philosophers (carried out, effected, [which] took
place (occurred)) (of necessity) (immediately after that) from ontological

to anthroplogical and sociabntologicalquestion formulations
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(formulations of the [a] question, problem examinations, examinations of
(a [the]) problem(s), central themeas)uld of course just as little leave its
mark on (shape, mould, stamp) modern social seidnoked at
(considered, regarded) as a whole, as the earlier philosopfimads
(endeavours) at the deciphering (or explaining) of beindhéd)shaped
(formed, moulded) the netimes (moderngra)) world image (picture)

(Die daraufhin notgedrungemfelgte Wendung vieler Philosophen von
ontologischen hin zu anthropologischen und sozialontologischen
Fragestellungekonnte freilich die moderne Sozialwissenschatt,

Il ngesamt betracht, ebensowenig pr2ge
Anstrengungen zurret r 2 t s &eéins dag nedzeittiche Weltbild
gestalt hatten). The pioneering (or groundbreaking) (trailblasing;
bahnbrechenden) positions and insights came here almost (nearly)
without exception from fields (areas, sectors) outside of philosophy,
[somehing] which nevertheless as a rule did not hinder (prevent, stop,
obstruct) (on [in respect of] that) oseledly (unilaterally) [educated] or
half(-)educated philosophers, as well as commentators uneducated in
(terms of) (as regards) the history of iddemn celebrating as [a]
specifically philosophical harvest (result(s), yield, fruits, return, proceeds)
ideas (or thoughts) which for other(s) [scientists, thinkers, philosoghers]
in many cases (frequently) in [with] different terminology and in other
contextsi were already [a] commonplace. On the whole (In general
(terms)), (the) nevimes (moderngra)) philosophy has not been (was
not) able to (could not) independently determine its quastion
formulations (formulations of the [a] question, problexaminations,
examinations of (a [the]) problem(s), central themiestause these
[question formulations] were directly or indirectly dictated first of all by
the formation of mathematical natural (i.e. physical) science in the 17
century, [and] thenafter that, after(wards)) [thereafter] by the rise of
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anthropology and historical or social science in the Agentifhtenment
(Geschichtsb zw. Sozi al wi ssenschaf,inthem Zei't
19" and in the 20 century the dual (double, twin) predominance

(supremacy) of these disciplines continued, while at the same time (in

relation to which) the tensions (stresses, strains) in their relation(ship)

(with (towards) each other) partly (turned, separated) [diYi(ted)

(philosophers) (against one another, into different camps) (e.g. scientistic
positivism vs. phenomenology ahdrmeneutics (szientistischer
Positivismus vVvs. Ph?njladpatyogi e und
encouraged [them, philosophers] to appeaupseme (or chief) judges.

This matter of concern (or aim) (objective, purpose, desire) [, i.e. to

appear as supreme judges,] did (was) not however meet with success

(come to pass, realised, destined to succeed) (achieved), in any case (at

any rate, anyhwe) no(ne) [success, achievement] was recognised as such

outside of rather isolated philosophical ciréles

In view of (With regard to) our more special (particular, specific)
knowledge (cognitive) (or research) intergsts Hinblick auf unsere
speziellera Erkenntnisinteressgrthis (these) state of affairs (facts (of
the matter), circumstances) in the history of ideas can be schematised as
follows: thephilosophy of the subject (subject philosopthwgs shaped
(formed, moulded) by (in (respect of), witla) the] dual (double, twin)
endeavour (effort),(;, :) to deal (cope) with (manage) the
(epistemological, knowledggheoreticalpporias (i.e. doubts,
contradictions or paradoxe@ertaining to the theory of knowledge),
which mathematical natural (i.e.y#ical) sciencé e.g. through (by
means of, with) the distinction (difference, differentiation) between

primary and secondary properties (or qualities) or through the postulate of

1 n relation to this complex (or set of issues) in the history of ideas see Komdgtiphysikkritik
esp. pp. 149ff., 372ff..
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strict causalityinnaturel(lur ch di e Unterscheidung z
undsekund?2ren Eigenschaften oder durct
Nat ur k aiurasad (threwtup), and at the same time, to
psychologicallyanthropologically safeguard (protect) the ethical claim of
normative Reasowis-"-vis the authority of faith (belief)und zugleich

den ethischen Anpruch normativer Vernunft gegpen der

Gl a u b e n 3 &he steps towartis (for) an overcoming of the

philosophy of the subject (subject philosophy) through the theoretical

putting first of factors likehe lifeworld, intersubjectivity othe strata

(layers) of depth(s) (hdlepth (deep(er), ddp(s)) strata) [strata of depth]

of existence as [the] terrain (territory, ground, soil, |ade)y Lebenswelt,

der I ntersubjektivitat odsBodepoar Ti ef
which philosophy (also as philosophy of the subject (subject philosophy))

can only growtook place (then) again (on the other hand, in turn) against

the background (backdrop) and under the (atmospheric) pressure (of an
atmosphere) of an aady advanced historical and social science, which
frequently (in many cases) unconsciously took up (absorbed, assimilated)

or (meta)developed basifundamentalEnlightenmenapproaches

(tendencies, currentfie aufkPrerische Grundadtze vielfach

unbewut aufnahm bzw. weiterentwickelte) and, looked at (regarded,

considered) in [regard to] [as to] their overall (total) effect, destroyed
(ruined) philosophyds myth of 1ife (
Philosophie), that is, the myth of the audory of the intellectspirit),

namely, through (the) proof of its [the intellest(p i r i t ) 6s] bi ol og
geographical, economic, ideological etc. dependencies. Otherwise stated

(said) (In other words, R differently} from the moment (instance, time)

(in, at) which the conviction [that] the products of the intellegtfit) in

general are deducible (derivable, inferable) from-mbellectual

constants or variables (Geistesproduitierhaupt seien aus nicht
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intellektuellen Konstanten oder Variablen alidai) was consolidated in

the consciousness of the (socially and historically scientifically educated)
broader public (audience) (educated in social and historical scielase) (
breiteren sozialund geschichtswissenschaftlich gebildeten PubliRums
atleast one main (chief) school of thought (or tendency) (trend, direction)
of philosophy (eine Hauptrichtung der Philosophie) had to follow suit
(play along) and set out on a search of that ontic terrain (territory, ground,
soil, land) (ontischen Bodgon which philosophy itself grows. This
philosophical investigation (research, exploration) of [into] the roots of
philosophy in being (Is) was often mixed (blended), as [it] was (to be)
expected, with handed (passed) down (i.e. traditional) metaphysical or
ontological thoughts (notions, ideas, perceptions) and concepts (mit
¢oerlieferten metaphysischen oder ontologischen Gedanken und
Begriffen), which though, now in (on, from) the roundabout way of the
illumination (elucidation) of the structures of existefaef dem Unweg

der Erhellung von Strukturen der Exister{gyere) turnedback (again),
around)(were bent) towardihe anthropological [sphere, field, domain,
dimension, element] (ins Anthropologische umgebogen wurden), and
consequently (thus, thereforfeund [a] connection (made contact, were
connected) with ongoing ((then) current) debates. The prospect
(perspective) of aocialontology, however, emerged (could be seen to
emerge) only wheguestion formulations (formulations of the [a]

guestion, proble examinations, examinations of (adihproblem(s),

central themes), which despite all [the] philosophical mystification (bei
aller philosophischen Mystifizierung) were in actual fact of [an]
anthropological character, were connected with fundameresicy
reflections (considerations or thoughts) (deliberations, observations)
(grundspPbet | e)tmeaspea of the lifeworld and
intersubjectivity. The influence of tle®cial (sciences) and (intellectual(
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spiritual) sciences)f the humanitiesjSozial und
Geisteswissenschaften) and of the New Times (Modern Era) in general
made itself felt (became apparent (noticeable)) therefore exactly in [the
fact] that the aforementioned search for the ontic original foundation (or
first cause) lying beyond (on tla¢her side of) the philosophical intellect
flowed (lead), again despite all (the) philosophical mystification, in(to)

social ontology.

This development was of courseeven (noruniform, patchy,

asymmetrical, irregular) and contradictory (inconsistamt)g | ei ¢ hm2 Ci ¢
und wi d e, am mgeedmbt onty because of (the) strong

(intense, stark) memories (recollections, remembrances, reminiscences)

of traditional met aphysics and ont ol
entanglement (embroilment, inv@ment) in (with) the nevimes

(modernfera)) theory of knowledge (epistemology) and philosophy of

the subject (subject philosophy) likewise had (has) an impeding

(obstructive) effect (worked obstructively (hinderingly, hamperingly));

the [his] ontologicaintention, to tap into (or infer) (develop, open up,

deduce, decipher, find) the foundations (depths, cause, reason; Grund) of
philosophy and science, was here of course (indeed, in fact) unmistakable
(obvious), on the other hand however, the ontic fotioda (depths,

cause, reason) weneoved (transferred) into (laid irthe noetic [sphere]

(i.e. mind or intellect{wurde aber der ontische Grund ins Noetische
hineinverlegt), anthe thematisation (examination or making the subject

of discussionjdie Thematisierung)of intersubjectivity and [the]

lifeworld was undertaken not least ((first) of all, primarily) from the point

of view (perspective, angle) of the question (problem, issue) of

constitution (Konstitutionsfrage). Nonetheless, neither the

anthropobgisation or psychologisatiasf those foundations ([the]
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growing weight of the bodily (physical, corporeal) and affective factor),

nor the broadening (widening, expansion, extension) of this thematisation

under [with regard to, in accordance with, subfectn view of] the free

use of historical leitmotifs, could be long in coming (delayed). In

particular (Especially, Particularly)(,) the connection (fastening, tying) to

(with) Diltheytover Husserl 6s head i{without ¢
meant a consciau(re)taking ((re)picking) up of the thread (again) of

(the) methodically (i.e. methodologically) already refined historical

science (science of history) (der methodisch schon raffinierten
Geschicht swi ssenschaft), since Dilth
suc@ssor, as well as [meaning] an unconscious continuation of
Enlightenmen{social-)(scientific) and historicascientific) approaches

(in social and historical scienc@ufk@rerischersoziat und

geschicht swi s s e hsncenDalthey, agnedamengst Ans 2t ze
very few [thinkers, philosophers], did not share (in) [a belief in] the

legend (or myth) of the intellectualistic Enlightenment (der

intellektualistischen Auflrungf. Di | t hey6s met hodol ogi
considerations (thoughts or reflections) (delilieress) and analyses as

regards the history of ideas constituted a pioneering feat (Pionierleistung)

in the philosophical search for the (social)ontic roots of philosophy, and

as such had to shake up (necessarily shook up) theosdifience (self

assurane) of the philosophers of the subject (das SelbstQs&in der
Subjektphilosophen), especially the intellectualistically orieraigr{ied)

[ones, philosophers of the subject] (der intellektualistisch ausgerichteten).
Simultaneously (At the same time, @omrently) however, they

[ Diltheyds methodol ogical <consi der at

history of ideas] were suitable for the [purpose of] instilling a new self

2 See the treatis@Das 18. Jahrhundert und die geschichtliche We&les. Schriftenlll, p. 209ff.. Cf.
Kondylis,Au f k | ,p.A21ff.g

281



confidence in those philosophers who were prepared (ready, willing) for a
rethink (to re@rientate their thought) (die zum Umdenken bereit waren).

Because the humiliation (or degradation) one may say so of

philosophy by the social and historical sciences (Denn die Erniedrigung

wenn man so sagen dértler Philosophie durch die Soziahd
Geschichtswissenschaften) was compensated by (through) [an, the]

intensified (exacerbated, aggravated) demarcation (delimitation,

dissociation) against (fromjs-"-vis) (Abgrenzung gegen) the natural

(i.e. physical) sciences, in relation to which mahilosophers assigned
themselves the task of taking on (assuming, accepting) the leadership in

the revolt (rebellion, uprising, revolution) against the natural sciences (die
F¢hrung im Aufstand gegen die Naturwissenschaften), and thereby (thus,

as a redlt) conferring (granting, giving, awarding) anew (upon, to) their

field (subject, realm, domain; Fach) the old regal (kingly, royal) dignity

under (in) more difficult (less favourable) conditions (circumstances).

That is why the abovenentioned revolt sooobtained avorld-

theoretical(view, graphic, representative, illustratioaaf)ecgoing far

beyond the methodological dimensigiér die methodologische

Dimension weit hinausgehenden weltanschaulichen Aspekt); the revolt
therefore came (arrived) on teeene as [the, a] struggle against (the)

Ai nstrumental thought (thinking)o, t
(technique)o and modern dasvilisation
Ainstrument elGeda ahekreknd rofs,i gkdkeiiea der Te
moderne Zivilisatiorgberhaupt). Even in neldantian circles, which

otherwise thought much of their own methodological rigour (strictness,
stringency)the clean separation of the nomological from the idiographic

(die saubere Trennung des Nomologischen von ldiographiseves

often and gladly (or willingly) transformed (changed, converted) into a

partisanship (taking sides, siding, positioning, espousal, advocacy) in
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favour of (for) the latter [idiographic], and theought (intellectual)
categories (categories of thougbenkkategorienwere (culturally
philosophically or culturallyhistorically) underpinned (supported,
sustained) (in terms of the philosophy or history of cujt(neirden
kulturphilosophisch odegeschichtlich untermauértThe paradoxical
overall result of such and similar tendencies was this: the more
philosophy devoted itself to (espoused) an-antéllectualistic stance (or
positioning) (attitude, view), the more it admitted (confessed, owned up
(to) T oftenunintentionally (involuntarily)pr while gnashing its teeth
(grudgingly)i [that] it itself did not spring (arise) from (the, a) clear,
unerring (or incorruptible) intellect, but from a frequently (in many cases)
opaque (obscure) (anthropgloal and social) ontic terrain (territory,
ground, solil, land). Quite a few (Many a, Some) [philosopher(s),
thinker(s)] were (was) of course only all too willing to propagate this
loudly. (The, A) Desire (An appetite) for provocation played, into the
barcain (in the course of this), a role, also (as well as) the feeling (sense)
[that] as [a] philosopher in the conventional (traditional) sense, one did

not, anyway, have very much to lose.

So (Thus, In this way), a main (chief) school of thought (or tendency

(trend, direction) of philosophy (eine Hauptrichtung der Philosophie) in

the 20" century reached (arrived at) (up to, as far as) the threshold of

social ontology. But only up to (as far as) there. Because the ontological
categories, which one adoptedtowed, took) partly from the

philosophical tradition, [and] partly (has) shaped (moulded) oneself, were

i entirely (completely) apart from the question of their [the said

ont ol ogical <categorieso] in principl
usefulness (usalily) in the new context applied not to the being (Is) of

the social or to society in its sociahtologically decisive (determinative)
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dimension, but rather to [the] individual existences and [the] relations
between the[se] same [(those) individualgnth (nicht auf das Sein des
Sozialen bzw. auf die Gesellschaft in ihren sozialontologisch
maCgeblichen Dimensionen, sondern vielmehr auf individuelle
Existenzen und Beziehungen zwischen denselben). The ascertainment
[that] the being(Is)n-the-world and tle being(Is})with (i.e. being with)
(das InderWelt-Sein und das Mitseirgonstituted indispensable
categorial (categorical) determinations (or definitions) of the subject
(unabdingbare kategorielle Bestimmungen des Subjekts) did not therefore
serve asthe, a] starting point for the exploration of (investigation
(research) into) that world, to which exactly the beingfishe-world as
being(Is)€)with (i.e. being with) of (the) individual existences refers, but
as [the] not further deepened foundatfonbasis) of considerations
(thoughts or reflections) (deliberations) on [the] character and
possibilities of existence in its being(l9y(ith (i.e. being with) with
others[other existencegsondern als nicht weiter vertiefte Grundlage
von; berlegungergber Charakter und fylichkeiten der Existenz in

ihrem Mitsein mit anderen). It was indeed declared (or explained) (said,
stated)i and in this declaration (or explanation) (statement) the deciding
(decisive) step beyond (over) the philosophyhe subject (subject
philosophy) was beheld (sedn)[that]being(ls}in-the-world and
being(Is)f)with (i.e. being with) are for existence absolutely (really,
actually, virtually) constitutive (geradezu konstitutiv), but in the course of
this, exactlythe constitution of existence (die Konstitution der Existenz),
not that [the constitution] of the social and of society stood (was) at the
centre of attention (interest), [in regard to] which [(and) the said
constitution of the social and of society] rathad an (took) effect
(worked) as [a] mere backdrop (setting, scenery). To conceptually
apprehend (grasp, understand) the sammilc (das Sozialontische) and to
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consequently set up (or formulate) (put forward, establish, propose,
advance) a social ontmjy (eine Sozialontologie aufzustellen), and, to
emphasise (underline, stress) the seardic aspect (den sozialontischen
Aspekt) or also the character of existence, are obviously (evidently) two
[(completely) different] things. The pleasant (nice, saisal) result
(outcome) of [the] philosophical efforts (endeavours) was, at any rate, the
ontologisation (die Ontologisierung) of categories or concepts (notions),
which from [the point of view of, in relation to] their content (Gehalt)
actually (reallyoriginally) belonged to anthropology. Kierkegaard had
mapped (or traced) (worked) out how such a thing can be done when he
described (outlined, sketched) [the] central existential situations of man
(humans) as functions of his (their) ontic relation(skiftih a

[something] higher or overarching (superior or general) [thing] (i.e. with
something higheor overarching)dls er zentrale existentielle Lagen des
Menschen als Funktionen seines ontischen dfgrissesmit einem

H° her en oder ,andmtfoginstancdsenerdlye n )
psychological given (actual) facts (Gegebenhettévdw certainly

during the projection of ontological structures inside existence, or during
the apprehension (grasping, understanding) of existence with the help (on
the basis) obntological conceptuality, ample (abundant, liberal) use of
phenomenological insights and analyses was made (bei der Erfassung der
Existenz anhand ontologischer Begrifflichkeit reichlich Gebrauch von
phtnomenologischen Einsichten und Analysen gemackdygh
(however) Kierkegaardodos exampl e r ema
important, decisive) in another important respect, and indeed not so much
because of a direcbnten-related(filled) (substantive) influence, but out

[because] of much more general reasons, which have to do with the

3 Cf. Buber,Problem p. 92.
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deepest power claim of philosophers, i.e. the claim to be creators

(founders or establishers) of meaning(,) and as a result (thus)(,$ guide
(signposts) (Sinnstifter und somit W
version of the existential (ontologische Fassung des Existentiellen) was

(stood), as is (well) known, characterised (marked, under the influence

(sign)) by (of) an ethicahormative in his case, religious concern (worry,

anxiety), and exactly this concern (worry, anxiety) now (re)gained (got)

(again), especiallyis-"-vis the relative normative colourlessness of the

original (initial) phenomenological approach, the upper hand, iéven

[the said (religious) concern] in some thinkers, by no means (not in the

least) in all, lost the religious hu€he question (problem, issue) of (in

relation to, about, regarding, in accordance with) the ontological

constitution (state, condition ¢exture) of existence (der ontologischen

Verfassung der Existenz) soon (suddenly, abruptly) turned (changed) into

the [a] question of fAgenuldechtedi (aut hen
Existenz), and from (out of) the ascertainment of the constitutive

character othe being(Is{)with (i.e. being with), or, of the social

relation, for existence, ([there] was) a demand for [the] regulation of this
relation in accordance with the need
existence [arose, ensued, came abiostil further: it [the said

ascertainment and demand] was (were) a description (portrayal, account)

of the ontieexistential (des Ontisekxistentiellen) and of the sociahtic

on the basis of perceptions (views, notions, representations;
Vorstellungen)of egar di ng, on) fAgenuineo exi s
A g e n Yintertheiman interpersondlrelation (between humans

(people) (zwischenmenschliche Bezwin): the Ought turned (was

transformed (converted)) thereby (because of that, as a result), in

accordance witlfa] tried and tested (proven, effective) model (pattern or

example), into an Is (Das Sollen verwandelte sich dadurch nach
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bewthrtem Muster in ein Sein). Only the analysis of the semmilc and

of the existential from the privileged or exclusive poinviefv of the
relation between existences, or the
exi stence on the one hand and (At heo
other hand, could develop thdramaticality (dramaticnesshich

allowed (permitted) an effectraising (posing) of the question of

meaning and of (the) Ought (Skund Sollensfrage), irrespective of (no

matter) whether the philosopher, in the process, more likely (rather)

enthused about (dreamt of) longked ideal relations, or preferably

(mainly, chiefly) lamented the wretchedness (misery) of preska)

(current) relations.

No doubt (Certainly), the analysis of thanyway (at any rate, in any

event)(,) social relation between individuals belongs, just like (as)

certain aspects ofanthro ogy, to soci al ontol ogyo
of research), but only under (on, in accordance with) the logical condition

that the sociabntic or society is not deduced (derived) from relations

between individual existences, but conversely (vice vénsagther way

around), these relations are understood (comprehended) or (conceptually)

put in order (ordered, incorporated) (conceptually) only out of

consideration for the soctahtic or (the) society as a whole. The analysis

of the social relation betvwea individuals can offer (provide, afford,

present) one amongst several (a few) possible starting points in the

direction of a social ontology,(;) it [the said social relation between

i ndi vidual s] constitutes neither 1its
(area, sector) nor its [social ontol
( G e wdie @nalyse der ohnehin sozialeih Beziehungzwischen

Individuen gebrt, ebenso wie bestimmte Aspekte der Anthropologie,

zum Forschungsbereich der Sozialontologie, aber ner det logischen
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Bedingung, d&nicht das Sozialontische oder die Gesellschaft aus
Beziehungen zwischen individuellen Existenzen abgeleitet, sondern
umgekehrt diese Beziehungen erst mitksicht auf das Sozialontische
oder die Gesellschaft als ganze bitgn bzw. begrifflich eingeordnet
werden. Die Analyse der sozialen Beziehung zwischen Individuen kann
einen unter einigen fglichen Ausgangspunkten in Richtung auf eine
Sozialontologie bieten, sie bildet weder deren aussgicles Gebiet

noch deren theetischen Gipfef) But the intellectsépirits) of (the)
philosophers did not separate (or diverge) (divide) on (in regard to, over)
this socialontologically crucial question (matter), which was touched
upon by them only indirectly, namely, through th&ramvledgement
(recognition) of the constitutive significance (importance, meaning) of
thebeing(Is}in-theworld and the being(Is)fwith (i.e. being with)¥or

the being (Is) of existence. Rather, they separated (or diverged) (divided)
in theattempts atalysing or at determining (defining) the relation
between | and You or between | and society in (the) light of, on each and
every respective occasion, different ethicatmative preferences (die
Beziehung zwischen Ich und Du oder zwischen Ich und Gelsaftsm

Lichte jeweils anderer ethisatormativer P¥ferenzen). It shoul@imust,

4 See our comments (remarks) following (below) on (in regard to) [the] spectrum and [the] mechanism
of the social relation. Hence it is wrong (false) to describe (refer to, call) the relation of the | with
(towardsi n r espect o-qgcial fohpes Foivue tas | Fitgsrdesdch gum\De alsh
Avorgesellschaftlich); such a relation is stricto sensu pestial (or possocietal)

(nachgesellschattlich), if one may say so, i.e. it always takes place (isappeurs) inside of, or

against the background of, an already constituted society, and in it [this society] all [the] central social
ontological factors have an (take) effect (work), as they intersect with (or cross) one another in the fact

[ of ] Bsodheuwi ssen, who is responsible (to blame) f
something which is [commits, makes] an oxymoron as well. Although he himself emphasises
(underlines, stresses) @Athe | i mdiy(artapplicabsity)ofnar r owness

the FYour e | a tAdie ®egrenziheit des Geltungsbereichs defDakBeziehund), and expresses

the correct (right) conviction [that] neither from the transcendental nor from the dialogical approach

(weder vom transzendentaleach vom dialogischen Ansadzg [is there] any passable (feasible,

practicable) way (path, road) [which] would lead to(wards) the constitution of the social, nevertheless,

he calls his studies on (as r egénraasiontoghesocial | y bot h t
ontol ogy o f Studierezur Bozialenwlagie dler Geenwigywith the only justification

[ (being) that] Husser/| had aberAndetbpp. Y25efdotnotdhhe t er m [ i
22,492, 6).
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ought to) be stressed (emphasised, underlined) that these preferences
accompanied (culturaritical) position(ing)s (stances) (pertaining to
cultural critique (criticism)) Kulturkritischen Stellungnahmen) or
articulated such [cultural critique] indirectly. There were important
differences between (the) individual philosophers here too. But the
(culturakcritical) stance (attitude, positioning) (pertaining to cultural
critique) constituted just as great a common denominator as the ethical
normative [one, stance], because with it [the stance pertaining to cultural
critique], the great intellectuafipiritual) claim of this main school of
thought (or tendency) (trend, directiasf)philosophy of the 20century

(der grde geistige Anspruch dieser Hauptrichtung der Philosophie des
20. Jahrhunderts) was connected, which, as [we have already] said
(stated), wanted to lead thevolt (rebellion, uprising, revolutiorggainst

the natural (i.e. physical) sciences and (teehnicallyinstrumentally
shaped (moulded, determined, formed, characterised) civilisation
(technischi nst rument el | )E@athergnam scloolwfi | i s a't
thought (or tendency) of #&enury philosophy], the scientistic or
positivistic main (chief) school of thought (or tendency) (trend, direction)
(die szientistische oder positivistische Hauptrichtung) devoted (dedicated)
itself, as is (well) known, to logical and mathematical problenmsghv
directly or indirectly interrelated (connected) with the reshaping
(restructuring, reorganisation, remodelling) of natural (i.e. physical)

science around (circa) 1900.

In view (consideration) of (Considering) the differences in the ethical
normative peferences and in the weighing up (assessment; Gewichtung)
of the critique (criticism) of culture (or cultural critique) (Kulturkritik),

two main (chief) types of philosophical analysis of the social relation
(zwei Haupttypen philosophischer Analyse deziglen Beziehunggan
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be picked out (discerned or distinguished) (identifi¢dihe) (One) [of

them (main type of philosophical analysis of the social relation)] is found

i n Heidegger, who of course rejects
[intention] (andi c u l-p wirlad sophi cal 06 i ntenti on)
Aphil os op hYybutafthesame time fhel éxdensively

(abundantly, substantially) makes use (avails himself) of the typical

vocabulary of the then (at that timegstheticising or moralising (dural-

critical) literature and journalism (pertaining to cultural critique

(criticism))(® st heti si erenden oder moralisie
Literatur und Publizisti)f. The ethical matter of concern went (followed)

here of course (on) its own way (patit differed, that is, from the ethics

of the vulgus profanum, and, (so, thus) seen (in this way), it could and

wanted to pass itself off even asethical (i.e. noethical or having

nothing to do with ethicgunethisch)However,the determination

(definition) of the modes (or way of being (Is) of being (t)here (or

existence) aactuality (reality, trueness or genuineness) (authenticity) and
unactuality (unreality, untruenessurgenuineness) (inauthenticityié

Bestimmung der Seinsweisen deaseéns als Eigentlichkeit und

Uneigentlichkeit) already points to (indicates, suggest§) tse i degger 6 s
et hi cal mat er of concerndés] effect (
latter [unactuality (unreality, untrueness or ungenuineness)] typically

(enowgh) (characteristically) can be apparent (visible, noticeable,

perceptible, evident, obvious) in human qualities (characteristics or

properties) (an menschlichen Eigenschaften)(,) which flourish (thrive)

principally (first and foremost) in modern civiliga: bustling activity

5 Seinund Zeit p. 167.

SEven after the fAturno, Heidegger [had, has] never
(regarding) the mor al indi fference of HAbeing (ls)o
loud complaints against (aboutyhe] Afl i ght of the gods, destruction

of humans (men, people), precedence (primacy eepri@ence) (priority) of the mediocr&lgcht der
Getter, Zerst®°®rung der Erde, Ver masosEi{nngf ¢diersunensche
34).
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(busyness, hustle and bustl@ymatedness (or liveliness)

(Ge s ¢ h 2 fAngerggtheit) até. This fundamental (elementary, basic)
determination (definition) or contradistinction (contrasting) has normative
connotations, and néier did it constitute [a, the] constituent (integral)

element (part) (compon@nif the earlier phenomenological ideas (or

thoughts), nor does it arise (emanate, result) (is it derived) as [a, the]

necessary finding (ascertainment, result) of phenomeralognalysis.

Yet from its [the said fundament al d
point of view, the analysis of (theging(ls)¢)with (i.e. being with)r

(the)being (t)here (or existende)with (Mitseins oder Mitdaseins)

ensues (results, takesapek, follows). Because its [beirgfith or being

(t)here (or existencg) wi t h 6 s ] thelsamebod{meople orihe

They), which indeed represents (constitutesais) e xi st enti al [
(phenomenon, (c haraancdt efiraiss t[iacn)]] cor i gi na
[belongs] to the positive constitution (state, condition or texturbginiy

(t)here (or existencé), f or w hbeiagh(t)hgre (br exiserajd)ed

or they fhe somebod{people or the Theykven (in fact) promes
(procures, gets) (or provide) nrelie
(yet) on the other hand, brings about (causes, gives rise to) (or bring

about) a splitting (dissociation, division) of the salmeig (t)here (or

existenc) i ntoectuah] (h@al, true or genuin
A's o0 me (pepmleyorthe Theyd el f 0; f dpeopleorthe b o dy
They)-self, each and every respectlwang (t)here (or existences)

scattered (or dispersed) (diffused) in the somel§pdgple or the They)

ard must first f band(t)herte foeekistedde) i t [t he
experiences (goes (lives) through) a decline (decay or fall)(,) which can

ot
(7))

be described (referred to) as [ a]

7 Sein und Zejtp. 42ff..
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cl earer) det er miita[the said being (theré (orni t i on) 0
e X i s t amactwaldygunreality, untruenessurgenuineness)

(inauthenticity) Denn dessen Horizont ist das Man, das zwar ein
AExstenzialid dapstefdgliches RAa? somen z
Verfassungdes Dassifi geh°rt, diesem sogar AEN
doch andererseits eine Spaltung dess
AMasne | b st {iA abl esnseMsikist das jeweilige Dasein in das

Man zerstreut und muC sichdasalsst find
Ascharfere Bestimmungfi seiner Uneige
kann?®. The oneactuality (reality, truenessr genuineness) (authenticity),

through which the existence (die Existenz) is made unassailable

(incontestable; unanfechtbar) against the somefjoelyple or the They)

Il s the resoluteness (resolve, determ
true or genine) (authentic) selb e i n gAls$ esgendlichgs Selbstsé@n

and as living (vivid) embodiment (incarnation) of (the) opposition to
(contrasting (conflict) with) the #fi
somebody(people or the Theypand over and abevthat, to (with) his (or

t h e ordinpringss (or avera@eess) [standard or levelmediocrityp

to (with) his (or their) insensitivi
of | evel and of genuineness (or auth
ADurchschnittlitikeitf, seiner Unempfindlichkegegen alle

Unterschiede des Niveaus und der Echifjéit

All the same (However, After all, Nevertheless, Yet), the (cukcrigical
and) ethicahormative tones (pertaining to cultural critique) [are]
therefore remain [heard] loud and clear (distinct, unmistakable), and in
the heat of battle between (thagtwal (real, true or genuine) (authentic)

and(the)unactual (unreal, untrue or ungenuine) (inauthgntic

8 Loc. cit., pp. 129, 175ff..
9 Loc. cit., pp. 297, 298, 299, 127.
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(Eigentlichem und Uneigentlichem} not conceptually laying down

(fixing, defining, setting, determining) the soeaitic, then at least

explaining (ilustrating) [the] spectrum and mechanism of the social

relation between existences (Spektrum und Mechanismus der sozialen
Beziehung zwischen Existenzen) in greater detail (more precisely), (it) is

missed (neglected). In particular, understanding (das &fe¥s} in its

crucial (key, pivotal, critical) function during (in) this relation is hardly

thematised (i.e. made a subject of discussion), but rather [(understanding)

I's thematised] in connection (interr
blueprint) (sketh , dr aft, plan, project)o as |
being (t)here (or existencsituated (located) (or found) (contained) in the

world (in Zusammenhang mit defEntwurfia | s ei gener M° gl i c
in der Welt befindlichen Dasei)t8. Under these cireustances, and

during (in) the simultaneous in principle, but otherwise vague

acknowledgement (recognition) of the being{sy{th-oneanother as

manner (or kind) of being (Is) dieing (t)here (or existencéles

Miteinanderseins als Seinsart des Dagemsly the road (path, way) of

the description of the (situational) states of mind of the individual

existence (Befindlichkeiten der individuellen Existenz) in the guise of

ontological categories remains open. The venture (undertaking) is in its

content (&halt), i.e. apart from the conceptual empty words,

anthropologically oriented, and Heidegger himself admits [that] his
Afundamental ontologyo constitutes a
foundation (or founding) (bagkiong up
(AFundamentalontologigbilde einen Teil, Aimlich die fontologische

Fundierundi einerAphilosophischen Anthropologig'. The ontologically

founded anthropology was supposed (meant) to realise, on a(n) extended

101 oc. cit., p. 145ff.. Cf. in this volume, Ch. IV, Sec. 1C, below.
1 oc. cit., p. 17.
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(broadened, widened, expanded, enl ar
program, to illuminate (or examine) (take a look at) the constitution of the
pre-scientific world, that is, the nescientific substratum of science (die
Konstitution der vorwissenscliaéhen Welt, also das nicht

wissenschaftliche Substrat der Wissenschaft). In place ¢sdtgect(

philosophical) or consciousness philosmal) (conceptual) instruments

(regarding the philosophy of the subject or of consciousness) (subject or
consciouness philosophy(subjekto d er bewuCt sei nsphil os
Instrumentariums)which Husserl used in the course of this, Heidegger

now wants to put (place, set) a more comprehensive (extensive) (broader)
illumination of themanner (or kind) of being (Is) dkeing (t)here (or

existence)to open up (disclose, deduce or deciplige) being (t)here

(or existencel)ike facticity and to found (or base) (establish, set up) the
transcendental constitution of the world on exactly this facticity

( Atuagianal)sthe of midmneéo dasei nsm2 Ci ge Fakt
erschlieCen und die transzendental e
Faktizitat (ABef i)mdWeakehdy edicatédd et c. ) g
(hinted, intimated, mentioned briefly, suggested), and at the end

(condusion) of this section we want to explain in more detail (more
precisely)(,) [that] this fiover comin
of consciousness (subject and consciousness philosophy) was no

pioneering (trailblasinggroundbreaking, epoetmaking) achievement
(accomplishment, feat), but the lemgnded (overelaborate, ponderous,
complicated) and delayed philosophical acknowledgement (recognition)

of the(intellectual¢spiritual)-historical)facts(in the history of ideas)

which since the Enlightenment set the tone instbaal (sciences) and
(intellectual¢spiritual) sciences) (the humaniti€spndern die

umséndliche und versfiete philosophische Anerkennung von
geistesgeschichtlichen Tatsachen, die seit der Awikg in den Sozial
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und Geisteswissenschaften den Ton angaben). This explains too why the
Aovercomingo of Husserl did not cons
answer tdhis[H u s s Jeproblednsbut in reality [was] a shift

(displacement) in the examima (study) of (the) problem (problems).
Husserl would not of course (in fact) dispute (deny, contest, challenge)
that man is born into the (intersubjective) world(,) &ia the world (der
Mensch in die (intersubjektive) Welt hineingeboren wird unden\elt

Ist); this ascertainment does not in the least, however, answer the question
about (regarding) the constitution of the consciousness as well as the
constitution of the world and of the Other (other) in the consciousness
(der Konstitution des Bewiseins sowie der Konstitution der Welt und

des Anderen im Bewllisein). The question isno matter (irrespective
(regardless) of) whether Husserl has formulated (phrased) and solved it
[the question] correctly absolutely (quite, perfectly, thoroughly)

legitimate, and requires (calls for, commands) that the [a] researcher takes
the reverse(d) path of knowledge (knowledge path; Erkenntnisweg) than
for instance [that (the path of knowledge) of] a social ontology, which, as

it were (so to speak), from the oigiis and without consideration for
(regardless of) the inner (internal) mechanisms of consciousness
(Bewultseinsmechanismen), must and is allowed to (may, should) make
its fundamental (basic) statement (opinion, pronouncement, assertion,
proposition) on (regarding, in respect of) the fact of society (das Faktum
der Gesellschaft). Whoever, on the other han@v@wver), wants to get to

the bottom of (fathom, find out) these mechanisms, does not [cannot] get
around (away from) (the) insight [(into the fact) that] in the end (finally,
ultimately) there is no other conceivable (imaginable, thinkable, possible;
denkbaen) cognitivestarting point than the perspective of an individual
consciousness, in which also the other subjects must be constituted

irrespective of their objective existence (availability or presence)
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(Vorhandensein); because whoever does not wartickpathis insight,

does it for his part (in turn) also from the perspective of his own

consciousness, for which the question of constitution is again posed, and

so on and so fortil.o confuse (mix up, mistake) the ontic {W@enness

(or preexistence) (&2 ontische Vorgegebenheit) ah€) being(ls)f)with

(.,e. beingwith) wi th (for) its [(the) being
consciousness, and to interpret (explain) the cognitively unavoidable
(inescapable, inevitable) putting first [in respect]idd ainalysis of the

| atter [being withoés constitution 1in
former fontic pregivenness (or prexistence) ofthe) being(Is)¢)with

(i.e. being with), i.e. to muddle (mix) up (confusé)} U a(Bi Catid

"1 Ua’33d9e d(firstin (or by) nature and first towards (amongst, unto

or in regard to) us)s simply a logical error (mistakef course, only

(all) too willing (ready, prepared) to perpetrate (commit) it [the said

confusing, interpreting and logical error] werethbser whom Husser
phenomenology as intellectuapiritual) unfolding (or development)

space (room for unfolding, field of activity) (geistiger Entfaltungsraum)

was no longer sufficient (enough) (no longer sufficed), and they

consciously or unconscioustpnducted (carried on (out)) a shift

(displacement) in (of) thquestion formulation (putting (formulation) of

the [a] question, problem examination, examination of the [a] problem,

central themé.

To those [, who found Husserl s phen
apart from Heidegger, the dialogicians (die Dialogiker), who otherwise
saw (considered, sensed) themselves as (felt like [they were]) his

[ Hei degger 6s] oppone arselves) iBileemave e ( we)

2 Terse (Succinctytatemers (opinions, pronouncemest assertios, propositiors) like that of Sartre:
¢On recontre autrui, on ne le constitueg@3ne meets another, one does not constitute tgn),(p.e
295), show that we are indeed (actually, in fact) here dealing with a shift (displagement
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want to very briefly characterise, from [a] soemsitological point of

view, two intellectual (thought) approaches (DenR&e which were
(stood) close(r) to phenomenology. On the whole (In general (terms)),
Sartre moves in the santhought (or intellectual) framework (framework
(context) of thought) (Denkrahmen) as Heidegger, since also in him [his
thought (work)] the real content of (the) ontological categories remains
anthropological, and (the) being (Is) is understood (takerspgd,
interpreted, conceived) as existence (das Sein als Existenz), not for
instance as society. With regard to the being (Is) of existence (das Sein
der Existenz), the social relation is discussed too; on this point, however,
in comparison to Heideggea,concretisation worth mentioning takes
place, which however (in the meantime) is accompanied by a
misunderstanding. Heidegger had (has) little to say about [the] structure
and spectrum of the apodictically imported (or established) (set up,
introduced) castitutivebeing(ls)¢)with-oneanotherof existences
(@apodi kti sch ei ngMtéinramderseiasderlExisteszen),t ut i v
and the(culturalcritical) intention(pertaining to cultural critique

(criticism)) during the description (account, portrayafifhe somebody
(people or the They} served while this [somebody] (or these [people])
appears or appear in grey undifferentiality (i.e. as bearing a grey
undifferentiated property (quality or naturédnd der kulturkritischen
Absicht bei der Schildergndes Man wird gedient, indem dieses in grauer
Undifferenziertheit erscheint). Sartre now holds (regards, considers) the
undifferentiality to be (as) cohesion (or unity) (Geschlossenheit), he reads
into the somebodfpeople or the Theyhe constitution (@mposition or

texture) of arg® q ud ( piet e'H marder to themestroy (or demolish

Bat mpm 292ff, 478ff. The socialontologically crucial (key, pivotal, critical) (great) variety of form

(or multiformity) of the social relation is only mentioned briefly (hinted at, intimated, indicated) in note

form and selectively in Heidegger, and indeed on the one hahd¢asr e (or wel fare) hel pi |
feinspringeindeoRsrbBergeher Aasitd? mjpdr gokhe(@t antial i tyo
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(ruin, wreck) @estruieren) (the) being(ls)ith (i.e. being with) and

(the) We (Mitsein und Wir) by means of the thesis ofdahginality (i.e.

initial or primarystate)of theconflict situation (situation of conflict)

(Ur s pr ¢ n der Koofllktkitaatian). This allows (permits), on the
other hand ((then) again), the setting (putting) up (or establishing)
(erecting, erection, establishment) of an elementantspeof the social
relation (die Aufstellung eines elementaren Spektrums der sozialen
Beziehung), which extends (stretches) between the poles of masochism
and sadism (welches sich zwischen den Polen des Masochismus und des
Sadismus erstreckf) and apartrbm (except for) its narrowness takes
effect (works, operates) rather impressionistically and literarily (has a
rather impressionistic and literary effect); the fundamental (or basic)
(elementary) mechanisms of the social relation are just as little krough
up (raised, aired) as in Heidegger,(;) they [the said fundamental
mechanisms of the social relation] (in fact) go (so) much (far) deeper (or
further) than that which Sartre offers (affords, provides, gives) through
(by means of) the analysis of the mut(ax reciprocal) objectification

(objectivisation) of subjects (gegenseitigen Objektivierung der Subjekte).

In contrast to the Frenchman, who appeaigeassroyer (or demolisher)
(ruiner, wrecker (Destrukteurpf the somebodypeople or the Theywe
could call Schtz the phenomenologist of the someb@ogople or the

They). The somebod{people or the Theyere certainly stays (keeps,

carries itself) free of (culturadritical) connotations (pertaining to cultural

concern) about (for, over) a difference or distavise -vis the Others (gegen die Anderen), which

appears (emerges, comeint vi ew) as fAhusgleiah) ¢ i g ad wthd n@ up (with o
(AAutholer) and fAhol di ng ( ke e pANiedphaltefp(ocncit.(pp.n22,dpehr essi ng) 0
That is so inadequate (insufficient) and makes understandable (clear) (explaths)way, [the fact]

that Sartre could gain the wrong (fallzieg(is)f but under
Jwith (i.e. beingwith) or i ent ates itself t closed(orsohdsiepgroupdea (not i

(der geschlossenen Grupfgand fails to appreciate (misjudges, mistakes)thpport originairé

(Aoriginal relationo) of (the) struggle (des Kampfe
¥ Loc. cit., 3 part, ch. 3.
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critique), rather he or they constiés or constitute, in Sgh z 6 s
terminology, the Anatural setting (o
(Anat ¢rl i ch)e &Eri niswiedWw u(nmgdit i on, opi ni o
Everyman (fAiAnschauungo von Jeder mann
Others(others) (mit den Anderen) inside of social everyday (daily) life,

and notwithstanding (regardless (irrespective) of) all questions of
constitution in Husserl s sense, con
(themselves)he exstence of the You and of tteourd-(world) (i.e.

environmentor withwor I d (i .e. the world (or st
contemporariesas selfevidence (naturalnesgjie Existenz des Du und

der Um bzw. Mitwelt als Selbstver3hdlichkeit)®. It [The existence of

the You and of tharoundworld (i.e. environmen) or with-world (i.e. the

worl d (or soci ety)]is,mdvertheitees6s contempo
reconstructed in [the, a] phenomenological manner (style, fashion) from

the perspective of the individual consciousness,(;) the social (as such)

doesnot (as such) come into consideration (is (not) as such considered

(out of the question)). Also, the fdfs
world into [an] aroune(world) (i.e. environment), [a] witiiworld) (i.e.

worl d (or soci etrgy), [appfe(world@a@$an]lc ont e mpo
afterworld(Auch di e AGI i ederiodng,Mit-dVerr sozi a
und Folgewelk occurs (happens, takes pl ace)
degrees (extent(s), size(s), grades)
relation towhich the yardstick (or gauge) is again the indivifu&ince

the social world is now structured in accordance with such criteria, the

spectrum of the social relation as [a] factor of social differentiation,

relations (circumstances, conditions) of suprdination

(superordination) or subordinatigh b eoder

15 Aufbay p. 138.
18 oc. cit., p. 202ff..
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Unt er or dn u n)es\nadyplayl atrote] the soeial world of the
Anatural setting (or stramokithis( att i t u
important respect fairly (quite, pretty) vagddne analysis of the

mechanisms of the social relation, on the contrary, undergoes
(experiences, receives) a noteworthy (notable, remarkable) deepening,
which, [while, in] closely following Max Weber, revolves around the
concept (notion) of social actiand of understanding (um die Begriffe

des sozialen Handelns und des Versteh&ns)h explans

understanding not merely as [an] organ of sescakntific knowledge,

but likewise as [a] constitutive integral (constituent) element (part)
(component) of sdal action, that ispf action of actorsrientating
themselvesn their belaviour towards one anothéals Organ
sozialwissenschatftlicher Erkenntnis, sondern ebenso als konstitutiven
Bestandteil sozialen Handelns, atkes Handelns von sich in ihrem
Verhalten aneinander orientierenden Aktegrén general, he

endeavours (makes an effort, tries) to bring out (elaborate on) the
common (shared, mutual, joint) presuppositions, but also the different
orientations (alignments) of (the) soesalc i e nt iaturaldie.and An
physical )0 conceptuality. Thus ( So,
that cognitive necessities, which in social science lead to the formulation
(or putting forward) éstablishing, making up) of ideal typ@sufstellung

von ldealtypen), havim everyday (daily) life their pendant (i.e.

counterpart) in the typifications (i.e. rendering into types)

(Typisierungen) of the Other andtble aroune(fworld) (i.e. environment)

orwithwor |l d (i .e. the world (dr society

Despite its fundamental socitleoretical shortcomings (defects) and
holes (gaps, faults), the broadly (widely) grasped (understood)

7 Loc. cit., p. 252ff..
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phenomenological school of thought (or tendency) (trend, direction) gave

rise to (produced, created) not (quite) a fevilee(fruitful, productive)

thoughts (notions or ideas) in [respect of] individual cases (matters) (as in
(so, thus) e.g. Schelerdés theory of
we want to appreciate (acknowledge, pay tribute to) at (in) each and

every espective appropriate (suitable) point (place, [passage]) in (of) this

work. We now (presently) come to the second main type of ethically

normatively (and culturalbkgritically) inspired (, and in terms of cultural

critique,) analysis of the social relatifthe first main type was

Hei ddeger 6s], which we encounter pri
dialogicians, that is, in Buber and some (a numbefedw travellers

(followers or supporters)he critique (criticism) of culture (or cultural

critique) is not found here in the form of the [an] attack (assault) against

the somebod{people or the Theyput instead in the indirect way

(manner) [in] that the variety of form (multiformity) of the intersubjective

relations is reduced to twiandamental (hsic) patterns (or types)
(Grundmuster), and then the Abad (wi
patterns (or types)] becomes like (grows similar to) the supposedly

(allegedly) prevailing (or predominant) (prevalent)natural(physicab
scientifictechni@l civilisation(naturwissenschatftlietechnischen

Zivilisation), stance (attitude, positioning, view), or this [stance] is copied

[ by the Abado fundamental pattern (o
Buber6s | anguage, during the fAbad (w
relation, the Thou (You) is transformed (changed, condgitdo an It or

an object, technicahstrumental behaviour dominates (Indem sich in

Bubers Sprache bei déschlechtefiintersubjektiven Beziehung das Du

in ein Es oder ein Objekt verwandelt, dominiert technisstrumentelles
Verhaltens). The dialogain s 6 demand f or [the) the] t
subjectobject(logic) to (the) +Thou(You}logic (der Sbjekt-Objekt zur
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Ich-Du-Logik)!® at the same time (simultaneously) has of course an

eminently (exceptionally, extremely) ethical meaning (sense). Buitho

Is a matter of an ethic(s) of reciprocity and of solidainé Ethik der
Reziprozit?2t )dontdeextraction @rogainind)ar i t 2t
(obtainment, acquirement, obtaining, acquisition) or confirmation of

actuality (reality, trueness genuinerss) (authenticity) not a matter of

He i d e g g eindividualisticacttalitys(teality, trueness or

genuineness) (authenticityyhich is (only rightly) made sure (or

satisfied) (all the more) in its opposition to (countering of) the somebody
(peopleorthe They) nor a matter of Sartreds r
which wants just as much to be set (posited, contrasted) (break off)
elitistly-individualistically (in an elitisindividualistic fashion (manner,

way)) against (from, to) (the) bourgeoisy t ue or ke (thespr i t
spirit of seriousness (the seriod))n (the) dialogical ethics, beside

(next to) mystic(al) motives, strong (powerful, stark) memories
(reminiscences, recollections) of Ka
([in resped of, regarding) the Other as object (subject matter) of respect
(esteem, regard, consideration) and as end (goal) in itself (Kants Lehre

ber den Anderen als Gegenstand von Achtung und als Selbstzweck)

flow?20,

Now, the dialogiciansdéd theoretical <c
conceptually underpinned (supported) putting in order (inclusion,

incorporation, ordering) of the historically attested (vouched for, testified

to) variety (diversity) of form (multiformity) ohuman relations, but such

a preparation of the used concepts (notions) that the desired (Mashed

ethicatnormative result could arise (result, follow, ensue)

18 See the references in Theunisdear Andere p. 244ff..
19 gtre, p. 690ff..
20 Cf. Lowith, Individuum p. 139ff.. Cf. Ch. IV, Sec. ID below.
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unconstrainedly (uninhibitedly, effortlessliypm it (that them) [the said
usedconceptsf hei r [ The dial ogicianso] solwu
circumvention (bypassing, avoidance) of, the Husserlian question
(problem, issue) of constitution, to which we adverted (pointed) with
reference to Heidegger(,) and to which we shall return (come back) anew
in the analysis of the mechanism of the social relation (der Analyse des
Mechanismus sozialer Beziehufigpelongs (pertains) to (is a part of)

(the) [process (category) of] central conceptual manipulations
(manipulations of the [a] concept). They [Theldgacians] thought

(believed, reckoned) [that] they would avoid (elude, escape from, evade,
get out of) the danger of (the, [a]) solipsism and at the same time would
knock the bottom out of (undermine) the instrumental stance (or
positioning) (view, attitde) in the (interhuman, interpersonal) relation
(between humans (people)) (in der zwischenmenschlichen Beziehung), if
they replaced the unilaterally (osaledly) constructing intentionality of

the Ego with a bilateral (twsided) intentionality, i.e. witthe mutual (or
reciprocal) constitution of the | and Thou (You) in an interrelation(ship)
(exchange relation) (wenn sie die einseitig konstruierende Intentfonalit
des Ego durch eine zweiseitige Intentiodalid. h. durch die

gegenseitige Konstitutiomon Ich und Du in einem Wechselvéltnis
ersetzten). In the process, they did (have) not only overlook(ed) that
before | and Thou (You) can enter into an interrelation(ship) (exchange
relation) with each othet all, the | must have constituted the Thou

(You), and the Thou (You) (as I) [must have constituted] the 1,(;) the
aforementioned relation(ship) as such (das genanntéfesls als

solches) is meant (supposed) to (should) be conscious (aware), especially

if (when) moral behaviour is expected oétbubjects in question

21See Ch. IV, Sec. ID below.
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(concerned). Over and above that, they did (have) not register(ed)
(express, make known, set down in writing) [that] the connection between
the constitutive status of the interrelation(ship) (exchange relation) of |
and Thou (You) wh each other, and tipaitting (setting) aside (removal,
elimination, abolitionsidelining)of instrumental stances (or

positionings) (views, attitudes) in the ethi@ald (area, sector, domain)

Is (are) based (rest(s)) on a logical leap (leap in logic). Without the
slightest doubt, the relation(ship) with (towards) the Thou (You) is
constitutive for the I (even though not in the specific sense of the
Husserlian quegin of constitution), on the other hand however, the
constitutive character of this relation(ship) does not mean anything (said
nothing) at all in regard to (about, on) its ethical or other (further)

content. Man in fact (actually, really) becomes (the) (at) [the basis

of] (with) (the) Thou (You), as Buber writ&sbut this applies to (is valid

for) the | of a criminal (crook) just as much as to (for) the | of a saint, and
does not in the least prejudge what | shall become (am going to be), for
an |, ttrough (by means of) what [there is](,) for a Thou (You), [there is]
(i.e. what I, | shall become, in relation to what Thou (Yduhd
pra@ajudiziert keineswegs, zu was f ¢r
werdg. If (Were there) (there was) a necessamynection (existed)

between the really (truly) constitutive character of the interrelation(ship)
of | and Thou (You) and its ethical character, then (so, thus) there would
only be moral humans (people, men) of the purest kind (pure water) in the
world. Howerer that is, as is (well) known, not the case. Because the
mechanism of this interrelation(ship) does not at all change even during

(the) extreme contrastir(gonflict, opposition) of all (the social

22|ch und Dy p. 37.
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relationds) respectivevecantett)ant s (eac

between one another (of the social relafién)

In short (a word), theThou(You}relation, as the dialogicians conceived

it, represents (constitutes) an ideal model (or example) (ein ideales

Vorbild) or an ideal borderline case, which isifialed (based) on

normative representations (or notions) (views, perceptions) [in respect] of
the Atrue (r eal ) actubligy(realgy, tiuénssyorof man

genuineness) (authenticity) A" Onl 'y bet ween genuine p:¢

genuinerelation, writes Bedeentioal §y )( Awgsdé@nh
Thou (You) and [an] fAessentialo | re
Weit he [what i1 s] essenti al PeNbte me n t ]

only because of its admitted (granted) actual (faatual) rarity

(rareness, scarcity), however, does the borderline case of the |
Thou(You)relation appear (to be) (seem) so@atologically quite

(fairly) irrelevant. Moreover, it is theoretically constructed in such a way
as if it were [being] (wouldbe) shaped (formed, moulded) or happening
(taking place) in a laboratory or greenhouse (hothouse). The more the |
Thou(You}relation unfolds (develops) in accordance with the [a]
normatively pregiven model (nach dem normativ vorgegebenen Modell),
the morethe real social world moves into (is lost) the background;
general social reation(ship)s, in fact even the effects of the presence of
third parties (persons) in the immediate environment, no longer reach it
[the I-Thou(You)relation]. As [the] means again(the) infiltrating (or
penetrating) of (i.e. by) the instrumental intellegp{rit), isolation is

used,(;) (the) autarky (i.e. setifficiency) in (the) ideality culminates in
the feeling (sense) [that] the | is

23See Ch. IV, Secs. IB and D below.
24 Problem pp. 164, 115ff..
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(You), the Thou ( Yo% Jhedtténmtvaer yt hi ngo]
experiencing relations between real existences without mediation (or
intervention)intercession, interpositior§dlirectly, immediately), i.e.

without [the] mediation (or intervention) of the social world, or even only
at conceiving (imagining or thinking of) [them, relations between real
existences without mediation], must certainly end (up) in rapturous
enthusiasnor in [a] shipwreck (i.e. complete failure or ruin) (Der

Versuch, Beziehungen zwischen realen Existenzen unvermittelt, d. h.
ohne Vermittlung der sozialen Welt zu erleben oder auch nur zu denken,
muCallerdings bei der Schismerei oder beim Schiffbruch éen). The
reason for that (it, this) does not lie so much in the external (outer,
outward) pressure which imperfect (incomplete) social relation(ship)s
(circumstances or conditions) (den unvollkommene soziale®\teitse)
would have to (necessarily) exert a perfect (complete)Thou(You}

relation (eine vollkommene leBu-Beziehung), (in this case one could
interpret (explain) the common resistance (opposition) or downfall (ruin,
decline) of the partners even as proof of the perfection (completeness) of
their relation), but far (much) deeper: | and Thou (You) meet in (the)
reality always as more or | ess for me
i p er gherausgebildetéCharaktero d e r A B)ptheparen e n
beyond the features (characteristics) of th@psychic structure,

conscious or unconscious bearers (carriers, vehicles) of all that which
they have acquired (learnt, picked up, appropriated) or simply copped
(i.e. incurred or suffered) through (the) positive or negative [kinds of]
friction(s) (rubbings) in (or with) the environment (durch positive oder
negative Reibungen an der Umwelt). These (This) central fact(s) (of the

matter (case)) disintegrate(s) (dissolve(s)) when the specifically-social

25 Cf. the references (examples) in Theunis&r, Andere pp. 422ff., 450ff..
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ontologicalquestion formulation (formulatioaf the [d question,

problem examination, examinatioi (a [the]) problem(s), central theme

does not appear (emerge) on the theoretical horizon, when, that is, the

fact of society is not perceived (discerned) at all, let alone (never mind,

much less) when [it (#rfact of society) is] not made the starting point of

the way of looking at things (consideration, contemplation, observation).

The dialogicians thematise (i.e. make a subject of discussion) the sociality

of man (dieS o0 z i dds Mdnschen) only to thetenrt this [sociality of

man] seems to serve as proof of (for

friend.

They [The dialogicians] were of course not the first who (have) made
(committed) this noble logical mistake (error). Feuerbach, (in) whom they
saw (beheld)as] a precursé?, had (has) (likewise) used (made use of)
human sociality as [an] argument (too)(,) in order to justify (or found)
(give reasons (account) for, establish) the real possibility of an ethical
reshaping (restructurg, reorganisatiomemodelling)of human
relation(ship)s (circumstances or conditions). Like the dialogicians, he
[Feuerbach] worked (brought, carved) out (elaborated) the basic features
(characteristics) of sociality, not in the framework of a general theory of
society (soml theory) (einer allgemeinen Gesellschaftstheorie), but on
the basis of (based on) the relation of the individual (single person) with
(towards) the individual (single person) (sondern an Hand der Beziehung

des Einzelnen zum Eien zieclonnemu)n.i tTyhe fiu

(fell owship, association)o of man wi
Amands essence (or nature) (being, s
contains as [the, a] fAnatural standp

into [between] | and Y, from which comes (emanates, stems,

%sSee Ehr Amlbitangigcd Buber,Problem esp. p. 61ff..
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originates) the entire (complete, whole) orientation towards the world

(world orientation) and [a, the] world theory (i.e. world vieD)g
AEinheitin oder die AGemeinschaftid de
Adas nWales Menscheni ausmache, enthal
StandpunktfiA die Unterscheidung in 1|c
Weltorienterung undanschauung entstamme). Because even the

elementary concept (notion) of the object is mediated through that

[concept] of tke You as objective | (Denn selbst der elementare Begriff

des Objekts sei vermittelt durch jenendesDgadssgenst 2 n)d!l i chem
and i ndeed i n ({adtwty[hasg gshoubdargor Amy sel
l i mits) i n anoitwhere, andtharahg 01 md$ i ve $1ys |

(Ameine Selbstt2tgkeit an der T2tigke
-Wi der st a)nGbnséiousmabe(awareness) emellect (or mind)

((common) sens&)erstand) come into being (arise, result, ensue) from

t he ni n(areutualenfluenaa) (interplay, alternating (changing)

e f f eANechselwirkung) of man with man,(;) through

communication (or notification) (Mitteilung) and conversation, ideas

comeabouti n short (a word): fAthe communi
of man with man is the f4 Hadthepri nci p
foundations (or base) of thought and of the idea is sought in a stratum

(layer) of the humaasco-human (fellowhuman or witkthuman) Hier

wird der Grund des Gedankens und der idesiner Schicht des

Menschlicherals Mitmenschlichem gesuchtwhich precedes (lies in

advance of) every intellectuadpiritual) production; and at the same

time, the primacy of this stratum (layer) is asserted in the sense that every

other being (Is) acquires (reaches) ontological relevance only through its

[thesai d stratumds] medi-humanceaalitysor i nt e

2IGr u n d, % 59,56 32. 41.
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apprehended (grasped) from the perspectives which are opened (up)
inside of the (relation(slich) human reality (rich in relations) (innerhalb

der beziehungsreichen menschlichen Rglthe being(Is{)with (i.e.

being with) as a result (hence), has (possesses, holds) a privileged status
vis-"-vis the being(Isin-the-world, although (even thoughging(ls)¢

)with (i.e. being with andbeing(ls}in-the-world are equally original
(equigimordial; gleichurspgnglich) for man (humansMan, in other

words, does not look at (consider, contemplate) his human world from the
point of view of external (outer) nature, but the other way around
(conversely): each and every respectigastitution(composition or
texture)or development of (interhuman, interpersonal) relations (between
humans) determines (conditions) the consideration (contemplation,
observation) of (or way of looking at) nature. The concept (notion) of
being (Is) and of reality repsents (constitutes) a function of the manner

(way, mode, modus) of the humbaing(ls)¢)with-oneanother

These thoughts (considerations, reflections, deliberations) of Feuerbach
obviously (evidently, apparently) have a greater scope (range,

significance, importance; Tragweite) than the later dialogical approach

and incidentally (by the way) they |
utilised (made usable, taken advantage of) without their moralising veil

(cover or wrapping). One [We]canfolldwo b s er ve) their [ Fe
t h ou g h t-devilppmenein aathinker like Dilth&y but they had

already previously fertilised (i.e. stimulated) the intellectsal{tual)

beginnings of a(n) even (still) more ingenious [thinker] [greater genius].

The rennding (remembrance, recollection, memory) of him should here,

apart from the factual (or objective) [aspect], serve the intention to outline
(delineate, sketch out) (of outlining) more sharply (distinctly, clearly) the

28 As L°with does itIndividuum pp. 2830, 43ff..
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[already] [abovementioned (addressl, touched upon) prehistory of the
entry of the social and of the historical sciences intbczbtury

philosophy. Marx first of all leaves the philosophy of consciousness
(consciousness philosophy; Be@seinsphilosophie), on the basis of the
same syllgistic [reasoning] (syllogism) as Feuerbach, behind. The
materialistic turn from consciousness to being (Is) implies, man must,
above all else (other things), be looked at (considered, regarded,
contemplated) as [&fensory @r sensorial{sensual, sensusumaterial)
being(Die materialistische Wendung von Be@sein zum Sein

impliziert, der Mensch gsse vor allem anderen als sinnliches Wesen
betrachtet werden). However, whoever tag@ssoriality (sensuality) (i.e.

the senseqyie Sinnlichkeit) seriouslgnthropologically, automatically
breaks away (cuts oneself loose) from (frees oneself of) the individualism
or solipsism of the philosophy of consciousness (consciousness
philosophy), sinceensory ¢r sensorialjsensual, sensuous, material)
manas mans bound (or tied), through innumerable (countless) tangible

(or concrete) bonds (or ties) (beginning with biological reproduction), to
other sensory (or sensorial) humans (men, people), that is, he is by
definition (per definitionem) a social being (dar ginnliche Menschls
Menschdurch unhlige greifbare Bande (von der biologischen
Reproduktion angefangen) an andere sinnliche Menschen gebunden, also
definitionsger @in soziales Wesen ist). That is why Marx praises
Feuerbachos fit rmeelytmaputeng firshdf i s mo, not
sensoriality(sensuality) (i.e. the senses), but the fact that in this way

t

N

(because of that, thus, thereby)
man with (towards) man [is made (turns into, becomes)] the basic
(fundamer | ) pr i n c i PaheelobbMarxtarhFeuenbacts (
Awahrem Materialismusfi nicht die bl
smdern die Tat ddasgesellschaftici@ Véilaisides c h
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Menschen zum Menschen zum Grundprinzip der Thageenadt
werde¥°. As nature andensriality (sensuality) (i.esenses)man
constitutes the fAfirst objecto of ma
(or encounter) with this object his
Cc

eases (stops)j beingemefeelatanompodhi |

Areal o [r el at i sengosahty (gehstality) Qe senslss) s o wn
now, through (the) other °Awhmaass ( men
the ani mal Abehaves [ n r e[doasrnat] (or
behave (or relate)] at al/l (or in ge

relates) to himself in the relation(ship) with (towards) others [other

humans ( men, people)], that is, cons
beginning a social (or societal) pkar ¢ AlsdNat(r und Sinnlichkeit

bildet der Mensch den Aersten Gegens

Begegnung mit diesem Gegenstand h°rt

sel bstfi auf, ein bloC Agegenstandlic
unddieeg ene Sinnlichkeit Is nun durch d
sel;w$thmend das Tier Asich zu Nichts
verh?2alt sich der Mensch i m Verh?2l tni

BewuCtsein ist al seimgedelsbaftichessr nher ei n
Prodt#kt i)

Marx takes an important step beyond Feuerbach and in the direction of
the founding (establishment) of a social ontology(,) by placing (putting,
setting) (while (as) he places (puts
(towards) man irthe framework of the social (or societal) whole, in order
to understand it [mands relation wit

societyEi nen wichtigen Schritt ¢ber Feue

29 A %on -Phil. Manuskripté, MEW, supplementary volume, part 1, p. 570.
30 Loc. cit., pp. 544, 519. Cbas Kapital |, MEW, 23, p. 67, footnote 18.
31 Deutsche IdeologieMEW, vol. 3, p. 27.
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auf di e BiregSozatowtalogiggehd Marx, indesn den

Menschen und die Beziehung des Menschen zum Menschen in den

Rahmen des gesellschaftlichen Ganzen stellt, um sie von der Gesellschaft

her zu verstehen). Precisely against the background ([a] backdrop) of the
adequately understood (interpreted, corexd taken for) fact of society
(Gerade vor dem Hintergrund des ad?2q
Gesellschaft)he [Marx] nevertheless (however) shows that neither
Asocietyo may (is permitted (all owed
abstract concept (@bstraction) (Abstraktumjis-"-vist he fAi ndi vi du a
nor [the] #Aindividual 0 asvid'as] abstr
Asoci ety o. isthe g]sacialdor sodiethlubeihg (Das
Individuumist das gesellschaftliche Wesen), even insalgtary (lonely,

isolated) activities he draws (receives, obtains) his material (stuff, matter)

(e.g. the language in which he thinks) from (the) overall (total, whole,

entire) social (or societal) activity(,) and in this sense he represents
(constitutesfit he ensembl e of soci al (or soc
(circumst an c e Aas&nsenble dedgedellsanaftiichen  (
Verkeltnissdi). The mediation (or interventiofintercession,

interposition)of individual and society with [regard to] each other

therefore takes place (occurs, happens) inside of a(n) incessant

(unremitting, continual) social (or societal) activiie Vermittlung von

Individuum und Gesellschaft miteinander findet also innérkaler

unabl @2ssigen gesel |l ,adhbhatiswhyithe hen T2 1t i
interrelation (correlation, connection) between [B&jsoriality

(sensuality) (i.e. the senses)d sociality of man explained above can be
understood (grasped, interpretedjamled) (just, exactly) as (taken for)

((as) well as) [an] interrelation (correlation, connection) between
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sensoriality (sensuality) (i.e. the sensa®) practical activity (todj.

Now a second, no less important step follows (takes place, happens,
occurs ensues). The inseparable trinitysehsoriality (sensuality) (i.e.

the sensesyociality and activity, as it is found condensed in the fact of
society, allows [us], to think consistently [in respect] of [through, about]
the being(Isin-the-world(-) or [being(Is}]in(-the}nature of man, and the
humarbeing(ls)€)with (i.e. being with) [all] together (jointly, altogether)
(Die unzertrennliche Dreiheit von Sinnlichkeit, Sozfdliind Ptigkeit,

wie sie sich im Faktum der Gesellschaft kondens$imet, gestattet es,
das InderWelt- oder InderNaturSein des Menschen und das
menschliche Mitsein konsequent zusammenzudenksi{a] sensorydr
sensoriallsensual, sensuous, material) beimgn is nature, he lives in
and from (of) nature, whilea§) he (by) since he lives socially exactly

as [a] sensory (or sensorial) beingollectively organises (organising)

the inevitable (unavoidable, inescapable) struggle against nature, that is,
he fights it out (by fighting it out) with the means of tivity of the
genus (i.e. mankind or the human speae)f society. This struggle,
paraphrased (expressed differently) as labour (work), is of (has)
constitutive significance (importance, meaning) both for (regarding) the
fact ofthe being(Is{)with (i.e. being with)in general (generally), as well
as for (regarding) i1its [the said
historical formation. In so far as (In that) man works on (treats or
processes) the objectiyeoncrete, representational) world alhpeingof

the genus (or species) (ilmiman being)i.e. in the manner (way) (as) his
specificconstitution (composition or textureis-"-vis (the) other animals
requires (demands) it, the object of his labour (work) constitutes (is) an

flobjectificatitn  (or rei fi cation) of ©®he |

RA¥Y Kk ehi | . Ma MEW, Buppleméntarii volumeapt 1, p. 38; ATheseryber Feuerbach,
esp. 6 and 9, irDeutsche IdeologiMEW, vol. 3, pp. 584, 585.
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(Als sinnliches Wesen ist der Mensch Natur, er lebt in und von der Natur,
indem en da er eben als sinnliches Wesen sozialilete#n

unausweichlichen Kampf gegen die Natur kollektiv organisastg mit

den Mitteln der Ftigkeit der Gattung bzw. der Gesellschaft ausficht.
Diesem Kampf, als Arbeit umschrieben, kommt sowghtfs Faktum

des Mitseingberhaupt, als auclgf seine jeweilige geschichtliche
Ausgestaltung konstitutive Bedeutung zusdfern der Mensch die
gegenstindliche Welt als Gattungswesen, d. h. in der Art und Weise
bearbeitet, wie seine spezifische Beschaffenheit gegeren anderen
Tieren es erfordert, bildet der Gegenstand seiner Arbeit eine
Avergegensindlichung dessattungslebens des MenscRgh Through

(By means of) the struggle, in the struggle and as [a] struggle with nature,
[the] humarbeing(Is)¢)with (i.e. being with)exists and is concretised

(Durch den Kampf, im Kampf und als Kampf mit der Natur existiad u
konkretisiert sich menschliches Mitseinh o mat t er how t he s
outcome (end, result) looks (seems, appears), whether, that is, man can
prevail (assert (impose) himself, predominate) over (on) nature to a very
small or very large extent: the @ion of labour remains the iron law of
social existence and organisati@rbeitsteilung bleibt das eherne Gesetz
sozialer Existenz und Organisatioiature itself is socially (or

societally) mediated during (in) this process, and in this respect (@s far
that goes (is concerned)) the way (manner, kind, sort) dieing(Is)¢

)with (i.e. being with) determines (conditions) the more precise (detailed)
circumstances dhe being(lsin-the-world; of course there continues to
always be an extraocial prextras oci et al ), fAexternal (
nature, whose laws (also) apply undiminished to (are valid undiminished

for) (the) socially (or societally) mediated [nature, one] (as well); this

33 AManuskripté, loc. cit., p. 517.
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ascertainment does not however have a soctalogical statust

interests [us] (is of interest) only to the extent [that, how] one wants to

| ook at (consider, regard, contempl a
(di ffering, diff*rentiated) from nat

The depth and scope (range, implications) of this conceptual framework

stands out (breaks away) [differentiates itself] advantageously
(positively) e.g. against (from) Hei
(emphasises) h at fit hiethelwerld of be(nd (§here (or

existence)s essentially constituted through (by meanstog)being(Isy

ywith (i.e. being with®®, but in the course of this (at the same time, into

the bargain) [he] starts (out) exactly frdming (t)here (or existencahd

remairs at (in) this peing (t)here (or existendeyvithout making the
sociatontologically crucial (key, pivotal, critical) interrelation

(connection, correlation) betwebring(ls}in-the-world and being(Is}

)with (i.e. being with) irrespective (regardlessdependent) obeing

(t)here (or existencelhe [a] topic (subject, theme) [of interest, to be

examined, under examinatiofghne den sozialontologisch neuralgischen
Zusammenhang zwischendlerWelt-Seinund Mi t sei n unabh??r
Dasein zum Thema zuauohen). Certainly (No doubt), he connects the

handiness (readiness-hand) of théool (or equipment) (stuff, gear,

things)(die Zuhandenheit des Zeugs) with the fadhefbeng(ls)¢)with

(i.e. being with), but the connection (link, bomaterrelation,

combination; die Verbindung) moves on the surface (superficially): the

t ool (or equipment) merely constitut
bearers (carriers, vehicles)o, that

borrowers) or manufactars (or makersj, and it [the said tool] is by no

34 Deutsche IdeologieVMIEW, vol. 3, p. 42. Cf. SchmidBegriff der Natuy esp. pp. 40ff., 66ff..
35 Seit und Zejtp. 120.
3¢ Loc. cit., p.117ff..
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means in social (or societal) labour (work) [an] objectified (objectivised)
being(Is)é)with (i.e. being with) (objektiviertes Mitsein), let alone (never

mind, much less) an indication of (clue (evidence) the particular
historicalconstitution (composition or texturej the sociabeing(ls)¢

)with (i.e. being with) Even when (if, though) Heidegger talks (speaks)

of the meeting (or encounter) with t
(wor k) o0 1 Heudegder vanedar Begegnung mit dem Anderen

Abei d &redetpmebsehinking not of the interweaving

(interconnection) of individual activities with oa@other (die

Verfl echtung indivi dueldeef(divisiohofi gkei t
labourrelated) social praxis (or practice) (pertaining to the division of

labour) (der arbeitsteiligen sozialen Praxis), but rather of the sinking (or
becoming immersed) in(to) the somebdgdgople or the Theysondern

vielmehr an das Versinken in das Mahbe lack of density (denseness,
compactness, thickness) of theing(ls)f)with (i.e. being with) if one

may say so, i s here the pendant (i . e
superficial relation with (towards) theing(Is}in-the-world, which again

(in turn) in its seclusion (separateness or isolation) fronbéiey(Is)¢

)with (i.e. being with)provides (offers, affords, presents) a new edition

(or repeat performance) of the objective external (or outer) world, which

in (the) classicabhilosophy of the subject (subject philosophy), a subject

stood (was) opposite (faced) (opposite of which stood a subject in the

classical philosophy of the subject). Marx breaks away (frees himself,

cuts himself loose) from this [philosophy of the sutjjeauch (far) more

radically, because he does not approach (the) matter (thing(s)) (or [his]

object) simply under the unconscious pressure of santhbf historical

science, but consciously as [a] social scientist and historian (als
Sozialwissenschaftemd Historike). The concept (notion) of labour

(work), which mediates (or intervenes) (intercedes, interposes) between
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being(Is}in-the-world and being(Isyjwith (i.e. being with)was (is, has
been), as is (well) known, taken (inferred) from the strofigiyhly)
sociologically oriented (aligned) classical political economy, and each
and every respective manner (way) of that mediation (or intervention) in
turn (again) constitutes the criterion for the deciphering (or exploring)
(inferring) of history,i.,e f or i1 ts [historyob6s] appr ¢
comprehension, understanding) as [a] succession (sequence) of social
(societal) formations (formations of society) (d. &r.ithre Erfassung als
Aufeinanderfolge von Gesellschaftsformationen). In this concise
(succinct) sense, he [Marx] means (i s
nat ur al h i¥sThisthinkingoof socialzntology and history
together (jointly), (in)(to) which the thinking (together)(the) being(ls)
in-the-world and (the) being(Is)with (i.e. being with)together

(jointly)) flows (leads)Dieses Zusammendenken von Sozialontologie
und Geschichten welches das Zussamendenken vedérWelt-Sein

und Mi t s e mnow allows fus] mdight jnto that ontic stratum
(layer) (ontischeSchicht)in which the preunderstanding lyingn

advanceof (or precedingevery theory lies (is)if der d& jeder Theorie
vorausliegende ¥ r v e r s t 2),nndwvhichsthat is, teegconstitutive
terrain (territory, ground, soil, land) (terrain of [fadhe constitution) (der
Konstitutionsboden) of science, philosophy and intellectsilitual)
production in general is to be sought. The laterdnce, philosophy and
intellectual¢spiritual) production in genedal and in [relation to] this,

the bouwlaries (or limits) of every merely anthropological way of looking
at things (consideration, contemplation) become apparent (noticeable)

(make themselves felt)cannot of course at all be deduced (derived)

37 AManuskripté, MEW, supplementary volume, part 1, p. 579. The critique (criticism) of Feuerbach is

now (correspondingly) summarised (summed up) (accordingly) in the remark (comment, observation)

[that] this [ Feuer baa)histay](is foreign), Sdaeutsehe tdeolodiddEW, e n, st r an
vol. 3, p. 43.
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from theconstant (situational) states of mindoafing (t)here (or
existence]denkonstanten Befindlichkeiten des Dasgjrisecause then

their [science, philosophy and intellectual§iritual) production in

generab s] content (s) wo uscidntfit,pred!|l v chang:
philosophical etc. (situatiofjestateof mindis therefore not aeing

(t)here (or existencdjke, but a sociabntic [one, (situational) state of

mind], which is however alreaghermeated (pervaded, imbued,

interspersedyvi t h Ai deaso (the Marxian inclu
Ai deol ogyo in societybds functional e
vorwissenschatftliche, vorphilosophische etc. Befindlichkeit ist also nicht

eine daseinstni@e, sondern eine sozialontische, die aber bereits mit
Adeerfidurchsetzt ist (dies meint die Marxschaligziehung der

Adeologidiin das funktionale Ensemble der Gesellschaft), otherwise it

[the said(situational) state of mirjdvould hardly be in a position to

(capable of) bring(ing) forth (produce, create, give rise to) ideas ex nihilo.

And the orientatio of (the) ontological analysis towarasing (t)here (or
existencelan neither make the speci{gituational) states of mind

which find expression (or are reflected) in the production of ideas, nor the
formation (development) and content of ideas éilté in der Produktion

von Ideen niederschlagen, noch Herausbildung und Inhalt von Ideen),

clear (understandable); only the illumination of the seardic, and

indeed in the dimension of the social relation and of the political, is

capable of achievinglping, accomplishing, managing) (able (in a

position) to achieve) this (erst die Beleuchtung des Sozialontischen, und

zwar in der Dimension der sozialen Beziehung und des Politischen,
vermag dies zu |l eisten). Marxod6s teac
respect] of ideologyi a (firstrate(class)) sociacientific achievement

(of the first (highest) rank (order))takes a very important step in this

direction, while (as) it postulates (by postulating) [that] not only every
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consideration (or contemplationf) @vay of looking at) nature or, more
generally, every theoretical consideration (or contemplation) of (way of
looking at)the being(ls)in-the-world, but also every theory of (on,
regarding, abouthe being(Is{)with (i.e. being withyepresents
(consttutes) a function of this sarbeing(ls)¢)with (i.e. being with)or

of the social relation in the broadest (widest) sense. The smtiahlly
determined (conditioned$ituational) state of minlies (is) therefore in
every case in advance of (or preegdevery ontology or social ontology.
Inside of every ideology as talk of (about, regarding) (the) social and
extrasocial being (Is), elementsn of course be made out (located,
discerned, determined)(,) which, beyond each and every respective form
of the social relation, can be connected (or combined) (put in
conjunction) with anthropological constants; this, nevertheless (however),
must not (does not necessarily (have to)) detract from (impair) the
fundamental (or basic) orientation towards (alignnvettt) the social

ontic, if one takes (seriously) the thesis (seriously) [that] maansan a
being living in societyfMarxens Ideologielehrk eine
sozialwissenschaftliche Errungenschaft ersten Raingasernimmt einen
sehr wichtigen Schritt in dies®ichtung, indem sie postuliert, nicht nur
jede Naturbetrachtung oder, allgemeiner, jede theoretische Betrachtung
¢ber das IrderWelt-Sein, sondern auch jede Theqieer das Mitsein

stelle eine Funktion dieses selben Mitseins bzw. der sozialen Beziehung
im weitesten Sinne dar. Die sozialontische bedingte Befindlichkeit liegt
also auf jeden Fall jeder Ontologie oder Sozialontologie voraus. Innerhalb
jeder Ideologie als Redsber das soziale und @rsoziale Sein lassen

sich freilich Elemente ausmachen, gier die jeweilige Form der

sozialen Beziehung hinaus mit anthropologischen Konstanten in
Verbindung gesetzt werdefitknen; dies m@indes der grundszlichen

Ausrichtung aufs Sozialontische keinen Abbruch tun, wenn man die
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These ernst nimmt, der Mensat als Mensch ein in Gesellschaft

lebendes Wesén

In spite of (Despite) his valuable (worthy) contributions to(wards) social
ontology, Marx does not have at his disposal (possess) a-social
ontologically(properly) thoughout (thoughithrough, studied, esoned)

theory of the social relatiofsozialontologisch durchdachte Theorie der

sozialen BeziehungYhe social relation appears (occurs) concretely in

[to] him [Marx] [his thought] only as [a] historical magnitude, and then
principally only in the form of the conflict between collective subjects

(theory of class struggle (clastruggle theory)). Justs little does he

develop a theory of the political which would essentially (or

substantially) (considerably) go beyond the theory of class struggle, and

In conjunction (connection) with the theory of the social relation, would

work (carve) out (or elabai®) the sociabntic dimension of the political.

Both shortcomings (defects, flaws, weaknesses) can be reduced (put

down, traced back), by and large (in the main, on the whole) to the
economistic limitation(s) (restriction) of his otherwise grandiose

conception of (regarding, on) the interrelation (correlation, connection)
between the being(lsh-the-world and thesocialbeing(ls)¢)with (i.e.

being with).This economistic limitation (restriction) does not mean

though that Marx interprets (or comprehen@siderstands, grasps, takes)

the economic as such narrowly. Rather (the) economy is equated with the
overall (total) process ((series of) events) of the production and

reproduction of social life (dem Gesamtvorgang der Produktion und
Reproduktion sozialeche bens) so that Adreligion,
justice), morality (morals), economy
(ways) of production (besondre Weise

economy which disregards the dominant (ruling or prevailing) social
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relations, for instance private property, when (if) it [the said political
economy] as [a] science puts forward (proposes, advances, formulates)
laws, does not understand (comprehend, grasp, apprehend) its o#n laws
Nonetheless, a dilemma emerges (is sedre emerging) here. If the
concept (notion) of the economy or of production is expanded (widened,
extended, broadened) boundlessly (endlessly, on and on) and finally
(eventually, in the end) is equated with the social, (then, so, thus) it loses
the speffic features (characteristics, traits), in relation to which one must
ask why categories of economic origin (provenance, beginnings,
derivation) should (be) (preferred, favoured) theoretically (be given
priority). If, on the other hand, it [the concepttbé economy or of
production] is defined or used commensurately (in line) with (according
to) its specificity, then (so, thus) the economic appears as a social sphere
beside (next to) other(s) [social spheres], in relation to which the question
of (in acordance with, regarding) the soeaitic priority of this or that
[social sphere] amongst them [(all) (the) social spheres] is posed, and the
ulti mately i nf er tsiulpee r(sutfemmohtonr cetdoi v e )
(study) of) (the) problem(shust be gon@to (reopened, discussed

(again)). Marx did (has, had) not see the (this, that) dilemma or at least as
[a] theoretician he (has, had) behaved as though it [the dilemma] did not
exist. Hiseconomistic limitation (restrictio)n respectjof the

interrelaton (correlation, connection) between (the) beingfisthe-

world and (thepeing(ls)€)with (i.e. being with)suggested [that] the

latter [being with] could be founded (based) (take root) saciaitally

on (or in) (in) the division of labour. But if enomic activity represents
(constitutes, is) no less than other forms of social activity a function of

(interhuman, interpersonal) relations (between humans (people)) against

38 AManuskripté, loc. cit., pp. 537, 510; cGrundrisse p. 26ff..
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the background of the fact of sociéffber wenn Wirtschaften nicht
wenigeralsmader e Formen sozialer T2tigkeit
zwischenmenschlichen Beziehungen vor dem Hintergrund des Faktums

der Gesellschaft darstellthen (so, thus) it [the said economic activity]

must (also) be scrutinised (examined critically, got to theobotif) with

[a] sociatontological intent(ion(s)) (too, as well). Then (the) political

economy might presumably be rewritten as (the) economy under the

influence (sign) of the political.

Marx paid his tribute no less than other(s) [thinkers, philosophers] to
ethicatnormative thinking (thought): his alienation (estrangement)
theorem (theorem of alienatio(Beine Entfremdungstheoreme)
constitutes an apprehension (grasping, comprehensiderstanding) of
the anthropological question (problem) from the point of view of the
contrast(ing) (conflict, opposition) betweactuality (reality, trueness or
genuineness) (authenticity) and unactuality (unreality, untrueness or
ungenuineness) (inauthicity). However, we do not want to say
anything about this (waste (lose) [ e
work interests us as [a(n)] outstanding {preinent, paramount)

milestone (landmark) on the lorfigtellectual¢spiritual)}historical)pah
(road, way) (in the history of ideas), at whose beginning (start, outset,
commencement) (stood, was) the rehabilitation of huseaisoriality
(sensuality) (i.e. theumansenses)hrough (by means of)jewtimes
(modern{era))rationalism (den neuzeitlie Rationalismus) in general,
and the Enlightenment in particular, (stood, was). This rehabilitation
made itself felt (worked, had its (took) effect) in two kinds of (different)
respects (ways) (in a dual respe@t)e primacy of anthropology, which
the Edightenment fought for (won) against the primacy of theology, was

concretised through a study of man in the entire (complete) fullness
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(abundance, richness, wealth) of $&nsory (or sensorial) (sensual,

sensuous, materialleterminations (determiningsxings, settings,

purposesjein StudiumdesMenc hen i n der ganzen Fg¢gl

sinnlichen Bestimmungénof both (the) biologicatbodily(corporeal,
physical) as well asf (the) environmental (surroundingglated)

[sensory determinationsi@wohl demiologsichleiblichen als auch der
umweltlicher) T and here again (though) not merely of (the) geographic

climatic, but also of (the) economsocial[sensory determinationgjler

geographisctkk | i mati schen, sond-sorialenrauch der

becausesesory (or sensorial) (sensual, sensuous, matengh) was ipso

facto construedidken for (graspedundersood, interpreted) (as) man in
society (Denn der sinnliche Mensch wurde ipso facto als Mensch in
Gesellschaft aufgefd). On the other hand, the wdtilitation of
sensoriality(sensuality) (i.e. the senses) was translated (converted) into
(brought about) the conviction (belief) [that] pure intellect does not make
up (constitute) in the | east manobs
(the essence of man), not even the deeifileciding) authority of the

human intellect(mind}épirit) (purer Intellekt mache keineswegs das

Wesen des Menschen, auch nicht die entscheidende Instanz menschlichen
Geistes aus). On the basis of this conviction (belief), an existential

concept (notionpf knowledge (ein existentieller Erkenntnisbegriff) is
formed, which asserted (put forward, argued) the taking root (rootedness,
rooting) of all knowledge and theory irsansorily (or sensorially)

(sensually, sensuously, materially) determined (conditipfexistence],

that is, in an existence found (situated, located) in conistiméction (or

mutual influence) (interplay, alternating (changing) effegth the

sensory (or sensorial) (sensual, sensuous, material) environment and
being shaped (mouldetbrmed) in it [such (a) sensory environment] (der

die Verwurzelung aller Erkenntnis und Theorie in einer sinnlich
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bedingten, also sich instdiger Wechselwirkung mit der sinnlichen

Umwelt befindenden und sich darin gestaltenden Existenz geltend

machte)In it [the said existential concept of knowledge] thinking and

wanting (or thought and volition) fuse (merge) with each other under the
influence (sign) of wanting (or volition)(,) while at the same time (in

relation to which, and indeed) the plastic ifmalleable) historicity of

sensorily (or sensorially) (sensually, sensuously, mater@ddlgprooted

(ingrained) existence drove out (or displaced) (ousted, dispelled,

replaced, superseded) the rigid (or inflexible) (firm, unbending,

unyielding) eternity® t he i ntell ectds truths (tr
verschmolzen Denken und Wollen im Zeichen des Wollens miteinander,

wobei die plastische Histori2itsinnlich, verwurzelter Existenz die starre

Ewigkeit der Wahrheiten des Intellekts vémpte¥>.1 n Mar x 6s conc e
of ideology, both aspects of the rehabilitatiosehsoriality(sensuality)

(i.e. the senses) [the primacy of anthropology and the downgrading of

pure intellect] flowed (in) (or infiltrated), because ideology is a thought
(intellectual)product standing (being, [existing, found]) under existential
commands (requirements, necessities) [(i.e. which answers to existential
commands)], and the [an] ideologically thinking existence stands (is)

[found](,) in turn ((then) again)(,) in the midddé a network (plexus,

mesh) of sociologicalbistorically ascertainable (detectable, traceable)
social relations (I n Marx0 Konzept v

Aspekte der Rehabilitation der Sinnlichkeit ein, denn Ideologie ist ein

3%1n relation to both these complementary aspects of the rehabilitatsmmsdriality(sensuality) (i.e.

the senses), see Kondylsu f k1,2 rpupn.g 421ff ., 309ff. . Cf. Hei degger 6
betweerrepresenting (i.e. representational) and inteti@dgng (i.e. interesbased) actsvprstellenden

und interessenehmendAkten) in order to emphasise (give prominence to, underline) the ontic

priority of the(situational) state of minds mood (um die ontische Priétitler Befindlichkeit als

Stimmung herauszusteller§gin und Zejtp. 139). It certainly testifies to [a] genuinely philosophical

ignorance of the (intellectua{piritual}-historical) background[s] (of (in (respect of)) the history of

ideas) when Heidegger attributes (dthiginsightes, i mputes
[regarding the ontic priority of the (situational) state of mind as mood] to the phenomenological school,

or when hd with (after, following) Scheler refers to Augustine and Pascal (love as presupposition of

knowledge).
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unter existentielleleboten stehendes Denkprodukt, und die ideologisch
denkende Existenz steht wiederum mitten in einem Geflecht
soziologischhistorisch ermittelbarer sozialer Beziehungen).

Philosophers, who (have, had) inherited, with (in) or without [their]
knowledge, thanttintellectualism of the Enlightenment, by and large

(on the whole, all in all) left aside (to one side) the first aspect [(i.e. the
primacy of anthropologyis-"-vis theology, and, the associated primacy

of biologicatbodily and environmental (geograpfittmatic, economie
social) sensory determinations)], in order to elaborate (work (carve) out,
process, form, investigate) the primacysehsoriality (sensuality) €.

the sensesgnd of wanting (or volition) as against (opposed to) (before,
vis-"-vis, rather than) the intellect and thinking (or thought) in the field
(area, sector, domain), and with the means, of anthropology. Thus (So, In
this way), already Schopenlexr [had done this], who regarded
(considered, saw) theill (i.e. volition) objectified (objectivised) in the

body (den im Leib objektivierten Willgm s fit he most | mmedi ¢
[aspect, thing, resultjaf o n s c i qAianee sGrOmi t t el bar st e
B e wiu £ e)i as sudh the will (i.e. volition) never completely (totally,
fully) takes the form (shape) (or fits (goes) into the mould) of the [a]
representation (Vorstellung)(,) in which the subject and object face (are
facing) (or stand opposite) each offiekikewise, in a sociological and
historical vacuum, Nietzsche undertook (it) to develop an existential
concept (notion) of knowledge on the basis of cong&nitational) states

of mind (for instance will to powe(Wille zur Mach}), which lie in

advanceof (or precede) every scientific or philosophical activity of the
intellect. Intellect and logic are for him instruments of the superordinate

(superior, higher) (situational) state of mind of wanting (or volition), and

40 Dje Welt alsWille, book 2 (29book), # 18-21.
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grow out of asoil of desires (or logings) (appetites, lusts, yearnings)
(BegierderErdreich 1 in fact consciousness in general constitutes

(repr esent deading (sotrol,irecting o nmarmageiment), but

an organ ofeading (control, directing or managemer(@nicht die

Leitung, sondern ein Organ der Leitdinghat is why knowledge and

truth together with phil otheoptca)r sé6 ep
stances (or positionings) (attitudes) (pertaining to the theory of

knowledge) must bealueladen(loaded) cofisegences of value

assessments (i.e. valuations or estimations of value) (appreciations)

(wertbeladenpAKk nsequenzen vomMaWertsch2atzung

As Nietzscheds example reminds us, t
(submerged) existential concept (notion) of wiexige of the

Enlightenment, amongst other things (inter alia), also came (arrived) on

the scene anew in (on, from, through) the roundabout wayoéer@tury

biological evolutionism. We do not have to here examine (investigate)

more closely (in greateretil) how it [the existential concept of

knowledge] was varied in the pragmatists, in Bergson or for instance in

Freud; (in the latter two (both the latter thinkers), by the way

(incidentally), the contradistinction (or dispute) (confrontation,

altercatim, clash) with biology (likewise) left (behind) deep traces

(behind) (as well)). In all of them it is apparent (turns out, goes to show,
appears, shown, seen) that the more or less successful attempt to make

out (or locate) (determine, discern) pnéellectual (situational) states of

mind (vorintellektuelle Befindlichkeiten) of an existence deepted

(ingrained) insensory (or sensorial) (sensual, sensuous, material)

facticity, did (was) not at all suffice (sufficient) for the founding
(establishment)ych s oci al ontol ogy. Mar x06s app

4T Werke Ill, pp. 892, 667, 547.
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(regarding) this, i1Trrespective of
more productive (fruitful, fertile, profitable), because he took the fact of
society more seriously and (has, had) connetie@mnthropological

factor with it [the fact of society] ab ovo. Soc@itologically relevant
(pertinent) notions (ideas or thoughts) of philosophers were developed in
the 20" century, at any rate, under the influence of the ascendant (rising)
sociatscientific disciplines, above all of sociology. Certainly not by
chance (coincidentally, accidentally). Because sociology and social
ontology were very often mixed (up) (blended) or even confused
(muddled, mixed up) with each other to the detriment (harm, geama
disadvantage) of both. The task now is to (We must (have got to) now)

bring about (on) (cause, induce) a conceptual clarification.
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2. Soci&scientific questions [in respeaf] of method(s)
(methodological questions (issues, problems)) from [a]
sociatontological perspective
(Sozialwissenschaftlichiglethodenfragen in

sozialontologischelPerspektive

A. Two [kinds of] founding(s) (establishment(s), foundatipn(s

of sociology (Zwei Grundlegungen der Soziologie)

Let it be (It should be) said (Let us say it) right (straight) away
(immediately, at once): the conceptual segregation (or separation)
(severance, isolation, detachment, partition; Absonderung) of social
ontology, sociology and historical science ([the] science of history) from
one another can, on account (because) of the obvious (evident, manifest)
commonalities (common ground, similarities) of their object (or subject
matter) (topic)ponly be approximated, i.e. it [the said conceptual
separation] concerns (has to do with, affects, pertains to, regards) the core
(nucleus, nub, heart) and not the outer (external) boundaries (limits) of
every one of these three disciplines (Die begrifi¢tbsonderung von
Sozialontologie, Soziologie und Geschichtswissenschaft voneinander
kann wegen der offensichtlichen Gemeinsamkeiten ihres Gegenstandes
nur approximativ sein, d. h. sie betrifft den Kern und nichédiefgn
Grenzen jeder dieser drei Digknen). The conceptual exposure

(exposing, uncovering, laying open (bare)) of this core does not therefore

automatically effect (bring about, cause, give rise to, result in) the coming
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into being (creation, genesis, emergence, origin) of three (fieldhwhi

are) sharply delimited (demarcated) from one another (fields (areas,

sectors, domains)), in which three different kinds (sorts, types) of

specialist work. On the contrary. [The] Things (Matters) themselves have

no idea of our concepts and conceptudintisions (differentiations), and

that is why every (deeper) analysis (going deeper) in regard to (of, about)

that which humans living in society do and create must simultaneously

move in, and at, all three fields or levels. [The] Analysis has (possesses)

at its disposafa) finer (set of) (conceptual) instrumef@ feineres
Instrumentariumyvhen it does this in the knowledge of (the) specific
(examination (study) of) (the) problem)[at] every level, and (it) loses

its way when it jumps (leaps) incarefree manner (lighteartedly,

without worry or responsibility) from one level to the other in the belief

[that] it nevertheless remains constant(ly) (steady, steadily) at (one) only

(one) (a single) [level] (e.g. at that [the level] of sociologyhasttuly
comprehensive [l evel]. Similar aberrtr
(defects, errors, fallacies, anomalies) perhaps do not do any major (great)
damage to (the) major (great) researchers, whose genius (brilliance,

ingenuity) and afround (g@eral) erudition (learning, education, culture)

vouch for (guarantee) deeper insights intoititerrelations (correlations,
connections) between (contexts of) thifggtters)

(Sac h z us agames (ish[h lne (accordance) with] their professed

(decla ed, procl ai med, avowed) fAmethodol
IS not a matter (question) of (we are not dealing with) an objective

achievement (accomplishment), which cannot be guaranteed by a(ny)

Amet hodol ogyo [anyway] , Ighmentof (with
foundation) of the sociological discipliidie Grundlegung der

soziologischen Disziplin According to my impression, the inner

(internal) incoherence of classical sociological theories, as well as the old
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fluctuations (vacillations, waveringaviations) between [the] formal (or
form-related) and historical orientation (alignment) of sociological theory
in general (zwischen formaler und historischer Ausrichtung
soziologischer Theorigberhaupt), are put down (reduced, attributed) to
the fact thasociatontological and sociological points of view (aspects)
were unreflectedly (or unthinkingly) (uncritically; unreflektiert) lumped
together (tarred with the same brush). In the process, they mutually
(reciprocally) hindered (obstructed, impeded) eattter in [respect of]

their autonomous development (unfolding) or supplementation
(supplementing, completion, replenishment) by other(s) [points of view]
(partly anthropological, partly historical) or else one [some] [point(s) of
view] overgrew (or grew qofusely (rampant)) (proliferated) and (the)
[an]other(s) [point(s) of view] fell by the wayside. It is theoretically

worth following (pursuing) theonverging and diverging (breaking
(splitting) up, separating) (or going into one another or away from one
another)daslin- und Auseinandergehgnf the aforementioned points of
view (aspects) in Max Weber or Parsons in order to then observe in
Durkheim how precisely (especially) a sharper (clearer, acuter) and more
cohesive (or united) (unified, uniformwell-rounded) definition
(determination of the concept (notion)) of sociologyi(ne schar fer e
geschlossenere Begriffsbestimmung der Soziojagpes hand in hand

with (accompanies, is accompanied by) a factually (or an objectively)
regrettable (unfortoate, lamentable, deplorable, woeful, sad) blunting (or
dulling) (deadening) of the sense for that which is supposed (meant) to
(should) Iie (be) beyond its [soci ol
kind (sort) of founding (establishment, foundationyo€iology, which

wants (intends) to deal with (treat, handle) the forms of social life (die die
Formen sozialen Lebens behandeln will), will occupy us during (in) the

discussion of the social relation. Because such [a] sociology as a whole
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constitutes (mees (up), provides) only (just) one (sole, single) aspect of
the much broader soctahtological(examination (study) of) (the)

problem(s)

Weber (likewise, also) starts from (takes) the social relation in his
founding (establishment, foundation) of sdog@y (as a starting point) (as
well), since this is defined in essence (essentially, in the main) as
synonymous with social action, which, as is (well) known, in accordance
with Weber constitutes (represents) for sociology the constitutive state of
affairs(f acts of the matter) and its [ sooc¢
subject matter) (topic, motif, theme) (Weber geht ebenfalls bei seiner
Grundlegung der Soziologie von der sozialen Beziehung aus, da diese im
wesentlichen synonym mit dem sozialen Handelimeet wird, welches
bekanntlich nach Weber degrfdie Soziologie konstitutiven Tatbestand

und ihren spezifischen Gegenstand darstellt). Both social action and [the]
soci al relation equally mean (signif
behavi ou rbehavmur,Q)inihe case®f the social relation this
orientation is merely mutual (or reciprocal) (Beides, soziales Handeln und
soziale Beziehung, bedeuten gleiche@aradie Orientierung eigenen
Verhaltens am Verhalten anderer, im Falle der sozialen Bazigist
bloCdiese Orientierung gegenseifity)Since the orientation in question

must be connected with a meaning (or sense) on the part of (for) him (the
person)acting or them (the people) acting, the no less constitutive
occupation (engagement ordtretical) activity) of sociology with (or in
relation to) meaning (sense) and [the] understanding of meaning (sense)
can, in the same characteristic manner (style, fashion), be made clear (or
plausible) (explained) (Da die fragliche Orientierung seit&ssadler der
Handelnden mit Sinn verbunden sein@ni@ tsich im selben Duktus die

42 Wirtschaft und Gesellschaftp. 1, 11, 12, 13.
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nicht weniger konstitutive Besttiigung der Soziologie mit Sinn und
Verstehen von Sinn plausibel machdWdw it is often noted (noticed,
observed, r e ma sukswamial (ortshbatantivéyevdoke r 6 s
(labour) as sociology pays little (scant, barely no) heed to (shows little
(scant) consideration for) his programmatic founding (establishment,
foundation) of sociology, and offers (provides) lasgale (grandly laid

out (drawn up)) structural analyses of historically given collective

construct(ion)s (creations, shapes, formations)(,) in relation to which

Asubjectively meant meaning (or sens

(relevant) to it (that) get short shrift (are paidrscattention (disregarded,
passed over), do not get the attention they deserve) (u@angielegte
strukturelle Analysen von geschichtlich gegebenen kollektiven Gebilden
bietet, wobeisubjektiv gemeinter Sirirund darauf bezogenes Verstehen
zu kurz komma)*. The most obvious explanation for that, in so far as
one [an explanation] was attempted
strong (intense) historical interests and his gift (talent, knack) for the
grand (great, large) overall view (overview, surveuld drive (impel,
carry) him, straight(away) (immediately, right) after (the) completion
(execution, dealing with) of (the) [his] compulsory methodological duties,
to(wards) the sketching (outlining, devising, designing, planning) of
structuralfunctiond panoramas (zum Entwerfen von strukturell
funktionalen Panoramen), while (during, amid, under) (the) neglect(ing)
(of) the task (or duty) of incorporating (or building (inserting, working)
in[to his research (work, panoramas)]) sufficient (adequate) tetsa

(or interventions) between both aspects [i.e. in regard to social action (or
the social relation) and the historical aspect] of his own vision of
sociology. Yet the question is exacfthat, [the question)whether these

“Seeeqg.GertMi |1 1 s, Al ntroducRklighpn@, @AO0257ff. Fuléwbiromek,

Ol nterpretive ®eberip®6digyo6o; Bendi x,
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aspects can be mediated asneen (with) each other in principle, or,
whether the [a] chasm (gulf, gap) here yawns not between two aspects of
an in itself uniform (unified, standardised) sociological thinking (thought)
in its particularity (or peculiarity (specific (special) feaddrdut rather
between two different levels of social knowledge (knowing) in its totality
(entirety). [As] | think (believe, opine, mean)(,) [In my opinion] [that]

this chasm (gulf, gap) is not able to (cannot) be bridged because the fact
of the social redtion in itself, and (out) (on account) of [from, based on]

its constitution (composition or texture), refers to a kind (sort) of
investigation (or research) (examination) which cannot be the specifically
sociological, and (only) in (the) sociological pimgpractice) (alone, by
itself) accessible(gxamination (study) of (the) problem (problems)
Undoubtedly (Without (a) doubt), sociology must structurally and
functionally examine (take a look at) (or illuminate (shed light on))
collective networks (orlpxus(es)) of social relations (Zweifelsohne@nu
die Soziologie kollektive Geflechte sozialer Beziehungen strukturell und
funktional beleuchten). These [collective networks of social relations]
are, however, historically formed and variable (changeablsgbia)

varying), whereas the social relation as orientation of the action of one
side in [regard to] the action of each and every respective other [side]
constitutes a constant(,) (and) ubiquitous (and,) (mechanism)
(independent of (unattached to) histatietc. content(,)) (mechanism). It
[The said (This) mechanism] distinguishes human affairs (matters or
things) as a (on the) whole (e.g. their psychological dimension no less
than the sociological [dimension]), and it could provide (or constitute)
(give,deliver, hand over, emit, make, produtieg specific characteristic
(feature) of sociology only (then) if (when) sociology were the only (sole)
discipline regarding (about) human affairs (matters or things) in general.

That is why in [respect of] (duringhe definition of sociology [the] social
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relation may (should, must, ought, is) not (allowed to) be taken into
account (considered) at all, and in the praxis (practice) of the sociologist,
only after the marking, and inside, of the boundaries (limit&)jf
disciplineT i.e. in this or that of its concrete forms (Diese sind aber
geschichtlich geformt und v&rderlich, whrend die soziale Beziehung

als Orientierung des Handelns der einen Seite am Handeln der jeweils
anderen einen konstanten, ubigrenund vom geschichtlichen etc.

Inhalt unabRAngigen Mechanismus bildet. Er zeichnet die menschlichen
Dinge insgesamt aus (z. B. ihre psychologische Dimension nicht weniger
als die soziologische) und €trinte das spezifische Kennzeichen der
Soziologie nur damabgeben, wenn Soziologie die einzige Diszipber

die menschlichen Dinggberhaupt #re. Bei der Definition der

Soziologie darf soziale Beziehung daher gar nicht und in der Praxis des
Soziologen erst nach der Markierung und innerhalb der Grenzen seiner
Disziplin begcksichtigt werden d. h. in dieser oder jener ihrer

konkreten Formen).

If theory starts from (takes) social action or the social relation (as its (the,
a) starting point), then (so, thus) the markingholse boundaries (limits)

[of sociology] must (has to, necessarily) amount(s) (be (is) tantamount) to
ac UUY G-y 3[teansition to another genus (or species)].
Nonetheless, Weber does not in the least feel (so, thus) as if he, upon
entry (when(while) entering) (into) the field (area, sector, domain, realm)
of substantial (or substantive) sociological analyses, had (has, would
have) made a logical leap (leap in logic). Because between the subjective
meaning (or sense), with which the individuéingle persons) connect

their action or their relation to(wards) [as regards (between)] one another,
and the meaning (or sense) condensed (consolidated, solidified) in

collective sociatonstruct(ion)s (creations, shapes, formationes)
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[Weber] insertgor interposes) (interpolates, intercalatssyeral (some, a

few) analytical tiers (or stages) (grades, levels) which in his eyes

(opinion, view) enable (make) steps in (the) [a] continuity (possible)

(Denn zwischen den subjektiven Sinn, mit demElieelnen ihr Handeln

bzw. ihre Beziehung zueinander verbinden, und den in kollektiven
Sozialgebilden verdichteten Sinn schiebt er einige analytische Stufen ein,
die in seinen Augen Schr) Buttlefistn der
step has to do vhta social relation, which is (stands) under the influence

(sign) of themeaninglike (meaningbearing (meaningfulor purposeful)
orientation of actors towards (in relation to, as regards) one another,(;) the
last (final) [step] brings social facts tolig(displays (shows, exhibits,

discloses) social facts), which take place (come to pass) or have taken

place (come to pass) irrespective (regardless) of (notwithstanding) such
orientation (Aber der erste Schritt hat mit einer sozialen Beziehung zu

tun, dieim Zeichen sinnhafter Orientierung der Akteure aneinander steht,

der letzte ¥rdert sozialen Tatsachen an den Tag, die sich ungeachtet

solcher Orientierung vollziehen oder vollzogen haben). And only this last
(final) step opens up (develops or disclogaf)yeal (or an actual)

sociologicalfield (area, sector, domain, realm). The fact of society is
presupposed by sociology, but the fact of the social relation cannot in

itself result in (yield, produce, show, establish, prove) the fact of society,
althoughthis [fact of society] cannot be thought of (imagined, considered,
conceptualised) without that [social relatioBjps Faktum der

Gesellschaft wird von der Soziologie vorausgesetzt, aber das Faktum der
sozialen Beziehung kann an sich das Faktum der Gelsaft nicht
ergeben, obwohl sich di@¥®ds ohne jen
di fferently (Otherwise said, In othe
action or of the social relation would retain (keep) its validity even (then)

if (when) there were onliwo humans (men, people) in the world,(;) in

335



this case, however, the adjective s
Aactiono or fArelationd would hardly
(intelligible). Only against the background (a backdrop) of a society, as

few in number [of people] as this [society] may be [no matter how many

people in such a society], does the relation of two actors to(wards) (with,

as between) each other becomesfajialrelation, and the concept

(notion) Asocietyoedssomiddhoodoncbobme b
mere representation (or idea) (notion, performance) of two individuals

behaving (in relation) to(wards) each other (would come o moe 0 s
(nobodydéds) (not come to anyoneo6s) mi
(concedes, grants, conges), albeit only indirectly, the necessity of a

more detailed founding (qustification)(Be gr ¢ hdah gt he MnNsoci e
character of social action, when he, beyond the initial fundamental (basic,

in principle) connection (bond) between social action acthkmy,

introduces an additional (extra, further) and important conceptual

di fferentiation(,) in order to outl]
work. Then he speaks of action(,) which has the [as a] condition

(requirement or prerequisite) [of]\s&ral (quite a few, a number of,

multiple) persons living together, that is, the existence (presence) of a

society. Historical science (The science of history) obviously deals with

(is about), just like sociology, socially acting humans (people, men). How

can therefore (the, [a]) preoccupation with (treatment (study) of) social

action in genergbrovide (or constitute)jjve, deliver, hand over, emit,

make, producethe differentia specifica (specific difference) of sociology

(die differentia specifica der Soziologie)? It cannot [do it], Weber

concedes (admits, acknowledges) tacitly (silently), and he (loudly) says

(out loud (aloud)): whereas history investigates @xas, looks into,
scrutinises) nimportant (significant

contexts)o of soci al action, sociolo
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at, scrutinises, puts) the nactual r
which can be observgdi nsi de of soci al actiono,
action [they (the nactual regul ari ti
(shape, leave their mark on) only a part (or sector) of it [(social) action]

(Wa hrend Geschichte Awi cSoZialege Einzel z

Handel ns untersucht, nimmt Soziol ogi
Regel maCigkeiteni unter die Lupe, di
Handel nsi beobachten | assen, also al

Ausschnitt )yodrme [Jomething] eqtivglenséme,
corresponding [to that]) applies (goes) understandably (with regard) to

(for) the meaning (or sense) of acti

way of | ooking at things (considerat
sense) #fireal(ltyh emepaenrts obny) haict i ngo i s (
of Iinterest (attention), on the othe

(the) mass sociological way of looking at things (consideration,

contempl ation)o, the fAaverage and ap
seng) is at the centre of inter&stThe construction of regularities and

averages is therefore the actual (real) task (job) of sociology, and since

such [regularities and averages, things, phenomena] do not happen

(occur, appear, crop up) in (the) meaning(osense) Areally me
(the person) actingo, (so, then, thu
the sociologist gains (gets) the upper hand over that [(the) perspective] of

him (the person) acting, and [as does] the category of the objective

meaning (or sense) constructed by the former [observer or sociologist]

(gains the upper hand) over the subjectively meant meaning (or sense) of

the latter [him (the person) actindritsprechendes gilt

verstandlicherweise im HiAbbkelii ck auf

44 Wirtschaft und Gesellschaft. 14.
4 Loc. cit., p. 4.
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hi storischer Betrachtungi stehe der

Sinn, Abei soziologischer Massenbetr
Adurchschnittlich und ann2herungswe.i
des I nteresses. Die Konadruktion von

Durchschnitten ist also die eigentliche Aufgabe der Soziologie, und da
solche in dem Avon Handelnden real g
so gewinnt die Perspektive des Beoba
jene des Handelnden und die Kategorie des exsteren konstruierten
objektiven Sinnes ¢ber den vom | et zt
Oberhangl A weighty (or very important) reason why the programmatic

binding (bond, tie) of sociology to (with) the concept (notion) of social

action onthe path (oad, way) towards (practis€dr applied) sociology

(in practice, apractised) (praktizierteB8oziologie) is dropped, is thus
(consequently) the impossibility of deducing (deriving) from this concept

(notion) [of social action], in its necessary refeeto each and every

respective concrete person acting, any averages or regularities

(whatsoever). Social action and meaning (or sense) in relation to

(regarding, in (with) regard (respect) to) the constructing observer
(konstruierenden Beobachtehoweve, is (constitutes, represents)

something else (different, another matter).

Scet z (has) described (called, referr
epistemological paradox in solving [trying (wanting) to solve], through

[the] making (manufacture) of olggve meaning (sense) contexts

(interrelations) (durch Herstellung objektnv@in nnzusamme nh?2nge
the part of the observer, the problem (question, task) of a science(,) which
wants to in principle search for the meaning (or sense) [subjectively]

meant by him (the person) acting. Whereas the early [younger] Weber

gave precedence ([his] preferente)deal types (Idealtypen) which were
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based (rested) on historical guidelines{orischen Vorgabgnthe late[r]
[older] Weber as [a] sociologist constructed ideal types(,) which
amounted (were tantamount)dtatements (opinions, pronouncements,
assefibns)lon (about , regarding) fAthe actio
They) proceedi ndsS cnh tiinksd (dpines,imeams) mi t y 0 .
[INSch&d zopi ni on Sc Algonlpthedniclusign t o
(incorporation) of meaning (or sense) in a subjectieganing (sense)
context (interrelation(erst die Einbeziehung von Sinn in einen
subjektiven Sinnzusammenhang) fulfils the Weberian postulate (or
imperative) of (demand (request) for) adequacy of meaningg(tse)

( Si nn a dthayiswahy (the) sociolyical ideal types must, or at least
should (are supposed (meant) to), produce (or establish) (make,
manufacture) an objectiveeaning (sense) context (interrelation)
between (amongssubjectivemeaning (sense) contexts (interrelatiéhs)
In [respect of] he demand (request) for the tracing back (reduction or
returning) ofobjective meaning (sense) contexts (interrelatitms)
subjective meaning (sense) contexts (interrelatipiis) even the other
way around: for the (meaning(sens&lequatefonstruction(, adequate as
to meaning (sense),) of objectivadaning (snse) contexts
(interrelations)], lies (there is) a difficulty, however, which (escaped,
eluded) both Weber as well as his kindly disposed (benevolent) critic
(failed to notice, missgd yet precisely it [this difficulty] makes the
bidding farewell (saying goodbye, turning away) of Weberian sociology
to (from) the principle (tenet, axiom) of subjectively meant meaning (or
sense) in research practice (or praxis) unavoidable (inevitdlile)
dissolution (disintergration, break(ing) up) of the objective meaning

(sense) context (interrelation) constructed by [an] observer into its [the

46 Aufbay pp. 330ff., 343ff., 344ff.. Cf. the definitions of subjective and of objective meaning (sense)
at p. 187ff..
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objective meaning contextodos] subject

them (the people) acting (in seisgbjektiven, von den Handelnden
gemeinten ideellen Komponenten) (or conversely (the other way around):
the building (or construction) of the former [objective meaning context of
the observer] through [the] putting together (compiling, arrangement) of
thelatter [subjective ideational components of them (the people) acting])
can only succeed (be successful) under two conditions: that at the same
time (in the course of this) [an] average meaning (or sense) and average
acti on ( somabody (peopleatiie Tlaeyd , acfz calisathbe
taken into consideration (account) (borne in miaad that these
averages are taken (or inferred) (gathered) from a meaning (or sense) and
an action, whosmanifestations (or expressigr{suter signs

u C e r uimdgak(in fact, of course) vary in the multiformity (or
variety of form) of individuals, but are essentially homogernious
accordance withaccording to, [judging by]) their content and their
direction; an average of a number of (several) different qualeiesat in
fact be imagined (conceived, thought of, contemplated). On the other
hand, if the subjective meaning (sense) contexts (interrelations), which
are condensed ((become) compressed) in an objective meaning (sense)
construct(ion) (creation, shagermation) (die sich in einem objektiven
Sinngebilde verdichten), differ qualitatively from one another, then (so)
the latter [objective meaning construct] cannot be reduced (put down) any
more to [the fact of] subjectively meant meaning (or sense), sirtbe it [
objective meaning construct] does not agree (is not in agreement) with
any of those [subjectively meant meanings (or senses)] contained in it.
Here, the objective meaning (sense) context (interrelation) does not
represent an average, but a resultane(Resultante), which does not
coincide with any of the paforces (partial forces) (putting) (assembling
(or composing)) it [the objective meaning context] (togetraie) it
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keiner der sie zusammenseginzhemh@den Tei
word), theconstruct(ion) (creation, shape, formatiomjjuestion comes

about (takes place) through the mechanism of the heterogony of ends (das
betreffende Gebilde kommt durch den Mechanismus der Heterogonie der
Zwecke zustande). Weber speaks briefl\jajdifferent context on each

(and every respectiy@ccasion, of both cases mentioned just (right) now

[i.e. an average meaning and average action, and, an objective meaning

context as a resultant], without however thinking (worrying, wondering)

about tle methodological significance (or meaning) (importance) (die
methodologische Bedeutung) of their difference. He [Weber] connects
(associ at es, put s, pl aces) soci al ac
(conjunction, contactindhesametway(ed Nt ypi
the same kind),) meant meaning (or s
ascertains [that] Ain the majority o
relevant action [is] affected (or influenced) by qualitatively

het er og e n e* Bothpomts of viewe,@gain unreflectedly,

fertilised (or made productive) in (the, [his]) substantial (or substantive)
(fundamental) sociological analyses. When Weber e.g. brings (works,

carves) out (elaborates) correlations between social classes oasttata

types of religiosit§?, (so, then) he does not obviously mean (think) [that]

[in regard] to all those belonging to these classes or strata the

corresponding (analogous) religiosity would be (is) cherished in their

bosoms (or hearts), but he well (prbha no doubt) assumes (or accepts)
(presumes) [that] the religiosity of the devout amongst them is by and

| arge (in the main (general), on the
(of the same kind, uniform)o. During

long-term processes, which have found expression (been reflected

47 Wirtschaft und Gesellschaftp. 14, 10.
48 Loc. cit., p. 2671f.
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(echoed)) (been expressed) in extensive (broad(er);$aaje) objective
construct(ion3 (creatiors, shaps, formatiors), it is nevertheless hardly

(not very) meaningful (or sensible) (atle meaning) to postulate such a

thing (something |Iike that). To(ward
(ARationalisierunjii m Westen), of whose fambi gu
( me ani n g Aeldeutelei§))® Webér knows, e.g. Calvinists have
contiibuted just like atheistic Enlighteners (i.e. Enlightenment thinkers or
philosophers), however neither (none) of both these schools (lines) of

thought (or tendencies) (directions) would have seen in the other an allied

force (ally) in the same historicatqress. Here, no average of the

completely (entirely, totally) different subjectively meant meaning

(sense) contexts (interrelations) can be ascertained (established,

determined, traced, found out)(,) in which those (the parties, individuals

(or groups)) oncerned could in part recognise themselves; only a

resultant of parforces (partial forces) having an effect (or being active)

(acting, working, operating) against one another can be drawn up

(sketched, outlined), and this is [a] matter for (of) the nlesgthe
observerds matter (affair, business)
contemplates) these pdarces (partial forces) from the outside and after

[their] (completed (concluded)) development (unfolding) ([has been]

completed (brought to a clgge

Where the heterogony of ends creates (or causes) (makes) (the) social
facts, there the last (final) epistemological step has (was) also (been)
taken, away from subjectively meant meaning (or sense). Weber did not
perceive (discern) it [that], because hmkis [that] at altiers (or stages)
(grades, levels) of ascent, from [the] concrete case of social action (up) to
the architectural panorama of society, [he] can (is able to) use (employ,

4 Loc. cit., p. 15ff..
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utilise, apply) [the] same methodological key: understanding ohimga

(or sense) (Verstehen von Sinn). But
sense)o and Aunderstandingo are from
that they really (absolutely, virtually) suggest the [a] leap (jump) from the
standpoint of him (the pews) acting to the standpoint of the observer,

that is, the shift(ing) (moving, displacement) of [itijd) question

formulation (putting (formulation) of the [a] question, problem

examination, examination of the [a] problem, central thdno@) the

subjecive to the objective meaning (sense) context (interrelation). The
rejection of APSyphslogismu® it maglé keawd  (

(declared) (or manifests itself) in the definition of meaning (or sense) in

[the fact] that, as subjectively meant meaning (oseg [it (meaning (or
sense)] does nowerelya ppl y to (is not wvalid as)
(or sense)], but also [to meaning (or sense)] apprehended (grasped,
understood) fAin a concdipdinanal |y const
begrifflich konstruierta reinen Typus); understanding is

correspondingly (accordingly) activated as interpreting (or interpretive)
apprehension (graping, comprehension, understanding) (deutende

Erfassungpf meaning (or sense) both in the former and in the latter case

[ of aflaoctmueani ng, and, meaning apprehe
respectively]’. The (of necessity (unavoidable, necessary)) transition

from the fact uaypical(vomAdtS)chlicherizunt he | dea
Idealtypischen) therefore by no means weakens (or reduces) (extenuates,

tones down, mitigates) the potencycoinprehending (understanding,

knowing) interpretation (analysis, comment(ary)) (or interpretive

explanation)die Potenz der verstehenden Rg), one can even say

that it [the said transition] first (only [then]) brings it [comprehending

50 Loc. cit., pp. 1, 4.
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interpretation] to [its, a state of] full development (or fruition) (unfolding)
(develops it fully). And just as little is this same potency impaired (or
reduced) (lessened, diminished, interfered with, restricted) through (by
(means of)) the transition of sociological research to collective
construct(ion)s (creations, shapes, formatighg)hich are (stand) under

the influence (sign) of an objective mean(sgnse) context

(interrelation), regardless (irrespective, in spite) of (notwithstanding,
despite) the subjective meaning (sense) contexts (interrelations)
interwoven (beyond recognition) with one another in it [the said objective
meaning context] [and grébeyond recognition) ((up) to [the point of]
unrecognisableness (indecipherability)). Typically enough, Weber
emphasises (underlines, stresses) the particular advantages of the ideal
typical procedure (or method) precisely (there) where he makes his
(above-)mentioned observation (ascertainment, statement, discovery)
[that] historically or sociologically relevant action is mostly (most of the
time, for the most part) influenced (or affected) by qualitatively
heterogeneous motives, which could not (canbet)educed to a mere
average!. This implies though that the use (or employment) of ideal
typically underpinned (supported, backed up, substantiated)
understanding in sociological research must not at all depend on whether
the starting pbisti ce ponéjndgdiardung
[the (such) use of idedypically underpinned understanding in

sociological research]) takes as its basis (is based on) objective meaning
(sense) contexts (interrelations) and collectivestruct(ion)s (cresns,
shapes, formations) A Meani ng (or sense)o0 and Al
themselves determine the manner (or kind) (way, mode, sort) of founding

(establishment, foundation) of socio

5 Loc. cit., p.10.

344



Aunder st andi ng 0] anyhew, nerhgless),avaneéto ( any wa
| eave every fipsychologismo behind. T
decipher) to (for) us, always in ide@pical preparation, equally (in the

same way) (both) [the, what is] individdaistorical and [the, what is]
collectivesociological [elements] (immer in idealtypischetparierung,

gleiche ma (nhdividuell-Historisches und Kollekth5oziologisches),

they do not, that is, clearly (or unambiguously) refer (concern), and not
necessarily, (to) the specific object ot®logy, and that is why [they]

may not (are not permitted to) also give (provide, constitute, produce)

(any) [the] criteria for the apprehension (grasping, comprehension,
understanding) of the specific character of this [the sociological]

discipline, irespective of how indispensable they appear [to be] for the

[ @a] sociologistbds wor k.

It can be assumed (presumed, supposed, suspected) why Weber had (has,

did) not bore(d) (or delve(d)) deeper into this important point. In

hi storismds ( oghtsworlds(sysiemiofddeassor6 s) t hou
ideological universe) (In der Gedankenwelt des Historismus), both

individual (or separate) persons as well as collectwestruct(ion)s

(creations, shapes, formationggre regarded asdividuals; the yardstick
(ormeasurel benchmar k, criterion) for indi
Il ndi vi du al not(the) gxtert (size er sawpek(range, area), but

(the) historical uniqueness and unrepeatability (die geschichtliche

Einmaligkeit und Unwiederholbarkeit). One knowsiglknown] in what

way (manner) Dilthey expanded (stretched, spread) the domain

(competence or responsibility) of interpreting (interpretive) understanding

in [respect of] the large (great) crystallisations of the objective intellect(

spirit) (die Zus t 2gkei interpretierenden Versteheasu f di e gr oCen

Kristallisationen des objektiven Geistewithout in the slightest (least)
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having the feeling he turned his back on the indivitugrom this
perspective, the decisive (determinative) dividing line (liheeparation)
did not run between the two forms (shapes) of the individual [i.e.
individual persons and collective constructs], but between the world of
individual forms (shapes) in general, i.e. the historical world as a whole
(on the whole, all in all)and (the)events (or becoming) of nature (natural
events (othe naturabecoming))Xund dem Naturgeschehen), which is
beyond (or evades) (eludes, escapes) interpreting (interpretive)
understanding. Since historical scielfitee science of history) (also)
investigated (examined, researched into), ex officio (or by virtue of its
office, i.e. standing, as a science), the field (area, sector, domain) of the
objective intellect(spirit) (too), that is, since it [historical science] had
not been differentiatedey from sociology, and did not have to struggle
(fight, battle, wrestle) against this latter [sociology] for its independence
(or autonomy) (W a b h 2 n)gtheng (sog thuks) the contradistinction
(contrasting) of [between] historical and natural (i.e. pfajs sciences

(the sciences of history and of nature) (die Geberstellung von
Geschichtsund Naturwissenschaften) remained the only (lone) decisive
(deciding) [one, contradistinction]. It [The said contradistinction]
remained so, however, also Meber, who continued to orientate

himself towards it, although his particular (matter of) concern (purpose,

il ntention, objective) was the determ

specific object (subject (matter), topic, theme). Here, obviously, a new
differentia specifica (specific difference) had to be introduced. That,
which separated the (intellectualfiritual)) (humanities) and the natural

sciences from one another, was not sufficient (enough) (did not suffice)(,)

52 fDer Aufbau der geschichtlichen WlGesammelte Schriften V1 | , esp. p. 208ff . .

remarks on psychological interpretation and [the] interpretation of iftbedlethical)¢
customar{customsrelated) (= supra(hyperpersonal and socigjowers (also pertaining to customs)
(den Sttlichen(=¢, b e r p e ensnflendozialedyi® c h)tHestorik, p. 173ff..
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in order to found (establish,gtify) the necessity of distinctions
(differentiations)nsideof the humanities (intellectuad{piritual)

sciences). As advocate (champion, defender, proponent) of (for) an

independent (autonomoos seltsufficient) (selfstanding) sociological

discipline (Als Verfechter einer sellstdigen soziologischen Disziplin),

Weber broke away (freed himself, cut himself loose) from historism (or
historicism), simultaneously however, he appropriated the

methodological principles (maxims, axioms, tenets) of (theyrdphic

science (die methodologischen Gruitde der idiographischen

Wissenschatft); he noticed (felt, realised) in fact that the contrast(ing) (or
opposition) (conflict) between the idiographic and the nomological

[science, discipline] (der Gegensatz gehien ldiographischem und
Nomologischem)after the founding (or justification) (establishment)

(Begrgndung) of sociology, had slipped (crept) modified into the area

(realm, sector) of the humanities (intellectusbfritual) sciences) itself
(Aregsbarnaverageso), yet (but) he di
respect] of (the) founding (establishment, foundation) (die
Grundlegungsprobleme) of the new discipline in this light, however [he]
carried on (continued to) summon(ing
Amder standingo for [in regard to] (¢t
task (or problem) (job, duty) [at hand]. He felt justified in relation to that

because he, in any event (one way or another, anyway), wanted to

conduct (pursue, do, carry on, be inxad in, take part in) historically

oriented (aligned, adjusted) sociology. But a historically oriented

sociology remains (nevertheless, all the samegdajology(after all),

and must be founded (established) (or justified) (accounted for,

substantiate) as[a] sociology.
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Not only does the historical orientation (alignment, adjustment) of his

sociology, nonetheless, relieve (ease the burden of, reduce the strain on)
Weberds met hodol ogi cal conscience. T
Ameani ng)@orangdemMaunder standingo has m
particular (certain) polemical point, which though illustrates ((vividly,

graphically) demonstrates, exemplifies) anew (afresh) how much in

Weber s thought (thinking) the contr
between [the] humanities and [the] natural sciences dominated. The

[polemical] point turns, namely, against attempts at looking at

(considering, contemplating) and at systematising history in (on, from)

the roundabout way of (through) sociology in (acemick with) the

manner (way) of the natural (i.e. physical) sciences, i.e. to find (or trace)

(locate, detect) in it [historyfprms (kinds) of law bindedness

(determinisms or lavibased necessitie€pe s et z ma)Compdeable t e n

with (to) theforms (kinds)of law bindedness (determinisms, law(rule)

based necessities) of (in) natfkea t ur ges et )zamdtgCi gkei t en
consequently foresee (predict) its [
wanted to find out (discover, ascert
the history Aldturgesatreldér Gaschichtediér e

Menschheif), and Marx, who spoke ilmte s ame spirit of th
| aws of capit al ANatirgesetzen deo Khpitalistischen o ( d e
Produktiorii), constituted (were) the prime (classic) examples of this
(historicatphilosophical) sociology (pertaining to the philosophy of

history) orsociological philosophy of history (diese

geschichtsphilosophische Soziologie oder soziologische

Geschichtsphilosophi®) Soci ol ogydés (as) cl ose(s

possible methodological following [the example] (dependence) of the

53 From this point of view, Dilthey had already lumped sociolaegy the philosophy of history
together, seéEinleitung in die Geisteswig$.Ges. Schriftenl, p. 86ff..

348



idiographic scieces is supposed (meant) to (should) now provide (give,

of fer, afford) the cure (femedy) for
philosophical) iliness (sickness, disease, disorder) (in relation to [arising

from] the philosophy of history). The emphasis, with ethiWeber

expresses the principle (tenet, axiom) of methodological individualism

(den Grundsatz des methodologischen Individualismus), necessitates

(causes, determines, presupposes; bedingt) the same polemical

consideration [used in rebutting Comteand Masx p hi | osophi es ¢
history (in combatting the philosophy of history)]; there are (actually, in

reality) no collective socialonstruct(ion)s (creations, shapes, formations)

(i n actual fact), these are nAimerely
interreet i ons of specific action of indi:
(AediglichA b | 2undfZasammerfimge spezifischen Handelns

einzelner Menschéir*. This statemenfpinion, pronouncement,

assertion, proposition$ truei more precisely: it can be interprdtim

such a way (manner) that it can be regarded as$ tritee[the said
statementdos] relevance for the found
sociology must, nonetheless, be classified as slight (low, minor), and its

use concerning (regarding) this [fading of sociology] is based (rests) on

a confusion (mistaking, mixing up) of the epistemological level with (for)

the level of reality. Naturally, societies exist, and the social

construct(ion)s (creations, shapes, formatiam$hiem [societies] [arise,

come] only out of humans (men, people) and their action, however the

question is whether this fact concerns (has to do with, affects) the

definition of sociology as [a] discipline, especially as it [this fact] can be

taken as the basis for the definitioinpoactically (virtually, more or less)

(or in practice) every (intellectuadfiritual) science) (all the humanities)

54 Wirtschaft und Gesellschaft. 6.
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(e.g.: literary studies (the science (study) of literature) is the discipline

which deals with the action of humans (men) as authons €he

pointing out (indication, reminder) of a ubiquitous reality is (does) by no

means sufficient (enough, suffice) for the founding (establishment) (or
justification) of a particular discipline. Because the ubiquitous reality is

only one [reality], ye{but, however) the disciplines are many, and the

level of reality, at which every discipline has to (make a) start (or be

developed (produced, attached, fixed, prepared)), is determined in

accordance with epistemological criteria and not by invoking (dimgea

to) (with reference to) (or referrin
(Strangely) enough, Weber, who otherwise knows like few others of the

radical difference (distinction) between [a] conceptual construction and
Areal i tyo, an dgni@icancd (lmeaning,ompartance) aft i ve s
the former for the picture (or image) [we have] of the latter, does not

think in a consistent manner (consistently) of the primacy of the

epistemological standpoint when it is a matter (qQuestion) of the founding
(establshment, foundation) of sociology. He [Weber] does not hesitate

(lose any time), in other wordssideof sociology(,) in view of (with

regard to) [the] cognitive necessities of the ideal type, to give the ideal

type precedence o0VEheddes notevanttddettnal i t y O
[the] nature and [the] object (subject (matter), theme) of sociology itself

through (by means ofjlje g typifying process (procedure, method) (i.e.

the process of rendering sociatts (or phenomena) into typedu(ch

typisierendes Verfahr@nbut as far as (if) possible [(he) wants] to start

(begin) with the individual (single person) as ff@aningbearing

(meaninglike) (meaningful or purposefuperson acting (beim Einzelnen

als sinnhaft Handelndem ansetzen). (\&zgiology (nonetheless)

represents (or constitutes), as [a] whole or as [an] epistemological

construct, an ideal type, and a specific reality corresponds to that (it)
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[ideal type] (just) as (well as) to ideal types (too)(,) which are constructed

by sociol@y and inside of sociology. This specific reality is called [a]

Asoci al facto. Only the actual ackno
[the Asocial factdso] existence enab
position) to formulate (or put forward) (dray,uestablish, set up,

construct, propose) historically saturated (full, thoroughly imbued
(filled)) i1 deal types. Before we sho
praxis (or practice regarding (concerning) this approximates

(approaches, comes close to) Duwgkh ntlieary, we want to briefly

describe (outline) how the discrepancy between socitlogical motifs

(subjects, themes, motives) and sociological analysis manifests (shows)

itself in Parsons (Soziologie stellt dennoch als ganze bzw. als

epistemologisices Konstrukt einen Idealtyp dar und ihm entspricht

ebenso eine spezifische Wirklichkeit wie den Idealtypen auch, die von

der Soziologie und innerhalb der Soziologie konstruiert werden. Diese
spezifische \Mozale TdtsacligEestidie faksehe Ct

Anerkennung ihrer Existenz segtirigens Weber instand, historisch

gesttigte Idealtypen aufzustellen. Ehe wir zeigen, wie sehr sich seine
Forschunggraxisdiesbegglich derTheorieDurkheims anthert, wollen

wir kurz schildern, wie sich die Diskrapz zwischen sozialontologischen

Motiven und soziologischer Analyse bei Parstu@ert).

Parsons makes clear (clarifies) that the theory of acting (i.e. action) (die
Handlungstheorie) encompasses (encloses, contains) a much (far) broader
field (area, domain) than that of sociology. It [Sociology] constitutes the
common basis (or foundation) all disciplines which deal (have to do)

with social relations between humans (men, people) or with man

(humans), and are divided into three parts: [the] theory of social systems,

[the] theory of personality, [the] theory of culture. At the same time (Into
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the bargain), sociologybs cognitiwve
extend (stretch), for one thing, (just) so (as) widely (far, broadly) as that

of the theory of social systems, to which sociology is conceptually

subordinated. It [Sociology] namelyakes up (constitutes) only one

aspect of this latter [(the) theory of social systems], since its examination

(study) of themes (or topics) (subject matter) is supposed (meant) to be

limited (restricted, confined) to the institutionalisatiomaddels (or

patterns) of value orientatidiie Institutionalisierungs/on
Wertorientierungsmusteynit [Sociology] cannot be founded (or

justified) (established, substantiated) through the mere application of the
categories of the theory of acting (i.e. action) togheal system because

the person acting takes part (participates) in the social system as [a]

bearer (carrier, vehicle) of a role and not as [a] total personality. That is

why the [a] macroscopic analysis of the social system should (is supposed
(meant) ©) base itself (be based) on a unit(y) (whole, entifyg higher

order than the act, i . er.oltehoe (ueniine y)
Einheit I? herer Ordnung als der Akt, d. h. die EinStatusRollef})°®.

Precisely in order to be able to cross §a® beyond, step over, exceed)

the threshold of sociology, Parsons therefore leaves the general theory of
acting (i .e. action) behind. AStatus
categorially (i.e. in the form or in terms of categories) deduced (derived)
fomhacti ono, i.e. they [Astatuso and
independent (autonomous) categories and displace (or drive out) (dispel,
oust) the category [of] fhAactiono. Fr
the obvious conclusion, i.e. they laformulated (or put forward)
structuralfunctional theories which pay no heed to (show no

consideration for) the concept (notion) of acting (i.e. action), or

55 Social SystenVIII -1X, pp. 545ff., 552, 25.
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recommended to [that] [their] colleagues (to) continue (carry on) their

work as if (though) therkad never been theories of acting (i.e. actfon)

The uncoupling of the theory of acting (action) and of structural
functional theory from each other (w
from idealistievoluntaristic to behaviouristic positiosThe

behaviourismi enriched (expanded) by the expedient (purposeful,

suitable, effective) treatment (or processing) (dieekem?2 Ci g e
Bearbeitung) of Freudian concepts (notiongjas here put in (at, to) the

service of normativism,(;) it (he) [the said behavisar, Parsons] is

therefore supposed (meant) to explain (or illustrate) the internalisation of

the dominant (ruling, prevailing) system of values and of norms (values

and norms system) (die Internalisierung des herrschenden-\Wedte
Normensystems) on thgart of the individual in their quasi bindedness,

while at the same time (in relation to which) the role mediates (or

intervenes) (intercedes, interposes) between person and behavioural norm
((the) norm of behaviour) (wobei die Rolle zwischen Person und
Verhaltensnorm vermittelt). The normativistic interpretation of the social
system certainly dominated i n Parson
[ his] Avoluntaristico phase(,) when
direct founding (or justification) agociology through (by means of) the

theory of acting (i.e. action].he turning away from (renunciation of,

break with) this, that is, from (of, with) voluntarism (Voluntarismus) and

from (of, with) the imponderability (incalculability; Unberechenbarkeit)

of (the) subjective meaning (or serf8eappears as [to be] the best way

for (towards) the safeguarding (protection) of the postulate of

%6 Dahrendorf AStruktur und Funktiofy p. 509ff..

' n relation to that: Scott kB ZivdtSoriclota p.184fh.s o ,
That is the reason for ( Th u swilgd(dr unsonjerRi@aal)s o n s
interpretation of Weber ifthe Structure of Soci#ction which ends up in (amounts to) a(djfferent
(alternative)) description (paraphrasing, formulation, expressiotfije category of subjective meaning
(or sense) through (by means of) normative categor.i

sp. p.
s ]

e
6 hig
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normativism. All the same (Nonetheless, Yet): although normativism and
the banishment of the theory of acting (i.gi@g from the realm of

sociology are closely (tightly) interrelated (connected, linked) with each

ot her i n Par s on s-gpsitual) devedopmernt,cttvauld | ( me n t

be an optical illusion to think (believe, opine) [that] [the] theory of acting
(i.e. action) will be expelled from sociology with [on account of] logical
necessity only (then) when sociology indulges in (or devotes itself to)
normativism. The logical necessity [for the banishing of the theory of
action from sociology] exists, as our rearks (observations, comments)

on (regarding, about) Weber hopefully showed, regardless (irrespective)

of sociologybés each and every respec

with its [sociologyod6s] founding (est

its conten, i.e. the content does not directly determine (condition), and
not in every case, the epistemological necessities of the founding.
Parsonsoés mistake (error) did not
justified) sociology, in practice, (virtually, basily) with no

consideration for the theory of acting (i.e. action), but rather in the

at

di sposition (or arrangement) (orderi

content, which was devised (planned, sketched, outlined) with regard to
(in view of) normative aimggoals)(,) and prevented (or hindered) a
theoretical evaluation of action in its entire (complete) seocial

ontologically given spectrum (sondern vielmehr in der Disposition des
Inhalts seiner Soziologie, die im Hinblick auf normative Ziele entworfen
wurdeund eine theoretische Auswertung des Handelns in seinem ganzen
sozialontologisch gegebenen Spektrum verhinderte). The boundary
(border) between [the] theory of acting (i.e. action) and sociology did not
remain merely epistemological, it was real, whilg @ion dwindled
(shriveled (dried) (up)) to a great extent (largely) to the form (shape) of

adaptation (or adjustment) to norms, and the social relation was
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understood (graspedpmprehendednterpreted, conceived, construed)

with corresponding selectivity. But the distinct (clear) epistemological

drawing (setting) of boundaries (a boundary) (demarcation;

Grenzziehung) between social ontology, sociology and history may

(should, ought) (is) never (allowed to) entail the exduagruling out,

preclusion, expulsion) of content(s). Social reality is unified (or united)
(uniform, standardised), and all its soemaitologically given possibilities

remain constantly (continually) present (Die soziale Wirklichkeit ist

einheitlich, undalle ihre sozialontologisch gegebenehdlichkeiten

bleiben stndig pPsent)i the incursion (invasion or breaking in)

(penetration) of the sockantological in its entire (complete, whole)

breadth into that which for reasons of cognifieposefulnesgend

(goal) orientation oexpediency)usefulness) is assigned (or allotted)

(allocated, apportioned) to sociology or history as their own field (area,
sector), takes place (comes to pass) permanently in long or short waves,

in this or that aspect (derrthruch des Sozialontologischen in seiner

ganzen Breite indas, wasaugfrd en kogni tCgkeieder Zwe c k m@
Soziologie oder der Geschichte als eigenes Gebiet zugeteilt wird,

vollzieht sich permenent in langen oder kurzen Wellen, in diesem oder
jenemAspek ) . Parsonsodés tense (stvissai ned)
“-vis) the abrupt fluctuations in action and in history does not follow

(ensue, result, arise) from the [an] epistemological decision to found (or
justify) sociology epistemologically under i [through, by means of])

the actual (real, factual) circumvention (orfpgssing) of the theory of

acting (i.e. action), but it [the said tense relationship] comes into being
(results, arises, ensues, is produced) from (by) the angst (or fear) (anxiety,
worry) [that] his sociologyds nor mat

(aside) by the bursting (gushing or breaking) in of elementary soiel
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forces (Bnnte durch das Hereinbrechen elementarer sozialontischer

Krafte hinweggefegt werden).

Parsons souglheoretical backing (support) for his normativism in

Durkheim, but at the same time in Weber, who in this way was made out

to be the Frenchmanos -sgritual)dalagvd), spi r it
at least in the [a], for Parsons, decisive (relevaspect. In [regard to]

such an interpretation, important differences had to of course be

disregarded (ignored, paid no attenti8mvhile (whereas) (the)

commonalities (common ground) truly (or really) existing in both great

soci ol ogi st s 0 weashall enplzaside ausderlingy btress)h
hereinafter, were not perceived (discerned, noticed, detected) at all. And

there is something else [that] Parsons, like many other commentators too,
completely missed (overlooked): that the normativistic orientation
(alignment) or rather projection of
compellingly (inescapably, convincingly, conclusively, coercively,
necessarilyyesuls (arises, emanatsg from the manner (wayf its

founding (establishment, foundati on)
strategy for the founding of sociology as [a] discipline with [a] specific

object (or subject matter) seems epistemologically quite (pretty, fairly,

more or less) solid (sound, sliyr strong, robust), in any case, it

[ Dur khei més said strategy] cannot be
(means of)) arguments which refer (relate) to the content(s) of

Dur khei mébs substanti al (or substanti
analyses. Whoeverg rejects that strategy with reference to (on the basis

of ) the supposedly unhicerteatri cal char
related(filled) (substantivehvestigations (examinations, research),

without having clarified [answered] the question [made clesfidriehand

59n relation to that: Pop€ohenHa z el ri gg, @AOn the Divergenceo.
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whether and in what sense both levels must interrelate (be connected), has

hi mself made a | ogi cal |l eap (|l eap 1in
substantive) (fundamental) achievement (accomplishment, performance)

in [respect of] its qualy anyhow depends on many factors, which only in

rare [a few] cases (rarely) are due to a clear methodological

consciousness (awareness).

If Weber floats (hovers) between the so@atological motifs (themes,
subjects, motives) of the theory of acting (iaction), the fundamental
(basic) principles of methodological individualism and (the) historically
saturated (full, thoroughly imbued (filled)) ideal typdsen (so)

Durkheim gains (obtains, acquires) clarity(,) (thereby, [and] in this way)
[through (ly) the fact that] he leaves (by leaving) (behind) truisms
regarding facticity disputed (contested, challenged) by nobodgr{ai
not even by him (Asociety consists o
who orientate their iaocrdeitoasktheowar ds o
guestion: from whicljwhat) level of abstraction does sociology begin

(commence, start) as [an] autonomous science? What (Which) being (Is)

Is found (or finds itself) at this levélor rather: in what form (shape)

does (the) being (Igppear here (in) [and or] to (the) society (In welcher

Gestalt erscheint hier das Sein (in) der Gesellschaft)? The answer is

(reads): sociology begins (there) where we abstain from (or renounce)

personal motives or goals (ends, purposes), since a liggstaying,

dwelling) at (on) these [personal motives and goals] does not allow

(permit) an epistemologically unequivocal (unambiguous, explicit)

distinction (differentiation) between psychology or historical science (the

science of history) on the one ltaand sociology on the other hand.

Weber drew a very similar dividing line (line of separation) when he

commissioned (instructed, charged) sociology with the bringing (or
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working) out of regularities or of averages of collectively meant meaning

(or sensefkollektiv gemeinten Sinnes), whereas (while) he declared
(professed) the really meant meaning (or sense) (real gemeinten Sinn) by

the individual person acting as (to be) the [a] matter (affair) of (for) the
historian. Simultaneously, he took away (orhalitew) the sharpness

(acuteness) from this dividing line (deprived the dividing line of

sharpness), and indeed through the transfer(ence) of the originally

(initially) idiographicmethodology (or approach pertaining to methafd)
meaninglike (meaningbeaimng) (meaningful or purposeful)

understanding to collective construct(ion)s (creations, shapes, formations)
(und zwar durch dié bertragung der ursgnglich idiographischen

Methodik von sinnhaftem Verstehen auf kollektive Gebilde). Durkheim
however (on thether hand) makes (produces, [has, gives, provides, uses,
employs, puts to use]) hereand rightly [so] (justifiably) a

programmatic caesura (pause, interruption, break), because he ascertains
(notices) an epistemological and ontological difference/den both

levels: the caesura keeps (holds) subjective motives or goals (ends,
purposes) of individuals, and, Asoci
separated). The compositicexXtureor constitution of these latter

[ Aisoci al f act s as](busy)(with)in heflaroepgk of k e e p )
our confrontation (altercation, dispute, conflict) with (and discussion
(examination) of) @ mé&itWitordgartitotlpd c al i n
(examination (study) of) (the) problems)founding (establishment,
foundation), (of interest,) first of all, (are) the considerations (thoughts)

which led Durkheim to the acceptance (or assumption) (adoption,
supposition) of social facts (interest [uENve mean (are thinking of) his

sociologcal critique (criticism) of psychologism as well as his

60 See Section 2Cc, in this chapter.
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ascertainment (realisation, observation; Feststellung) of (about,

regarding) the effect (impact, influence) of the heterogony of ends or of

that which one today i stendedl t he habit
(unintentional) consequences of acti
der Zwecke bzwgber das, was man heudenbeabsichtigte Folgen des
Handelnz u nennen pflegt). Yet before(ha
founding of sociology], we must howevdafy a misunderstanding

which puts up (erects, builds) a high wall between Durkheim and Weber.
Accordingly (Thus, Therefore, According to that [misunderstanding]),

talk of (about, regarding) AdAsocial f
thinking whichwants to emulate (follow in the footsteps of) (the)
(natural(physicabscientific) positivity and exactitude (exactness) (in

natur al (i .e. physical) science), so
successor, is counted (ranked) amongst the sociologicatomsitaf the
natural(physicabls ci enti fi ¢ (natur al (i .e. phy
(example; Vorbild), whereas (while) Weber seems to (be) stand(ing) (be

(found)) on the other side (shore). Such an impression would be

completely (entirely, absolutely, tdig wrong (false, incorrect).

Durkheim describes (defined, sums up
(ADingf), not with the positive intention of bringing (approximating,

reconciling) it [the social fact] closer (nearer, more) (into line) to (with)

[nearerto (more into line or approximating it) with] things in the physical

sense (im physikalischen Sinne), but with the negative aim (goal) of
demarcating (delimiting, disassociating, distancing, differentiating) it

against (from) all (everything) that is ordgcessible in (camenable to)

pure introspection (was nur purer Introspektion?nggjch ist); [a] fact in

the sociological sense is therefore simply everything (all) which cannot

be apprehended (grasped, understood) through (by means of) pure

introspecton. (As far as that goes (is concerned) (In this respect, From
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that point of view), the ideal type of a subjectively meant meaning (or
sense) constructed by an observer also constitutes athikgfar as the
material (stuff, substance, subject mattéithe thing (den Stoff dieses
Dinges) is concerned, if one may say so, (so) it consists in nothing other
than that which, according to Weber, makes up (constitutes) the object
(subject (matter), topic, theme) of sociology: action. The social fact,
opines(says, believes) Durkheim, is [thghani re de fair@, manner (or
kind) (way) of action (Art des Handeli$)Under these preconditions,

only a gross (crude, coarse) representation (or notion) (view, idea,
perception) of the ontic can obviously (evidendpparently) take
exception (offence) (MingiH)rBecguse d) t o
these things are ontically given every [single] time (always). Social facts
are, in other words, not themselves an epistemological fiction, but those
(basic) ontic giva (actual) facts(,) which must be assumed (or accepted)

(adopted), as soon as the epistemological fiction(,) which is called

( means) fAsociologyo(,) has, through

(severance) from (againsis-"-vis) other fields (areas, sectors) of the

social being (Is), seen the light of day (Unter diesen Voraussetzungen
kann offenbar nur eine grobe Vorstellung vom Ontischen am Terminus
ADingfi AnstoCnehmen. Denn ontisch gegeben sind diese Dinge allemal.
Die soziakn Tatsachen sind m. a. W. nicht selber eine epistemologische
Fiktion, sondern jene ontischen Gegebenheiten, die angenommen werden
m¢ssen, sobald die epistemologische Fiktion Aieziologii heiQ,

durch Absonderung gegen andere Gebiete des sozialendasihicht

der Welt, erblickt hat).

61Rgles p. 11.
52 oc.cit., p.14,cf.p.1& 1l es choses sociales ne se r®alisent
produit de | [dictoicviatl ® t h uedh(@psiedsat, émplantentedy other thays

men; they are a product of human actiwity
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As one sees [can see], already the

(links) us (up) to (with) the problem of psychologism. In fact (Actually,
Indeed), for Durkheim the rejection (disapproval) of introspectidtha$
method of sociology and [the] acceptance (or assumption) (adoption,
supposition) of social facts represent (constitute, are) both sides of the
same coin. Because(,) if the object (or subject matter) (topic, theme) of
sociology could not (was not alalowed) to) be reduced to social facts,
but to individual persons, then (so, thus) the very first (nearest) task (job,
duty, assignment) would lie (be found) in (be to) scrutinising (having a
good look at, examining, putting) (scrutinise) these atomm¢vidual
beings) (diese Atome) (under the
way into) (penetrate) their psyches (minds, mental states, psychological
makeups, human souls, spirits) and, on the basis of the findings (results),
(to) construct(ing)te social. On the other hand (Compared with this),
Durkheim believes (thinks, opines, means, says) [that] sociology can in a
specific way (mannenrefrain (abstain) from psychological judgements
with (in) a logical consistency which is not possible in &refto] (for)

other social scienceS(0 zi ol ogi e k°nne sich in

psychologischer Urteile in einer Folgerichtigkeit enthalten, die anderen

Sozi al wi ss ens c h a)fThieisinotrsupmoset] to (elfogld i c h

not) mean that e.g. a politicaistory in all its breadth could or should

break up (or dissolve) (disintegrate) into an ensemble of (basic) psychical
given (actual) facts,(;) the ascertainment (observation) is sufficient [that]
it [the said political history] was very often virtuallglnost) compelled
(forced, impelled) to make assumptions (suppositions) about the
psychical composition (texture or constitution) and the personal
motivation of the actors; and who would seriously (in all seriousness)
suggest (propose, recommend) (to) drfgast) (driving) biography

forever (for good) out (away) of (from) the realm (area, sector, field,
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domain) of (the) scientific historiography (writing of history)@rkheim

sees (finds) himself, at any rate (in any case, anywaglieady through

the lack of (deficient) reliability (dependability, trustworthiness) of the

data [that] introspection and psychologising (Psychologisieren) in general

are able (in a position) to (capable
disposal (provide, offer, lend) X logically obliged to [accept (take) a

(the)] package deal between [of] [the] rejection (disapproval) of

psychologism and [the] founding (establishment, foundation) of the

sociological discipline. He [Durkheim] repeats in several (multiple,

various) contex [that] we would hardly be in a position of recognising
(detecting, spotting, i denti fying, m
|l et alone (never mind?& BuhalspHord(®ss) ot
further (additional) reason, that package deainse® be indispensable.

Society is not based (or founded) on (does not take root in) psychical

aptitudes (or predispositions), which in their development (or unfolding)

bring forth (produce, give rise to, create, cause, present, spawn) the

various aspectsf social life for the satisfaction (satisfying, gratification)

of mandés just as many original needs
projection of the [a] psyche or (the) psyches, but an epistemologically and
ontologically autonomous result (outcoynehich goes beyond

(surpasses) the needs and the corresponding acts (or actions) of (the)
individuals (single persons), and does not in the least have to conform

with them [the said needs and act(ion)s of individuals]. Hence, society

has a specific nataflGe s el | schaft gr¢ndet nicht
die in ihrer Entfaltung die verschiedenen Aspekte des sozialen Lebens zur
Befriedigung ebensovieler urspre¢gngli
hervorbringen, sie bildet keine Projektion der Psyche oddPsierhen,

83 Loc. cit., XIV; Suicide p. 144.
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sondern ein epistemologisch und ontologisch autonomes Resultat, das
¢cber die Bed¢grfnisse und die entspre
hi nausgeht wund mit i hnen keineswegs

daher eine spezifische Na)tir

This point of view introduces (initiates, marks the beginning of) the

second central consideration (thought) which underlies the

epistemological decision in favour of the ontology of social facts. It is a

matter, as was indicated (mentioned briefly, suggestet&chat) above,

of the heterogony of ends. Durkheim remarks (comments, observes,

notices) that the psychologistic mistake (der psychologistische Irrtum)

must entail a finalistic (finalistischen) [one, mistake]: if society is based

(or founded) on (take®rot i n) i ndividual sd psychi
thus) it [society] must also be (stand) (found) in (at) the service of their

[t he psychical needs6] ends (goal s),
guided (directed, steered) (accordingly). This pair oCepis (notions)

(conceptual pair) of psychologism and finalism is turned upside down by
[through the fact that] the destruction (Destruktion) of the former

[psychologism] being (is) coupled (linked, associated, connected) with

the thesis [that] society antologically something other thaime

individuals(single persong)utting it together (composing (assembling)

it) (sie zusammensetzenden Einze)pand is not shaped (or formed)

(moul ded) as a result of theendseal i sa
(goals): between (active, working, effective) [the] cause (having an
effect) and function, between intent and outcome (Zwischen wirkender
Ursache und Funktion, zwischen Absicht und Ausgang), there is, anyway
(in any case, at any rate, neverthelesshecessary or (recti)linear
(rectilineal) relation(shigy. In praxeological terms, the same thought

4R ™ g,lp.elB0ff.
55 Loc. cit., pp. 89ff., 971f..
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(notion or idea) (concept, perception; Gedanke) is formulated in [so,
such] that an act (action) (eine Handlung) cannot be defined on the basis
of(basedn) the actords ends (goals), sin
(externally) identical acts (actions) completely (entirely, totally) different

ends (goals) could be attained (or achieved) (reached, arri¢edhg

shift(ing) (displacement, transfer) from the contioat (fighting) of

psychologism to the combatting (fighting) of finalism obviously implies a
conceptual distinction (differentiat
(goals), and this [distinction] can be used in order to sum up (summarise)

both thesedirough (by (means of)) which Durkheim underpins

(supports, backs up, substantiates) the acceptance (or assumption)
(supposition, adoption) of social facts: motives cannot be recognised (or
detected) (spotted, made out, identified), ends (goals) at tred leval

cannot, or not always, be attained (or achieved) (reached, arrived at) in

the sense (or in accordance with the motives) of the actors.

Weber (has, had) likewise supported (represented, justified) both theses

[that motives cannot be recognised, #mat ends cannot always be

attained in accordance with motives], the former directly, the latter at

least indirectly, when he, namely, opined (said, thought, meant, believed)

[that] historically or sociologically relevant action is(,) for the most part

(most of the time, usually, mostly)(,) influenced (or affected) by

qualitatively heterogeneous motifés Al t hough hi s [ Weber
terminology is unclear, i.e. although he does not in the [a(n)] in principle
(fundamental, basic) praxeological sense distingldgferentiate)

bet ween fAimotiveo and fAend (goal)o, a
[ Aimotiveo] in place of the | atter [

his demarcation (delimitation, dissociation) agaims-(-vis, from)

56 Suicide p. 4.
57 Wirtschaft und Gesellschafip. 4, 10.
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psychologism is based (rests)thefar-reaching (or extensive) (, for the

most part (to a great extent),) equa
subjectively meant meaning (or sense) with (to) the ends (goals) which

the actordés observabl e actioh pursue
things agrees, on the one hand, with the ascertainment of the (frequent)
indiscernibility (or unrecognisability)Junerkennbarkeit) of motives, on

the other hand, it enables (makes) the itgaical apprehension

(grasping, comprehension, understandwiggubjectively meant meaning

(or sense) (possible), and indeed through (by means of) (the) comparison

of thatcourse (or sequence) of acting (i.e. actigtgndlungsablauf),

which (the) subjectively meant meaning (or sense) = end (goal) set in

motion, wih (to) yardsticks (benchmarks or criteria) which the observer

set na&tigo@d&Eai i p)has fai as that goes (in this respect),

the apprehension (grasping) of (the) subjectively meant meaning (or

sense) becomes objective, i.e. it is no Emgnore) [a(n), the] matter

(thing, affair, business) of the subjectively meant meaning (or sense) or of

(the) introspection. The ide&}pical objectification (objectivisation) (Die
idealtypische Objektivierung) of (the) subjectively meant meaning (or

sense) with [regard to] (during, at, in) the inclusion (incorporation) of the

entire (complete, whole, totatpurse (or sguence) of acting (i.e.
action)(,) so that [the] discrepanci
results (outcomes, consequencedjltg] consequences (results, effects)

can be ascertained, and not least ((first) of all, primarily) the use (usage,
utilisation) of the ideatypical procedure (or method) (methodical

procedure) for the apprehension (grasping, comprehension,

understandingdf supra(hyper)ndividual averages [in respect] of

meaning (or sense) (die Verwendung des idealtypischen Verfatwens
Erfassung ¢beri ndi vi)dead(dguides condGct, nnes du
drive) [us] now up to t hesethéyihe shol d
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ideattypical objectification of the subjéeely meant meaning while
includingthe entire coursef acting, andthe use of the idedypical
procedurdor the apprehension of supiradividual averages in respeuit
meaning legitimise the ptting in order (incorporation, inclusion) (die

Ei nordnung) of the fHactually (really
(or sense) in a much broader meaning (sense) context (interrelation), and
indeed in a place of the same [much broader meaning co(ttest#of),

which [place] the individual concerned (in question) would not
necessarily (unconditionally) recognise (or acknowledge) as that [(a)
place] (be)fitting (due, suitable, proper) [for, to] him atdven for

(after) (or pursued) (aimed at, sougdfter) by him. The context remains,

in other words, independent of [the] motives and ends (goals) of them
(the people) acting, although (even though) it contains (comprises,
consists of) nothing other than their action. This essentially (basically)
constiutes a(n)different (alternative)) description (paraphrasing,
formulation, expressiomf t he MAsoci al fact o, whic
ensues) from (thdlrther (additional) thinking (thought(sjaus dem
Weiterdenken) on (about, regarding) the two thesastioned above.
However (Nevertheless), Weber does not proceed (progress) to a
conceptual fixing (or determining) (einer begrifflichen Festlegung) of the
social fact as such, but investigates (examines, inquires into) various
historically (pre)given (preexisting) social facts (sondern untersucht
verschiedene geschichtlich vorgegebene soziale Tatsachen). The social
fact as [a] concept (notion), whose definition founds (or justifies)
sociology, and social facts as [the] field (area, sector, domain, reilm) o
activity of sociological research practice (or praxis) (und die sozialen
TatsachenalBe t 2 t i g udergaiglaischem Forschungspraxis)
though (certainly) lie (are (found)) at two different epistemological levels.
But the intensity of the Weberiaiffort (endeavour) at [with regard to]
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the latter [social facts as the field of activity of sociological research
practice] can make clear (understandable) why he [Weber], without being
aware of (realising) it, came so near (close) to the former [defirafio

the concept of the social fact founding sociology].

Conversely, Dur khei mébs proximity (ne
research practice (or praxis) seen in the resoluteness (determination,

resolve) with which he [Durkheim] rejected (dismissegudiated)

Si mmel 6s formalism (er ¢cweist)) For mal i s m
supported (stood up for, spoke out in favour of) the tight (close, narrow)
contentrelated(filled) (substantivddinding (bond, tie, relationship,

attachment) of sociology [in regartd) (with) the rest of the social

sciencedor the purpose of the illumination (elucidation) of objective
construct(ion)s (creations, shapes, formatigredigion, law (or justice),

morality, economy), and in general made investigating (examining,

researhing, inquiring into) [the] organisation, functioning and becoming

of societies the primary task (job, duty) of the sociological discipline (und
¢oerhaupt der soziologischen Disziplin zur phien Aufgabe macht,

Organisation, Funktionieren und Werden voesélischaften zu

untersuchenf§. Obviously, investigations (examinations) of social

content(s), which(,) amongst other things (inter alia)(,) have their [these
social contents6] becoming as an (to
(topic), must be histacally oriented (aligned). The question, in the

course of this, i1Is (that) whether th
at things (consideration, contemplation) includes (with it) subjectively

meant meaning (or sense), that is, to what extent (at why) is it [the
sociologistdés way of | ooking at thin
reconstruction of [the] action (acting) and thinking (thought) of concrete

8 DurkheimFauconnetASociologid, pp. 481 ff., 484, 485.
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persons or collective(s) [formations, entities, groups] (also auf die

historische Rekonstrukin von Handeln und Denken konkreter Personen

oder Kollektive angewiesen ist). Durkheim answers the question in

practice (a practical manner) by summoning (while he summons)

averages of collectively meant meaning (orsease) ¢cr epr ®s enati o
collective® for the explanation of action (actifi§)Nonetheless, his

relation(ship) with history does not nearly reach (attain) Weberian

intensity, and for that there are two reasons: on the one hand, he confuses
(mixes up) the level of founding (or justification) siciology with the

|l evel of i1its [sociologybds] research
think (believe, mean, say) [that] the sharp concemtaalarcation

(delimitation, dissociationpetween sociology and history at the former

[level] must have analogous consequences at the latter [level], which

however is not at all understood of (by) its own accord (itself) (i.e. it is

not selfevident or obviousy. On the other hand, he fears (isaal,

suspects) [that] every closer dealing (getting involved) with (showing an
interest in) the subjectively meant meaning (or sense) of action inside of
concrete situations would throw (toss, fling) someone back into the arms

of psychologism it [psyclologism] in fact (indeed) does not know

a(nother) manner (way, kind, sort) of understanding [other] than

introspection. In addition (Besides, Moreover), here the confusion

(mixing up) between [of] [the] level of founding (or justification) and

research piaice (or praxis) also takes (has an) effect (acts, works,

operates, is effective). However, one should emphasise (underline, stress)
very emphatically that the use of th
sense) o0 and farthaefoueding (essbhskdmemt, doandation)

69 See e.g. his thoughts (considerations, reflections) on (about, regarding) the relationship between [the]
suicide rate and [a, the] confession (profession) of faith in [the] Prote€aihiolic and Jewish

(religious) denomination (creed, religioiQuicide p. 149ff.

0 See [the] next Section (2B) in this chapter.
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of sociology has an entirely (totally, completely, wholly) different
epistemological status than the (selective) use afngthodology (or

approach pertaining to methoaf) meaning (or sense) and understanding

inside ofsociology.The latter use in fact (actually, even) recommends
(suggests) itself for the adequate apprehension (grasping, comprehension,
understanding) of two phenomena, to (on) which Durkheim himself

turned (directed, focused) his attention in important (significamjexts.

One of them is the heterogony of ends and was, as we know, brought

(called) into play (mobilised, used, enlisted) in order to help with (carry

Il'ts share Iin regard to) sociologyods
t hrough (by meahsfat) oth@&@hédsdi stance
subjectively meant meaning (or sense) or end (goal) and [the] objective
outcome of theourse (or sequence) of acting (i.e. actisejomes

evident (apparent, obvious, striking) only (then, [when]), and can only

(then) become the object (or subject matter) of sociological investigation
(examination, inquiry, research), when we know in what (wherein) the
subjective meaning (or sense) or end (goal) consisted, so that the degree
(extent) of its [the said subjective meapin or endds] di ver gen
(deviation) from the attained (or achieved) (reached) result of action can

be measured. Still (Even) further (more): not any (every) subjective

meaning (or sense) or end (goal) (whatsoever) brings about (causes, gives
rise to, effeduate)s) any (every) objective outcowfehe course (or

sequence) of acting (i.e. actiqwhatsoever). Between (the) both [of

them, the subjective meaning or end and the objective outcome of the

course of action] a causal interrelation (connection){ausaler

Zusammenhang) exists, merely (only, [it is] just [that]) this [causal
interrelation] has more or less slipped out of the control (on the part) of

him (the person) or of them (the people) acting. Whoever wants to

illuminate (or examine) (take a der look at) theomposition (texture or
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constitution)of the outcome and the mechanisms of its [the said
outcomeds] formation, which remained
(for) him (the person) or them (the people) acting, must (then) again (in

turn, on the other hand) go back (retuappeal) tahe original (initial)

end(s) (goal(s)) set, as the original (initial) material (stuff), which passed

(went, came) through those mechanisms, and at the other end of the

course (or sequence) of acting (i.ei@v), as it were (so to speak,

somewhat), chemically transformed (changed, converted,

metamorphosed), has (was) [been] crystallised as [an] objective

construct(ion) (creation, shape, formatigmu C wi eder um auf di
urspre¢ngliche Zwesksengluinghanh sStdeinf o
durch jene Mechanismen hindurchgegangen ist und sich am anderen

Ende des Handlungsablaufs, gleichsam chemisch verwandelt, als

objectives Gebilde kristallisiert HaSuch [an] explanation does not

merely have genetielevance if (when) it is (we are) namely a matter of

(dealing with) completed (concluded) developments, in relation to which

the initial intentions have been broken (fractured) in the [a] whirlpool

(vortex, maelstrom) of evermore (always) new situatiornhave) even

were (been) forgotten. It [The said explanation] is just as important

(significant) in [a] functional respect (regard) (terms) if supra(Hyper
individualconstruct(ion)s (creations, shapes, formati@ns)to be

researched (explored, studiaayestigated), which seem to be held

together in abstracto by (means of) (through) the effect (or influence)

(i mpact) of a Aunsichtbaren Haml.bro thesen[suprad 0 (
individual constructs] belong social institutionsgpratiques

collective®, [in respect] of which Durkheim says they [the ssodial

i nstitutions or |]wouyd(e)(are) hased (restiooh | ect i v
collective representations (notions or views) (ideas, perceptions)(,)

inaccessible to introspection (kollektiven, der dsfpektion
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unzudgnglichen Vorstellunger). Here, however, (there) (is) a second
phenomenon (exists), whose concrete sociological apprehension
(grasping, understanding, comprehension) cannot manage (do) (get by)
without (the) [a] historical recourse (revedi reversion, going (falling)
back) to (on) (the) subjectively meant meaning (or sense) and the ends
(goals) of them (the people) acting. Because the group as [a] bearer
(carrier, vehicle) of collective practices is never completely (absolutely,
perfectly) homogenous, and the always existing discrepancies and
tensions (stresses, strains) in its womb (bosom) ([coming] from within)
bring about (cause, result in) two different things: the differentiation or
even calling into question (questioning) of the daamt (ruling,

prevailing) collective representation (notion or view) (idea, perception) in
[a] sociologically relevant way (manner), and at the same time, the
putting forward (formulationdrawing (making) up, establishing) of a
binding interpretation othis same representation (notion or view) for the
averting of the possible splitting of the social body (corpsszialen

K©° r p.8athsthose who put forward (formulate) and impose (push
(carry) through) the [a] binding interpretation, as well as thds2

passively or actively diverge (deviate) from it (that) [the binding
interpretation], act on the basis of subjective ends (goals), and the effects
(results, influence) of their acti@mter ((have some) influence (on)) the
collective representation (rnoh or view) and (jointly) (cashape (mould,
form) its [the collective representa
overlooks (turns a blind eye to, ignores) these (this) historically

ascertainable (detectable, traceable) facts (of the matter) (ddtaoft

TR g,IX¥. Veber likewise (also) thought (believed, said, opined, meant) [that] collective

construct(ion)s (creationshapes, formationg) wo u | d ) emepresentétiond {or natisns)fideas,

per ceptVorstellnyed i A t he minds (heads) of real humans (
causally determine (or influence) (define, fix, condition, characterise) thisec¢ar sequence) of their

[ huma n s dWirtschaft und Gesell§échaf. 7).
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affairs), then (so, thus) one falls (lapses) into [or makes the mistake of] a
functionalism (einem Funktionalismuysyhich Durkheim himself

criticised in Comte and Spencer: one must, namely, comprehend

(understand, grasp, perceive, interpret) (thsfitutionsacross the board

(or collectively) (without exception, comprehensively, wholesase]the]

socially ensured (safeguarded, guaranteed) satisfaction (satisfying,
gratification) of human natureds per
(Man mu€Cch?2nhi e I nstitutionen pauchsal
Befriedigung von permanenten Grundbe
Natur auffassen Nonetheless, [the] basic needs are also (quite (rather))

often (more than once and a while) a question (problene,issatter) of

binding social interpretation, and this question (problem) is solved

(answered) on each and every respective occasion, for shorter or longer
periods, through this or that shaping (or formation) (forming, moulding,
structuring) of the relatimbetween humans. The leaving aside (ignoring,
excluding; Auskl|l ammer ungontolagital t he soc
dimension during (in) the sociological illumination (examination) of

social facts consequently lends (gives or imparts to) (grants, camiers

these [social facts] a rigidity (or inflexibility)(,) which they [the said

social facts] can never have in historical reality.

This rigidity (or inflexibility) does not however ensue (follow) merely

from the wrong (mistaken, false, erroneous) squege@nforcing)

(jamming) of research practice (or praxis) into [a] theoretical corset of the
i to a great extent (largely) correct (righttheory of founding
(establishment, foundation). Likewise (Also, In the same way), it [this
rigidity] comes (is broght) about through (by means of) the
reinterpretation (i.e. metaterpretationpf the key concept (notion) of

the social fact with [a] normativistic intent(ion) (which of course for its
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part (n turn), precisely like (exactly as) in Parsons, leads andtet

leaving aside (ignoring, excludy) of socialontologically given
imponderabilities (imponderables, incalculabilitiés)zialontologisch
gegebener Unfgbarkeiten) from (the) sociological analysis). Durkheim
wants, for reasons which by no means lalijcemerge (arise, come)

from his founding (establishment, foundation) of sociology, to put (place)
his theoretical undertaking (venture) in (at) the service of an ethical
normative aim (goal, objective, target), which is supposed (meant) to be
achieved eached, attained) on the basis of social cohesion (or unity)
(sozialer Geschlossenheit), [and] in fact [which] seems to be identical

with the achieving (reaching, attaining) of social cohesion (or unity).
Sociology should promote (foster, encourage, grthponsorgl 6 es pr i t
de disciplin@?, and accordingly the fsoci al
furnished, supplied) with attributes from which the demand (requirement)
for disciplining (Disziplinierung) and the necessity of disciplining can be
deducedinferred, derived). The concept (notion) of the social fact

therefore turns out [being] mixed (or having two aspects) (ambivalent,
conflicting). It does not only indicate a result of the interplay (synergy or
having an effect together) (Zusammenwirkerfs) aumber of (several,

quite a few) socially acting people, which can also come into being and
exist irrespective (regardless, independent) of their knowing (i.e.
knowledge) or will(ing) (wishing, desiring, intention, volition), but over

and above that([}t indicates] something which, via (through) the power

of collective representations (notions or views) (ideas, perceptions)
exercises (exerts, wields) on every member of society [a] more or less
noticeable (or percepti bdngd Acompul s

( s p ¢ rAbZaw agnig[fegard (relation) to] the first sense (meaning),

?R™ g,lp.€l?3.
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the concept of the social fact (directly) concerns, as we know, the
founding (establishment, foundation) of sociology (directly). With regard
to its meaning as compulsion @raion or constraint), on the other hand,
doubt(s) concerning this appear(s) to dawn (begin). Because here an
empirical cohesion (or unity) of the social fact is postulated, which bears
comparison with (is a match for, can be measured against) the logical
coherence (cohesion or unity) of the epistemological construct, and only
the assumption (supposition, acceptance) of such an empirical cohesion
(or unity) can justify an in principle connection (relationship,
combination) of the concept (notion) of the imbact with the concept
(notion) of compulsion (coercion or constraint). But regardless
(irrespective) of whether this connection is indeed (actually, in fact,
really, truly) specific, whether, that is, the concept (notion) of compulsion
(coercion or costraint) can be deduced (derived, inferred) only from the
concept (notion) of the social fact or whether compulsion (coercion or
constraint) just (rather, on the contrary) constitutes (is, represe(msy
social fact next to (alongside, beside) othegecial facts], already the
inner (internal) contradictoriness (inconsistency) or lack of clarity
(uncertainty, obscurity, vagueness) of the collective representations
(notions or views), for the reasons [in respect] of which there was talk
above, doesat always allow (permit) the exercising (exertion, wielding)
of simultaneous (concurrent) or uniform (or even) (symmetrical, regular)
compulsion (coercion or constraint) on the psyche of all humans (men,
peopleii f t he word ficompulasinan o( cscernt ake
seriously, that is, [it] is supposed (meant) to (should) mean (signify)
necessityf behaviour. If theelement (or factorfdas Momentpf

necessitys not unconditionally (necessarily, absolutely) given (taken for
granted), then (so, thuthe concept (notion) of the social fact lacks,

provided (that) (as long as) it [the said concept of the social fact] means
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Acompul si on (coercion or constraint)
respect] of which its |[ teugesconcept o
(demands) for sociologyés founding (
Durkheim himself unintentionally admits how much both perceptions (or

views) (conceptions, ideas, opinions; Auffassungen) differ over [in regard

to] the character of the social faghen he, against the view (opinion)

[that] historical development has aims (goals, objectives, targets)(,) which

are known to (the) actors, amongst other things (inter alia), puts forward

(or cites) the argument [that] (the) individuals would, even livinder

the same circumstances (conditions), choose (select) their ends (goals)

and means in a selVilled (or headstrong) manner (with a mind of their

own) and everyone[ daocuvrndingonhohhbmsu
t e mper a&nainrmepns {says): tedcial fact in the sense (terms)

of (in accordance with) the heterogony of ends is compelling (coercive or
constraining) (compulsive, cogent, exigent) exactly because the social

fact in the sense (terms) of (in accordance with) compulsion (coercion or
corstraint) is not. Only the possibility of very different individual

reactions to identical (basic) social given (actual) facts explains the

divergence (deviation) of the results of collective action from all

i ndi vi dual I ntentioner dbesficampu) 6]
social facts exercise (exert, wield), consists in that (the) individuals must

take certain (particular) factors into consideration (account) in [respect

of ] their action whether they |ike t
(or presence) (availability) or not, however, it does not in the least imply

the necessity of socially conforming behaviour (sozial konformen

Verhaltens) all (right) along (down) the line (at (in) every turn (stage,

detail)), everywhere, ever since the legng). Consideration [of certain

7 Loc. cit., p. 94.
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factors] can flow (lead) (in)to adaptation (or adjustment), but just as much
(in)to a diverging (divergent, deviating, deviant) stance (attitude) or even
(in)to opposition (or rebellion). The reaction to that which, thiotngp
interplay (synergy or having an effect togethadra number of (several,

quite a few) [people], is regarded as [a] social, formed fact, can hence
(therefore) be put in order (ordered, incorporated) at (in) any (every)
place (whatsoever) inside of the spectrum of the social relation, this
spectrum, in dter words, neveshrivels (dries) up (or dwindles) [in]to

the (an) ethicallynormatively desired (desirable) pla@ie Reaktion auf

das, was als soziale, durch das Zusammenwirken Mehrerer
herausgebil dete Tatsache g#Platz , | 2 Ct
innerhalb des Spektrums der sozialen Beziehung einordnen, dieses
Spektrum schrumpft m. a. W. nie aufden ethisohma t i v er w¢gnscht
Platz zusammen). And still (even) another consideration (thought) shows
(demonstrates, exhibits, indicates) [us]ithpossibility of drawing

normative conclusions from the concept (notion) of the social fact in the
sense (terms) of (accordance with) compulsion (coercion or constraint).
So that (In order for) the social fact at the level of social praxis (practice)
can(to be able to) compel (coerce or constrain) [people] towards (or
within) the good (Damit die soziale Tatsache auf der Ebene der sozialen
Praxis zum Guten zwingen kann), it must be (correspondingly) composed
(or constituted) (made) (accordingly), thatasly a society can

(educatively) have an effect (act, operate) (educatively, educationally) as
[a] whole which is already well organised, i.e. well educated (brought up,
trained); but then the [a] dogged additional (further) effort (endeavour,
strain) is siperfluous. At the level of sociological theory, it would then
again only be meaningful (or sensible) to relate (put) the compulsive
(coercive or constraining) character of social facts to ((in a relation) with)

normatively meant effects (or influencesggqults, consequences;
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Wirkungen), if one wanted to deny (dispute) the quality (or property) of
the social fact [in relation] to phenomena like anomie, dissent
(disagreement) or conflict. Durkheim however (expressly, explicitly) did
(expressis verbis) theposite of thdt. Thus (Consequently, Therefore),
the sociologist (had, has) judged (passed judgment on) the reformer and

the ethicist (moralist).

B. Sociology and history (Soziologie und Geschichte)

We have already distinguished (differentiated) betwjéee] founding
(establishment, foundation) and research practice (or praxis) of sociology,
and now it is tq’should, must, ought (to)) be discussed [we should
discussjwhat this distinction (differentiation) means (signifies) for the
relation(ship) (didBeziehung) of sociology to(wards) (with) history. The
distance between both disciplines must in principle turn out (to) (be)
greater (larger) at the level of the founding than at the level of (the)
research practice, i.e. of substantial (or substantiedyses.The

founding takes place (comes to pass, is carried out) through (by (means
of)) the weltaimed (or purposeful) (targeted, deliberate, precise) isolation
(insulation) of specific aspects, through (by (means of)) the conscious
search for abstracticand unilaterality (onsidedness) (Die Grundlegung
vollzieht sich durch die gezielte Isolierung spezifischer Aspekte, durch
die bewite Suche nach Abstraktion und Einseitigkeit). What, however,
at the epistemological level of founding is [a] necessityahdntage, is
(tothe[ o n e 6 s ] [alf(@]tdisadvargage) and [a(n)] obstacle
(hindrance, impediment) at the level of research practice (praxis). The

"4 Loc. cit., p. 64ff..
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transfer(ence) of the dividing (separating, splitting) logic of founding
(foundational logic) (dezerteilenden Grundlegungslogik) to research
practice (praxis) inevitably (invariably) brings about (gives rise to,
causes) the negation of the unified (or united) (uniform) character of (the)
social reality in its constant (continual, continuous) becor(drey

Negation des einheitlichen Charakters der sozialen Wirklichkeit in ihrem
stndigen Werden). This [social reality] constitutes the common material
(stuff, (subject) matter) of sociology and history, and it [(this) social
reality] does not at all consief elements(,) which from their ontic
composition (texture or constitutionpuld (are able to, can) be divided
(split) up into sociological and historical [elements] and separated from
one another, as for instance wood and [from] iron; rather it [Scadty]
constitutes (or represents) (is) (just) one (a) sole (or unique) @ntle)
ontic andtemporalspatial continuum (eirinziges ontisches und
zeitr2umliches Kontinuum), which
(split) up (apart) according {n accordance with) sociological,

historical, anthropological etc. points of view. Yet (Even, Already)(,)
(the) engrossment ((deep) absorption, deepening) in [respect of] one
concrete caskirrespective of which discipline feels ex officio [by virtue
of its office, i.e. standing] competent (responsible, relevant, appropriate)
for it [that one concrete casiefan (lets (allows) [one] to) guess the
existence (presence, availability) of this continuum, while at the same
time (in relation to which) the canuum of the material (stuff, (subject)
matter) requires (calls for, commands, demands, dictates) or compels
(forces) the [a] mangidedness (variedness, multilaterality;

Vielseitigkeit) [in respect] of [in] the way of looking at things
(consideration, caemplation, observation). The masiedness is hence
not merely a norm, (to) [with] which the observer should (is meant
(supposed) to) keep (stick, follow, comply)(,) (al)though (even though) he
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can omit (refrain (abstain) from, disregard) this [norntad (as well),

but [is] absolutely (really, actually) a necessity of [for] research practice
(or praxis).An epistemological anatomy of any (whatever) sociological,
historical etc. work would show (demonstrate) that this [(sociological,
historical etc.) work] had (has) to (have) often overstep(ped) (go(ne)
beyond, exceed(ed)) the bound(arie)s of the disciglimeerned (in
question), that is, [it] made (make) assumptions which are not to be had
by (available [open] [to]) the discipline itself in accordance with its logic
of founding(foundational logic) That (This) does not meéras is (well)
known and unfdunatelyi that all social (scientists) anohiellectual¢
spiritual)) (scientists) ([all] those involved in the humanities) (alle Sozial
oder Geisteswissenschatftlichevhether they know it and want to [it] or
not, are eo ipso (by (or from) the thingatf, by that very act or quality,
thereby by the same token, of itself, on its own accoumhy-sided
(multilateral) in the good sense; it however explains the frequent
(common) confusion (puzzlement, perplexity, bewilderment) of the
epistemological stapoints through (by means of, due (owing) to,
because of) the pressure which the continuum of social and historical
reality exercises on thepresentationdbr ideational) worldworld of
representatio (ideas, notions, perception), imagination)

(Vorstdlungswel) of every (scientific) observer.

From this perspective(,) [it] becomes more understandable why Weber
erred (was wrong (mistaken)) when he sought to safeguard (protect) the
possibility of a historically oriented (aligned) research practice (praxi
through (by means of) a founding of sociology which left (let, allowed)

its boundaries with (towards) the idiography of history ((to) be) fluid
(changeable, porous) (die deren Grenzen zur Idiographie der Geschichte

fl¢ssig lig). The result could onlyéthe epistemological lack of clarity
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(vagueness, uncertainty) of the founding, because the historical
orientation (alignment) of (the) sociology is a(nother) [separate] matter
(thing) (for itself) and does not relieve (rid, free, deliver, disburden) us of
the task (or duty) (job) of determining (ascertaining, finding out,
establishing) theproprement sociologiqed Aipr operly (or str
(really, truly) sociological]Durkheim) through successive abstractions
justasitsthe pr opr e me n té&sletecninatioro(gri q u e
establishment) by no means eliminates (gets rid of, takes [away]) the fact
(from the world)) that [changes the fact (that in this world)] social or
historical reality constitutes (represeragk (a) sole (or unique) (only,
single) onic continuumand sociology (is, constitutes, represents) an
epistemological fiction of [a] partial scope (extent, range, size). That is
why Durkheim erred (was wrong (mistaken)) in the reverse sense, when
he assumed (accepted) [that] his epistemologisaligter founding of
sociology would as such (correspondingly) limit (restrict, constrict) its
research practice (praxis) (accordingly), i.e. make the boundaries with
(towards) historyds research practic
That does nathough mean (signify) that he would refuse in advance to
regard (consider, see, view, look at) all (every) historical material (stuff,
(subject) matter) as possible material for the sociologist. He [Durkheim]
himself could even (also, really) argue (regguistorically, (so, thus) e.g.
when he, [in regard] to psychological interpretations of the development
of history, countered (pointed out, said in reply) [that] [the] variety of

form (multiformity) [of] and change [in] (of) (the) social phenomena
couldnot be [simply] deduced (derived, inferred) from permanent
psychical qualities (characteristics or properties) (just like that, without
difficulty (any effort (problem(s)), anything else [happening] (further))

380



[without anything furtherP. On the other handis research practice

(praxis) amounts (comes ((boils) down)) to (ends up in) an unhistorical
hypostatisation (unhistorische Hypostasierung) of each and every

respective investigated (examinede s p ce[ 8B9cciabkespeci e
(case, ki rodar(inasanudh))as He supposes (assumes) an
unbridgeable opposition (or contrast(ing)) (conflict) between (the)

sociological and (the) historical type[s] of relations. That is why he

concentrated on the interdependence of two or more phenomena inside of
(within) the same s p ¢ e (static coiredatior) and neglected the

succession (sequence) of (the) phenomena in the course of historical time
(dynamic way of looking at things (consideration, contemplation,

observation)) ((statische Korrelation) unernachlssigt die

Aufeinanderfolge der Pimomene im Laufe der geschichtlichen Zeit

(dynamische Betrachtundj) Thus, [we (are)] faced with (stand opposite

of) two types of causality: functionatsynchronic (funktional
synchronischgr[causality] in whichthe reason for (cause of) the

cohesion of a whole is sought in the interdependence of the parts or of the
partial social facts, and a geneti@achronic [causality], in which the

succession (sequence) of (the) social facts (or acts (actions)) in historica

time iscomprehended (grasped, understamhstrued, taken for,

perceived, intemeted)(as) kthe,a] causal determination (fixing,

definition) or (as) [the, a] causing of a social fact (or act (action)) by a

(one) pocial fact] preceding (going first, previous) ((in relation) to) it [the

social factcauseqpomi t st ehen sich zwei Kausa
ein funktionals y nchr oni scher, bei dem der Gr |
eines Ganzen in der Interdependenz agleTozw. der partiellen sozialen

Tatsachen gesucht wird, und ein genetdigthrnoischer, bei dem die

S Loc. cit., p. 109.
®“See Ar onds Igtmductionpmn2d9fy si s,

381



Aufeinanderfolge der sozialen Tatsachen (oder Handlungen) in der
geschichtlichen Zeit als kausale Bestimmung oder als Verursachung einer
sozialenTatsdate (oder Handlung) durch eine
wird). The transfer(ence) of the logic of founding to (the) research

practice (praxis) results (has [such] an effect) here (in) [the fact] that the
achrony (Achronie) of the epistemological constatdhe level of the

esp c e issansformed (eonverted, changed) into functional
synchrony (Synchronie). For that, however, there is no compelling
(cogent, persuasive) methodical (i.e. methodological) reason (ground),
even and precisely (especialigpre than ever) not (the(ot even and
precisely) when sociology is founded (based, established) on the concept
(notion) of the social fact. Because in (the) diachrony (Diachronie) (the)
social facts or (the) collectivenstruct(ion)s (creations, shape

formations) which come into being (arise, result, ensue, are created
(produced)) out of (fromlthe] innumerable (countless) combinations of
individual acts (actions) as their [the innumerable combinations of

I ndi vi dual act (i ofhligedomhbinatisned t ant ( di
individueller Handlungen als deren Resultante entstehen), diverge
(deviate, differ) from these latter [innumerable combinations of

individual act(ion)s] just (equally) as, or possibly still (even) more
(strongly, intensely, greatlyjhan in synchrony. This [synchrony] can, in
other words, in certain cases [in respect] of action(,) which (is)
consciously (directed to(wards)) (or takes its cue from) (complies with,
depends on, goes along with) individual ends (goals), be influenced
(affected) more than diachrony. Regardless (Irrespective) of
(Notwithstanding, Despite) that, [it] is (stands) certain (definite, sure) that
in the course of diachrony(,) the weight of individual intentions and acts
(actions) continuously (continually) deases (declines, diminishes,

grows less), and indeed both with regard to the dimension of the past,
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which no human (person, man) has ever undone, as well as (in view
(consideration) of) (considering, taking) the future (into consideration),
which no humangderson, man) can foresee (predict) in the long term, that
IS, [can] guide (steer, direct) [it, the future] consciously and in (the)

knowledge of [(while) knowing] the outcome (end).

Dur khei més unwillingness (reluctance
to incorporate (include) diachrony in(to) his research practice (or praxis),

is due (reduced, traced back) to a narrow perception (view) of the

methodical (i.e. methodological) scope (or range) of (the) historical

science (science of history), which for hiapresents (is, constitutes) the

necessary pendant (i.e. counterpart) of his sharp delimitation (or

definition) (seiner scharfen Umgrenzung) of sociology. History

constitutes an extreme idiography, [a] description (portrayal, account) of

a sequence of urug (or oneoff(time)) (singular) events (occurrences,

incidents) (Historie bildet eine extreme Idiographie, Schilderung einer

Folge von einmaligen Ereignissen)orcof ndi vi dual it ®s h®t €
[fFhet erogeneous i ndi vi,detwadnwhichthkese ( or p
can be no comparison. The comparative (comparing) method (Die
vergleichende Methode) is sociologyo
object, thing), and it [sociology] demands (calls for) the detachment (or

breaking away) (disentareghent, dissociation, disengagement, removal)

of the elements being compared (die Eeshg der zu vergleichenden

Elemente) from each and every respectis®@ie temporellée[ it e mpor al
(i.,e.timer el at ed) ( ¢ hr 6 8yndhrony orachrony sesner i e s 0
therefore to be a precondition (prerequisite) of sociological comparison,

and indeed (actually, in fact (reality)) the comparison is first of all made

(done, undertaken) amongst f@tween) social facts, which belong to

"TR™ g,lpm 6, 124ff..
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more or less equally developeldat is, sociologically simultaneous (or
contemporaneous) ( coTheseconddimerundesp ¢c e
(In a second attempt (go, approach) [at explaining matters]), however, the
comparative method is called nAngenet:
method] sets as the [its] aim (goal, objective, target) to follow (pursue,

track) the becoming of a certain (particular) social fact (Institution) right

through [the, its] varioustages (levels, phases, grades) of development

and invarioug s p ¢ e s. Dwkbaim haltisécensiders, regards) this

(to be, as) the highest (biggest, greatest) achievement (accomplishment)
(greatest feat) of sociological research and accordingly (puts (places,

sets)) [sees] sociology in general (on a par with) [and] [is equatie]

comparative (comparing) sociology ([become] as one) [or he sees them as
onef?. It is certainly (surely, of course) difficult to see (appreciate,

recognise, understand) how a(n) extensive (broad, comprehensive)

application of the ®Rhode gh®ique iscompatible (consistent) (can be

reconciled) with the leaving asidexclusion, excluding, elimination,

eliminating ignoring) of the ie temporelle. Yet Durkheim shrugs off

(disregards, ignores, skips over, overcomes) the difficulty through (by

means (force, way) of) two questionable (dubious) assumptions

(suppositions). As selection criterion (Auswahlkriterium) of (the) social
facts(,)which are supposed (meant) to be illuminated (or examined)
genetically, their [these (the said)
the synchronicallyneant (intended, thought, imaginddhctional whole

(ihr Gewicht innerhalb des synchronisch gedecHunktionalen Ganzen)
oftheesp ce sociale is of use (service,

course of this, principally (mainly, first and foremost) of institutions

8 Loc. cit., p. 137.
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(Institutionen}®; and thes ®r i e tigungetood in thenarrowest

possible sense, i.e. as [a, the] succession (sequence) of individual and
unrepeatable events (occurrences, incidents). Durkheim connects

(associates, interrelates, puts) this extreme idiographic version®f@he i e
temporelle and the (historical methpduposedly (ostensibly, allegedly)

belonging together (interrelated) with it (historical method) (und die

damit angeblich zus aMehedeg@ffaende hi
combination) with Comteds phil osophy
conclude (ifer) the untenability (unsoundnesénhaltbarkei} of the

historical method from the untenability (unsoundness)fofaistic

historiography (descriptiofwriting) of history)(einerfinalistischen
Geschichtsschreibuhglhe logical leap (leap in logit3 obvious and

needs (requires) no (does not need (
assessment of the historical method and his slar@arcation

(delimitation, dissociationdf sociologyagainst (from, vis -vis) (the)

historical science (science astory) stands [or] (and) falls, at any rate

(in any event, anyway), by his narrow idiographic perception (view) of

this [the] latter [historical science]. However, already (But anyway,) some

(a few, several) considerations (thoughts, reflections, detibesd about

(over, on, regarding) [the] character and implicationsistrical

comparisons can prove (show, verify, demonstrate, confirm) that not only

the idea of an absolutely idiographic history is nonsense, but also that

't would hence be wrong (incorrect, false) to conf
based (founded) on his functionalism, withistorical way of looking at things (consideration,

contemplation). In the [his] work on (alip regarding) the division of labour(,) a phenomenon is

(stands) e.g. at the centre of interest (attention), whose functional meaning (significance, importance) is
obvious (apparent, evident, manif esteovolutidn@Qr t he expl
objective factors like population density (Book Il, chap. 1) are brought in(to play) (called on, enlisted,

used), but not social facts as complexes of acts (or actimsKdmplexe von Handlunggrwhose

composition (texture oronstitution)and direction are not determined (conditioned, necessitated) by

(dependent on) an(y) (individual [act(ion)]) of these acts (or actions).-tevngprocesses (or events),

l'i ke for instance Western fr ac¢hended gtaspedaunderstood) can har
without (the) going into (of) social facts in the latter sense [of social facts as complexes of act(ion)s] or

by (means (force) of) (through) merely fAobjectivebo

385



precisely the comparativedimparing) method of historical or

sociological provenandemakes (fluid or abolishes (cancels)) the
boundaries between historical and sociological research practice (praxis)
(fluid or abolishes) [them (the said boundaries)]. Durkheim thinks
(believes) e may (can, is allowed (permitted) to) talk of (about) a
specifically sociological comparative (comparing) method because he
tends (, about it (that), in relation to that [sociological comparative
method],) to comprehendrasp, understand, interpréte specifically
sociological concept of the social fact esidedly (unilaterally, in a onre
sided manner) in the sense of the
development, but functionally more or less stable). Comparisons of [on] a
greater (larger) magnituddifnension, extent, size, scale) can, however,

be undertaken also between phenomena like, for instance, war or
revolution, which only [through, by means of, with] (amongst, amid,
under) [the] violation (rape, mutilation) of language can be called
(describedreferred to, characterised) (as) institutions and [yet], all the
same (nevertheless, notwithstanding [that], anyhow), make up (constitute)

genuine (authentic, real, true) social facts.

In general (Generally), historical comparisons fulfil two tasks (jobs
functions, purposes, missions): they [historical comparisons] close [fill],
through [the] drawing on (use, enlisting) (of) analogies, gaps (holes) of
[in] documentation (recorded evidence or records of proof) (Sie §ehlie
durch Heranziehung von Anal@yi L¢cken der Dokumentation), and
they serve heuristic goals (ends, purposes)(,) while they tackle (treat,
handle) (by tackling) or expand (extend, broaden, widen) (expanding)
with the help oproblem awarenessdgnsciousass of (the) problem(g)

( Probl e mb)g)whidh tvas eefinedsduring [while] (thgping
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deeply into (deepening (engrossment) in [respecotfigr caseé¥(,) (1)
guestion formulationéor central themegJformulations of the [a]

guestion, problem examinations, examinatioh@dthe]) problem(s),)

which a particular case raises. Either way (One way or another,
Whichever way one looks at it), comparison breaks (bursts, forces) (open)
the boundaries (limits) of the consistently idiograghand it
[comparisonjmustbe undetaken, unless one would like (wants, prefers)
to reduce historiography to [a] chronicle (annals) (Chronik), and (to) deny
the historian the right, contrary to (against) the entire (whole) tradition of
hism®t (i.ee accupation) (profession, trade), teearch (or search for)
causes (reasons) and interrelations (correlgtmrgexts, connections)
(nach Ursachen und Zusammengen zu forschef) Researclfor
investigation into ([The] explorationof) causes (reasons) (Erforschung
von Ursachenineangsignifies)(,) first of all(,) that the relative weight of
two differing (distinct, dissimilar, unlike, varying, varied, different,
miscellaneous, various) historical data (data of history) (zwei
verschiedenen Geschichtsdaten) are correlated or compdheeaoh

other in order to ascribe (attribute, grant, award) to one [historical datum]
the status of (the, [a]) cause (reason), to the other [historical datum] that
[the status] of (the, [a(n)]) effect (result) (um dem einen den Status der
Ursache, dem anden den der Wirkung zuzusprechen). Simultaneously

(At the same time), all the historical factors (factors of history;

80Veyne,Comment on @®x8sf.t | 6histoire

81 This tradition expressly starts (begins) with Herodotus, who wants to bring to light the cause of
(reason for) U U g ttje war between the Asiatic East and the Greek West (I, Preamble (Prologue)), and
it [the said tradition] experiences (discovers) itstfirsgr eat hi gh point (summit) al
consciously multdimensional, andeaching (goinpa long way back into the pastetiology of the
Peloponnesian War; for the determination (definition) of the specific character of this latter [the
Pelponnesian War], Thucydides carries out (does, conducts, manages) a detailed (in depth,
comprehensive) comparison with past wars, merging (blending, turning, passing) in many ways (cases)
(frequentl y) i nt d9)tPbliusiilkewisei(ab)lwasdullycawdretoftiel , 2
interrelation (connection) of research into (of) causes and [the] comparative (comparing) procedure (or
method) (den Zusammenhang Ursachenforschung und vergleichendem Verfahren) (see esp. I, pp. 12,
6; cf. I, pp. 4, 11).
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Geschichtsfaktoren), which are (possible (a possibility, capable of
happening (taking place)) (qualify) (as) possible candidates for the
causative (causm causal) functiondi e al s m° gl i che Kandi
verursachende Funktion in Frage kommenust be compared, in order

to determine (or ascertain) (find out, establish, discover) the correct
[right] [one] amongst them. And finally, ¢étask (job, mission) arises (is
set (put)) to compare the effect (result) of a causal factor in (the) causal
interrelation (connection, correlation, context) A (die Wirkung eines
kausalen Faktors im Kausalzusammenhang A) with its effect (result) in
(the) causal interrelation (connection, correlation, context) B, in order to
be able to pass judgement (or form an opinion) (ein Urteil bilden) on its
causal potency (power or potentiality) (ceipy force, efficacy, ability)
(Kausalpognz)in general (general] at all). Comparisons between events
(occurrences, incidents), epochs (eras, ages) or developments (are)
regularly (serve) (of use), in relation to that, to (theoretically) isolate
causal(ly) (effective (or acting) (working, active, operative, operating)
factors (having an effect) (theoretically),(;) (the) comparison is hence
regarded (considered, thought of, deemed) (as) successful (then) when
through (by means of) it [comparison](,) a clear notion (idea,
representation, perception, view) of the cagsairse (sequence (order)

of events) of the phenomena concerned (in question) is achieved (brought
about (off), reached) (comes about, materialises). This goal (end,
purpose) is fulfilled regardless (irrespective) of whether the comparison
ascertains (discaes, observes) differences or similaritfedt

[Comparison, The said comparison] can [ascertain] either the one
[difference(s)] or the other [similarity (similarities)], it can however also

do both, i.e. bring (work, carve) out (or ascertain) (elaborategfarhing

82|n relation to that, see Someéssk oc pol , A The Uses of Comparative Hist
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(extensive, broad) similaritsein a decisive (deciding) difference(,) or-far

reaching (extensive, broad) differences in a decisive (deciding) similarity.

The idiographically understood individuality of (the) historical data (data

of history) can in fact (actually, even) be stressetpfeasised,

underlined) therefore through (by means of) comparisons. Yet on the

other hand, even a comparison, which is [based (centred) on, due to,

comes] [has] (out of, from) differences, presupposes a superordinate,

perhaps only loose categorial (categal) framework(,) inside of which

the [(those) historical data] to be compared (comparative (comparing))

[data (things)] are (can be) combined (or come together) and

consequently (can) become comparable (enéner geor dnet en, Vi
nur lockeren katewrialen Rahmen voraus, innerhalb dessen die zu
Vergleichenden zusammenkommen und somit vergleichbar werden

k °© n h la this way (Thereby, Through that), (the) comparison ipso facto

refers to the dual (double, twin) nature of every (single) historical datum

(datum of history; Geschichtsdatums): behind the [its, the said historical
datumbébs] conspicuous (obvious, evide
[historical datum]) (hides, is) its latent generality (is hiding), which only

[alone, solely] allows it to be lookaghon (regarded) as (considered) [a]

historical datum. Because (the) mere individuality does not turn (make)
something (into) [a] historical datum, but its suitability (fithess, aptness)

to be incorporated (included, put in order, ordered) in(to) contexts
interrelationshaving an effect (impact) (@ontextsof influence)
(Wirkungszusammedthnge ) , whi ch are considered
historical on the basis of independent epistemological decisions

(determinations, judgements) (see in this Section belbwgt is why

already the selection (choice) of historically relevant data presupposes

implicit or explicit comparisons of the ontological character and of the
epistemological status of the same [historically relevant data] with that
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[ontological characterad epistemological status)] of other data. Already
the understanding of the action of individuals in a concrete situation
entails the implicit or explicit comparison with [the] action of other
individuals in analogous situations (Sclba s Ver s tHandethe i s des
von Individuen in einer konkreten Situation zieht den impliziten oder
expliziten Vergleich mit Handeln anderer Individuen in analogen
Situationen nach sicfi)and comparisons between situations can, for

their part, be very easily expanded (brostk widened) to comparisons
between socially dominant (ruling, prevailing) conditions (relations or
circumstances) (sozial herrschenden ¥kniissen), between historical
processes or epochs (eras, ages). History is therefore from the beginning
(outset) onsciously or in (actual) fact (reality) ridden (interspersed) with
(or permeated (afflicted, affected) by) comparisons and corresponding
conceptualisations (Konzeptualisierungen); since it [history] is [a]
reconstruction and as such must operate withagatisqor conceptual

plans) (Konzepten), (then, so, thus) there can, already because of that, be
no fundamental (basic, material) difference between comparative

(comparing) history and descriptive sociol&gy

It may appear (seem) [as, to be] [a] paradoX(iga that Durkheim, who

had (has, was) not (been) particularly (especially) interested in the debate

over the relation(ship) between [the] (intellectesd(ritual)) humanitie$

and[the] natural {.e. physical) scienceciences of the intelleeHpirit)

and of naturejGeistes und Naturwissenschaftergupported an

extreme(ly) idiographic, in (the) research practice impracticable

(unworkable)¢ ndur clef)ghmprarcepti on (view) of
Responsible (Tb | ame) for this error (mistak:i

concern (worry) over (regarding, about, on) the sharp delimitation (or

83 Aron, L e - 0pn4&9. For [In regard to] the function of theory in (the) comparative (comparing)
historical science (science of history), see generally (in general) Rlihkgrierii.
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definition) of sociology. On the other hand Weber could, despite (in spite
of, notwithstanding) hisadherence (adhering, holding Jpsticking,

clinging) to (perseverance (persistence) with) the in principle (or
programmatic) (fundamental, basic) contrast(ing) (opposition, conflict)
between both main (chief) kinds (sorts) of knowledge (knowing), evade
(elude, avoid, get out of, escafpem) the chimera of a pure idiographic
historiography (description (writing) of history), exactly because his
unspecific definition of sociology allowed (permitted) a nonchalant
(unconcerned, carefree, cavalier) back and forth)ihg( and frof)ing)
between sociology and history, i.e. a conception of sociology with regard
to (in view of) its historical character, and a conception of history with
regard to (in view of) its sociological processing (treatment, working, use,

handling) Hingegen konnte Web#mtz seines Festhaltens am

grunds?2tzlichen Gegensatz zwischen

d

der Chim2re einer rein idiographisch

deshalb entgehen, weil seine unspezifische Definition der Soziologie ein
unbek ¢ mme rdtHer gwisehemSoaiologie und Historie, d. h. eine
Konzeption deSoziologie im Hinblick auf ihrehistorischen Charakter

und eine Konzeption der Historie im Hinblick auf ihre soziologische
Verarbeitung gestatteteNow (the) historical science (sciencehadtory),

just as (like) sociology, is a science of the social action of man [humans,
people], that is why sociology must be defined as the science of that
social action which is condensed (compressed, thickened, solidified) in
social factd ergo (consegently, therefore, hence), the social fact
constitutes the epistemological specific feature (characteristic)
(differentia specifica) of sociology, irrespective (regardless) of how much
weight (serious) (heavy) this specific feature carries (is) (weigh{t)en
research practice (or praxis) on each and every respective occasion, and

how it is explained in (the) light of the historical dadaté of history)
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(Nun ist Geschichtswissenschaft ebenso wie Soziologie eine

Wissenschaft vom sozialen HandelndesMenh en, Sozi ol ogi e
daher als die Wissenschaft von jenem sozialen Handeln her definiert

werden, welches sich sozialen Tatsachen verdichtegrgo bildet die

soziale Tatsache das epistemologische Spezifikum der Soziologie,

gl ei chgg¢l ti gesSpazifleumgewdisweder di e s
Forschungspraxis wiegt und wie es im Lichte @eschichtsdaten

erl @autert wird). While (As) Weber do
distinguish (differentiate) between social action in the historical [sense](,)

on the or hand, and in the sociological sense(,) on the other [hand], but,

as it were, casually (incidentally, in passing) mentions (names,

designates, describes) the real differences between sociology and history,

he limps along at the epistemological level,g\ever, he can proceed

(go) so much the quicker in the field (area, sector) of research practice (or
praxis)(,) since he actuates (sets in motion, puts into effect (motion),

activates) the apparatus (equipment), attached to the concept (notion) of

social &tion, [in respect] of meaning (or sense), understanding and [the]

ideal type, both as [a] sociologist as well as [a] historian (Indem Weber
zwischen sozialerAlandeln im historischen und solchem im

soziologischen Sinne nicht genau unterscheidet, sondenealen

Differenzen zwischen Soziologie und Historie gleichsam nebenbei nennt,

hinkt er auf der epistemologischen Ebene, um so schneller kann er aber

auf dem Gebiet der Forschungspraxis gehen, da er die am Begriff des
sozial en Handel nsvoraSing,&drstehegtnd Appar at
|l deal typ sowohl als SoziolThge wi e au
idealttypical preparation of understanding (Die idealtypische

Pr 2 p a rdese/erstemans) enables (makes) him [Weber] (capable,

qualified), into the bargain (#e same time, in the course of this), to line

up (compete) against [or oppose] (challenge) [resist] psychologism also
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as [a] historian, and consequently dispense with (refrain (desist) from)
(abandon) Durkheimds conviction [t ha
necessarily psychological orientation (alignment) (notwendig

psychologischen Ausrichtung), history hasohitigation to (extreme)

idiography, otherwise it [historyjoes nopossesghave, notmerely vis

“-vis natural (i.e. physical) science, but alés-"-vis sociology, a(ny) (its

own) profile (of its own). The individual [element (or event (case))] (Das
individuelle), Weber opines (thinks, says, believes), by no means

constitutes as such an object of history, it [the individual [element (or

even)]] becomes it [an object of history] either as [a] typical

representative (exponent) of an abstract concept (notion), or as [a]

member (component, element, part, section) (cause (reason) or effect

(result)) of [in] acausal interrelation (connection, corraat context)

and then we look at (consider or contemplate) (observe) it only in its

causally relevaninanifestations (or expressions) (outer signsj inits

totality (bilde als solches keineswegs ein Objekt der Geschichte, es wird

es entwederalstypic her Repr@sentant eines abs:
Glied (Ursache oder Wirkung) eines Kausalzusammenhanges, und dann
betrachten wir es nur i n seinen kaus

seiner ®Totalit?at

The first of both these conditions (preregjigis, requirements) for the
inclusion (or acceptance) (admission, absorption, integration,
incorporation, reception) of the individual [eleménit event (case))

in(to) history(, [i.e. regarding (the individual element as) an object of
history as a typial representative of an abstract concept],) implies that
(between) the individuality of events (occurrences, incidents) or acts (or
actions), and their suitability (fitness, aptness) to be assigned to classes

84 Wissenschaftslehy@p. 232, 237ff.. Here Weber follows Eduard Meyar; Theorig p. 59.
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(categories) (classified) and even to repretezge classes (categories)
(that is, to be able to be generalised), (a distinction must be made) (must
bedistinguished (differentiated)) (Die erstere dieser beiden Bedingungen
fe¢er die Aufnahme des Individuell en
zwischende | ndi vi du aissentodet Handlongen Ed éhierg n
Eignung, Klassen zugeordnet zu werden und sogar diese Klassen zu
repPsentieren (sich also verallgemeinern zu lassen), unterschieden
werden m€ ) . fofimergThat) [individuality of events or acidbes not

in the least preclude (exclude) the latter (this) [suitability to be
generalised], and the historian should (ought to), on each and every
respective occasion, in his estimation (opinion) (accordance with his
[own] judgement) (at his discretiordeem (decide, judge, find) to what
extent (in what way (respect), how far) the individual [characteristics (or
features) (traits, attributes)] and the class characteristics (or features)
intersect (or overlapjnwiefern sichdie individuellen und die
Klassenmerkmalgberschneiden). In principle (Fundamentally), he [a
(the) historian] would, in the course of this, beattlvised (giving bad
advice) if he wanted, out of laziness (or convenience) (indolence,
idleness) or ideology, to degrade (downgra@enaote) the individual case

to the [a] reflection of a [the] general [case (or situation)] (wenn er aus
Bequemlichkeit oder Ideologie den individuellen Fall zum Abglanz eines
Allgemeinen degradieren wollte); the [a] cautious (careful, wary) and
conditional(qualified) declaration (explanation) of an individual case as
(the, [a]) typical [case, one] attests (testifies) (to) [that fact of] a(n) alert
consciousness (keen awareness, [alertness]) [in respect] of (regarding,
about) the epistemologicéttive(fictitious) character of types, classes

and generalities (ein waches Be@aein¢ber den epistemologiseh

fiktiven Charakter von Typen, Klassen und Allgemeinheiten). Equally (In
the same way, Likewise), [the] uniqueness (and unrepeatalality)
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singularity [a to its kind or speciesdf the individual [case or element]
(Einmaligkeit und Einzigartigkeiles Individuellen) must be

distinguished (kept aparthn event (occurrence, incident) or a person in

the absolute sense is unique (and unrepeatable), th{eranas) it [an

event or a person] (it exists (or existed)), namely, only once (one time),

on the other hand (by contrast, in comparison, however), [it (an event or a
person) is] singular [as to its kimat specieponly in the [a] relative

[sense], i.ein regard (relation) to (regarding) one or some (a few,

several) aspects, but not to all: because there is nothing in this world

which could not be subsumed under absolutely no genus or no species,

and [there is nothing in this world] whose (itghstituton (composition

or texture)or way (or mode) (manner) of acting (action) (conduct,
behaviour\would have nothing to do with (the, [a(n)]) affiliation (or

belonging) (attachment) to that (it) [subsumption, being subsumed]

(Einmalig ist ein Ereignis oderre Person im absoluten Sinne, es gibt

(oder gab) sie n2mlich nur einmal, e
d. h. in bezug auf einen oder einige Aspekte, nicht aber auDalten es

gibt nichts in dieser Welt, das sich unter absolut kein Genus unel kein
Spezies subsumieren | i eCe und dessen
Handl ungsweise nichts mit )der Zugeh?©
Miltiades as [a] person and the Battle of Marathon are unique, that is,

they (have) saw (seen) the light of day only one (single9 {once). But

as [a]historical person Miltiades was an Athenian, general (or

commander) (field marshal, strategist) etc., and he (had, has)sded

(or absolutely (really) in line (strict conformity, accordance, keeping)

with these not unique qualities (characteristics or properties); the Battle of
Marathon has, for its part, next to (alongside, beside) its unrepeatable
parameters (place, time, parties (those, personsivied (or

participants)), certain categorial (categorical) features (or characteristics),
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whose mere knowledge permits (allows) [one, us] to form (construct, set
(make) up, establish, constitute, mould) [the forming of], without going
(entering) into det#s, a general notion (idea, representation, view,
perception) of the event; no matter whether it [the (a) battle] is fought in
Marathon, Cannae [during the Second Punic War in southeast Italy] or
Stalingrad, (so, thus) [a, the] battle issi(uctured irfa] particular and
recognisable (discernible, perceptible, visible) way (mapneiation
between men (humans, people) (structured in [a] particular and
recognisable (discernible, perceptible, visible) way (manner)) (eine auf
besondere und erkennbare sinukturierte Beziehung zwischen
Menschen), which differs (is distinguished, differentiated) from other
(interhuman, interpersonal) relat®fibetween humans (peopl€))and
through (by means of) its existence (or presence) poses questions
(political, arthropological etc.) going way (far) (by far, widely) beyond
(surpassing, transcending) the concrete event (occurrence, incident). If we
did not know at all what [a] battle meant, (so, then, thus) the event of 490
B.C. at Marathon would have a(n) entiretpnpletely, totally, wholly)

different status (importance) in our history books.

The second of the conditions (prerequisites or requirements) mentioned
above [(the individual element)aan object of history as a member
(cause or effect) of [in] a causalkerrelation] [for(in respect offhe

inclusion (or acceptance) of the individual [elem@mtevent (case))n
history]refers, in turn (on the other hand, again), to our previous (prior,
preceding) ascertainments (or observations) (findings) regarding
(concerning) the logic of historical comparisons. The putting in order (or
inclusion) (incorporation, ordering) of the individual [elemgntteven
(case))] as [alnember (component, element, part, sectiom® causal

interrelation (connection, correlation, conjgptesupposes a decision
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(determination) over (on, in respect of) the character of the historical

[element, sphergdnd consequently over (on, in respect of) the yardsticks

(or criteria) (benchmarksneasures, standard§)ie Einordnung des

Individuellen als Glied in einen kausalen Zusammenhang setzt eine

Ent scheidung ¢ber den Charakter des
Mag£t @be voraus), on the basis of whi
(case)] is declared (proclaimed, announced, explained) [to be, as]

historically relevant (pertinent). The putting in order (or inclusion)

confers on (grants (gives) to, lends, awards) the individual [element (or

event (case))] the status of the historical [edamsphere]. It [The said

putting in order (or inclusion)] cannot, however, manage (effect) [that, it]

(bring it off)(,) if each and every respective individual [element (or event)
(case)] is not apprehended (grasped, understood) from that particular

aspet (point of view, angle)(,) which bridges the gap (builds bridges)

with [regard to] the related (kindred) aspects of the rest of the individual
maghnitudes inside of (within) the overall (total) context (interrelation,
correlation, connection) (thereby)aaluced (made, manufactured,

established) (in this way, because of (through) it (that)). Because
individualities as wholes (entireties, totalities) can never (be) fit into (or

(be) adapted to) one another like two cogwheels (cogs, gears). The
historically neant (intended or thought) (imagined) selection (choice) of

[an, the] individuality Die historischgedachte Auswahl von

| ndi vi du aheieforé, be)supplemented (completed, replenished,
added to) by a selection (choice) which is made (carriedlong)

in(side) and at (the) individualities; the totality of the individual [element

(or event ( cas ellividuellen)dwhenitiBgenarallyi t 2t de
(on the whole, actuallyecognisable (discernible, perceptible, visible)

and conceivable (imagable, thinkable), falls (remains, drops)
programmatically, or in (actual) fact (actually, factually, in reality), by the
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wayside (left behind, out of the running). This should (had to, must,

might) actually (really, by the way) be seNident even at thlevel of the
personaiindividual [element (or case)] (der Ebene des Reich-

Individuellen) if one does not want to be lost (lose oneself, disappear,
vanish) in [a] psychologism. The historicaipedient ¢r purposeful)

(effective, suitable) dissalwn (disintegration, break(ing) up) and

selective treatment (handling) of (the) individual totality (Die historisch

zwe c km?2 Ci g endAdektive®Behanalgng der individuellen

Totalit?t) takes place (happens, occurs, is effected) here through the

leaving aside (ignoring, excluding) of the unfathomable (inscrutable)
biopsychicstructure of depth(s) (idepth (deep(er), depth(Siructure)
[structure of depthl ner gr ¢ ndl i chen Dbiopiwychi sch
whichdrives (urges, impulses, instincts)unconscious or hatfonscious
motivations stir (move) (in der sich Triebe und oder halbbew@e
Motivationen regen), and [through] the concentration of (the) analytical
attention on ends (goals), which manifest themselves (or find expression)
(are eflected) in observable action (und die Konzentration der

analytischen Aufmerksamkeit auf Zwecke, die sich im beobachtbaren
Handeln niederschlagéfl) The historical objectification (objectivisation)

(Die historische Obijektivierung) of the persoemalividual [element (or

case)] through (by means of) isolating (insulating, isolative) abstraction

or selection (durch isolierende Abstraktion bzw. Selektion) can of course
find other means and ways, (all [of]) which nevertheless (however) (all)
have to do with te same putting firstfa c t i1 o n 6 sled@uided, g o al )
conducted, directed, steered) (purposeful or expedient) external (outer,
outward) cours¢order or sequence of evenfsgk weckgel ei t et en 2

Ablaufsdes Handelns) (action in(side) [respect of] rpéegion in

%See, in relation to that, Luk aldisodical Cgnecousnessbser vati o
p. 160ff..
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situations etc.). This must (need) not be pursued here further. The

pointing out (indication, hinting, reference, reminder) of (at, to) another
dimension of the problem of historical individuality, by contrast (on the

other hand), appears [telabsolutely necessary: [i.e. the pointing out] of

the very (highly, greatly) different (variable, varying, varied) extent

(scope, range), and the constant (perpetual, continual, continuous) need

for (of) interpreation (interpretive need)nterpretatios b e d ¢ r),fofi gk e i t
the concept (notion) [of] Aindividua
hand, again) testify to the (histori
(or extending) (inside)(,) of (the historical [element, dimension, sphere,
realm,field]) (of, into) the sociological [dimension, sphere, realm, field,

element] (die wiederum vom quasi automatischentigfiein

Hineinreichen des Historischen ins Soziologische). Singularity [as to its

kind or species] and generality are not essentiast(datures,

characteristics) of facts, but modes of evaluation (assessment, appraisal)
offacts( Wesensz¢,ge von Fakten, sondern M
Fakter). How wide(ly) (broad(ly), far) the boundaries (limits) of the

individual [element (or event)Jra (set, put), and to what extent (in what

way (respect)) individualities should (are supposed (meant) to) be looked

at (viewed, seen, considered, regarded) (as) incomparable (unmatched,
matchless) (in [a] certain respect (or relation)) or (as) typicgafih

other respect (or relation)), depend on the (variable (changeable,

varying)) direction of our historical intere€isAlexander [the Great] and

Napoleon are historical individuals, just as, however, the Roman Empire,

the Catholic Church, the Reformarti, capitalism or the Second World

War are (it [historical individuals]) also (too, as well) in(, on each and

every respective occasion,) another sense (on each and every respective

86 Gardiner Nature p. 40ff..
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occasion); the concepts (notions) of the [an] entirety (wholeness \totalit
Ganzheit) and of the [an] event (occurrence, incident) as unities (or units)
(wholes, entities) of (the, [a]) historical analysis shift (move (out of

place), become displaced) in terms of (as (in regard) to) content

accordingly (entsprechend verschielsash inhaltlich) (correspondingly)

(a war can e.g. be interpreted in its totality (entirety; Gesamtheit) as [a(n)]
individual (or a separate) (single) part (oembe) (component, element

section)of a historical process (process of [in] history) @ieelnes

Glied eines Geschichtsprozesses as a series of preparations,

manoeuvres, battles etc.). In view of (Given) this amorphy

(amorphousness, shapelessness, lack of form; Amorphie) of the concept
(notion) of individuality (individuality concept), the effort (trouble,

toil(ing), hassle, bther) appears (seems) [to be] futile (in vain, useless,

fruitless) to want, by invoking (appealing to) (with reference to) it [that

concept of individuality], to erect (put up, build) a wall between

sociology and history in research practice (or prakgtorism (or

historicism) (Der Historismus), which set out (off) to smash (up) (wreck,
shatter, demolish, destroy) abstract
(l'ively, wvivid) individualityo, had
conceptual plan) (dieses Kpept) [as regards the concept of individuality

erecting a wall between sociology and history] to (ever) more (and more)
(increasingly) extensive (broad, comprehensoggjstruct(ion)s

(creations, shapes, formatiorfpjincipally (first and foremost, maiw to
states), and in the end (finally, ev
(total) individual. Wih(ByfBeceusenoRihatd ( hu
(As a result), everything and nothing was said. The hypostatisation of any

collective subjects [whaoever] in the form ajiant(like) (gigantic,

87 Thus, MeineckeEntstehungpp. 626, 627.
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colossal, enormous) or dwaiike) (dwarfish, diminutive, pigmy)

(riesen oder zwergenhaftg¢nndividuals leads epistemology and research

practice (praxis) to a dead end, and it [the said hypostatisatiendmisa

fertile (fruitful, productive) as [the, an] unintentional (unintended,

involuntary, unwanted) preliminary stage (or tier) (grade, level) of that

typification (i.e. rendering into types) (ungewollte Vorstufe jener

Typisierungen) (of) which the hisian as well as the sociologist must

(make) use (avail themselves, employ). The [A] consistéhérence

(adhering, holding (on), stickinglileging) to (perseverance (persistence)

with) a strict (rigorous, stringent) concept (notion) of individuality

(individuality concept) is, in any case (anyway, at any rate (all events)),

not possible in history. A(n) significant (important, major) historian, who

declared his support for (professed, confessed¢opeo mi nal i s me

i nt ®gfiiamteegr al (homi nawhemé] easbtigeaepk
(classified, classed) historwglds obj e
(right) along (down) the line (at (in) every turn (stage, dettl{ns,

withythec cat ®gori e[ douaSeggouli écéass) of
themi que (or exceptional))o], (;) he a
same time (simultaneously) [that] certain historical realities (would) have

cun certain ddrmnacternai q®nmpedjeldh! char
deserve (merit) the name [aftomplexes singuliees] A si ngul ar

c o mp | &Xreat(Bhjs) concession (acknowledgement) seems to (be

to) me methodically (i.e. methodologically) more instructive (educational,
informative) than the declaration of support [for integral nominalism].

Thisdes r i pti on (account) of historyds c

(unavoidable, ineluctable, necessary) praxis (or practice) may (ought,

88 Marrou, Connaissancep. 169ff..Marrou offers, incidentally (by the way), a (very readable) list of
general concepts (very much worth reading), which the historian anyhow (anyway) must use (apply),
loc. cit., p. 149ff..
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should) by no means be taken for (understood (grasped, regarded) as) [a,
the] methodical (i.e. methodological) norm or as [allm¢] appeal (call)

to (for) the historian [that] he should, in view of (given) the impossibility

of a pure idiography, give up (abandon, renounce, relinquish, forsake) the
concrete case (instance) (den konkreten Fadl)a] historian he is

always to beecognised (identified, discerned) in [by the fact] that he
principally (mainly) oralsoi devotes (applies, dedicated) himself to the
concrete case. But both the determination (definition) of that which is the
historically relevant, concrete case (arste), as well as the analytical
penetration in(to)(side) this [concrete case], require (need) other
parameters(,) which are not given in the concrete case (instance), but
rather [they (these other parameters)] at first (only) constitute it. The use
of sitacbacti onso does not, therefore, n
(slipping) into sociology(,) because abstraction does not serve (is not of
use) merely, and not always, (in) specifically sociological generalisation,
but also (in) the illumination (explahan, examination, investigation) of

the concrete case (instantéegnd it [abstraction] serves (is of use),
moreover, (for, in) the genuinely (really, truly) historical intention of

going beyond (surpassing) this [concrete case](,) and of formulating
genealisations as soon as (when) it is a matter of the historical (epochal
(or even universal(worldhistorical)) status of the concrete case

(instance) ((or even its status as regards world history)) ((epochalen oder
gar universalhistorischen) Status desketen Falles). Whoever out of
angst (or fear) (anxiety, worry) before (in the facevi; -vis, over, [in

regard to]) the risk (danger) of sociological infection disputes (contests,
challenges, denies) the legitimacy of sqakstion formulations

(formulations of the [a] question, problem examinations, examinations of
(a [the]) problem(s), central themebgs in actual fact (actually) thrown
overboard many of the highest (supreme) achievements (feats,
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accomplishments) of (the) classical and modern higjoaphy

(description (writing) of history). One does not assert (underline,
contend) without a certain (some) justification (legitimacy, right,

authority, entitlement) [that] the historian does (is) not deal (have to do)
with (about) generally (or univeally) in force (valid) causalities arav
bindedness (determinisms or ldbased necessitie@ | | gemei ng¢l ti g
Kausalit2aten un)dbut@ghg[ie]about)ipa ticudak andt e n
related (referring) to concrete cases (instancksy, hindedness
(determinisms or lavbased necessitidg)) he [the historian], that is,
inquires (asks) about the causes (reasons) of (for) the First World War,
not about the causes of war in gerf@rafet even if we wanted to accept
(assume) [that] the [a] historian could, in (during) his explanation of the
causes of a certain war, abstain (refrain) from (renounce) general notions
(ideas, perceptions, representations) [in respect] of (on, aboutjirepar
[the] essence (or nature) and [the] aetiology of war (Wesen tiakbgie

der Kriege), (then so, thus) (again) he cannot(, on the other hand, again,
in turn), (but) help incorporating (including, putting in order, ordering)

this particular (certairgpecific) war as [a(n)] overall (total) process in(to)
the [a] far (much) more general image (or picture) of an environment and
a prehistory; the requirements (prerequisites, demands) of (the) concrete
research into (of) causase (will (must) not), othevise, (not to) be
(sufficiently) met (well enough) (satisfiel) That [This] does not though
mean that the historian, already after the clarificatib¢ihe) (existing)
situation (or state) of the sources (sources situation, state of affairs,
stratum) (sarce materialsjQuellenlagg and of the temporal

classification of events (occurrences, incidents), must desert (abandon)

89 Schieder AUnterschiedg.
®The recollection (reminder, reminding, remembrance
(forces) itself [on us] here too (as well), see footnote 81 above.

403



his disciplinebs field (area, sector

seize) (turn to) (the) sociological (conceptual) instrutm@morder to (at

all, generally) be (at all) in a position (able) to articulate something [that
Is] meaningful (full of meaning). They say that (Apparently,) history

itself, if (when) and in so far as it articulates [something] meaningful (full
of meanim), puts forward (or formulates) (proposes, advances)
generalisations, develops its own notions (ideas) on (of, about, regarding)
shortfterm) and longerm processes, on (of, about, regarding) driving
(motive) forces (treibende Kite) andcontexts (or iterrelations) having

an effect (impact) (ocontextsof influence)

The, mostly (for the most part) amongst sociologists, common (current,
going) impression is thus (therefore, accordingly) out of place
(inappropriate, misguided), [that] history is (in relation to that) there
[exists] in order to provide (supply, yield,rfush, deliver) (the) cleansed
(cleaned, purified) material (stuff, (subject) matter), which sociology then
explains causally from a higher vantage point. The historian has already
as[a] historian explained the historiaahterial (stuff, (subject) matiét,

he must do that (this, it), especially (particularly) as [the] explanation and
constitution of the material cannot be separated from each other.
However, while he [the historian] does (by doing) that (this, it), he [the
historian] must know that he stepping (walking) into (entering) (setting
foot in) fields (areas, sectors, domains, zones) wichust share with
other disciplines, fields, in which the familiar (common) distributiohs
(divisions into) competence (competency or responsibility)
(Kompetenzaufteilungéri in [terms of] whose categories most

practising scientists (or scholars) (academics, researchers), partly out of

intellectual¢spiritual) sluggishness (lethargy, inertia), partly because (on

91 Cf. Dray,Laws p. 109.
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account) of (owing to) onsided (unilateralbiassed, partial) education

(or culture) (cultivation, formation, development, fashioning, training)

and guild mentalityy e gen einseitiger B)il dung un
thinki can only lead [one] astray (into error) (mislead, deceive). The

question igherefore not (that [question]) whether history as such can and

must offer explanations, but rather (that [question]) whether sociological
explanations of historicahaterial (stuff, (subject) matteloglong to an

essentially (or substantially) (fundamdiytaconsiderably) different type

or a have a considerably (much) greater generalising range (scope). The
answer to that [question] depends on the notions (ideas, perceptions)

which one has about (on, regarding) the application of sociological
concepts(nbi ons) or Amodel sodo to [in respe
this application cannot obviously take place (occur, happen) sweepingly

(or collectively) (as a whole, across the board, wholesale, without

exception) and ubiquitously, bu¢cording to eachna every case and

perspective of [in regard to] meani(jg nach Fall und

Bedeutungsperspektiyat might (could) grosso modo assume (adopt)

three forms (shapes): a) [the] simple use of concepts (or conceptual plans)

in the formulation of meaningful (or sensible) historical explanations; b)

[the] usaggor summoning) (ugeof causal regularities fahe

explanation of historical processes and weighing up (assessment,
considerationA b w2 ¢ af algrnative hypotheses; c) [thelcoursgor
reverting)(recursion, reversion, going badk)(falling back on) an

alreadyworked (carved, brough} out (praces&d) general theoretical

model for the illumination of a(n) individual (separate, single, isolated)

concrete case or a number of (several, various) [such cases]

simultaneously &) einfacher Gebrauch von Konzepten bei der

Formulierung von sinnvollen hiso r i s ¢ h e n; bFAufgebét vom n g e n
kausalen Regel m2a2Cigkeiten zur Er kIl 2r
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Abwa@gung von al tea)naRgokogr iHyfp oa thfe sesinr
herausgearbeitetes allgemeines theoretisches Modell zur Beleuchtung
eines einzelen konkreten Falles oder mehrerer gleichzg@idRegarding

the first case, one ought (must, [need]) not (to) say [lose, waste] a word.
Even in the second [case, instance] an unbridgeable gap (gulf) does not
have (ought, must) (not) (to) be opened (up)veen [the] historical and
sociological way of looking ahings (consideration, contemplation,
observation). Because history (alsierls with (is about) lonrterm
sequenceforders) of events (or process@s)langf ri stiigen Abl 21
[history] makes th@eneral [elemenevent, casesphere, dimension] and
[the] impersonal [elemengvent, casesphere, dimensiongs well as the
individual [element (case or event)] in the narrower (strict) séisse,

object (or subject matter) (topic, motif, theniegrd [it (history) does]

this not only (then) when (if) it reconstructs overall economic or
institutional developments, but also when(ever) (as soon as) it must (has
to) sketch (i.e. outline) the pggven framework(,) inside of which the [a]

(, to be descried,) more or less short historical episode to be described
(or outlined) (portrayed, depicted) [unfolds and] is acted out ([or]
happens (takes place)). Already (the) ancient historiography (description
(writing) of history) knows synoptic retrospective[agcountslpoks,

reviews, surveys)] of long, internally (inwardly) coherent developments

as [an, the] introduction to the actual (real, true) narrative (narration,
story, tale, account) (Schon die antike Geschichtsschreibung kennt
zusammenfassende Retrekpven von langen, innerlich kdfenten
Entwicklungen als Einleitung in die eigentliche #irlung). During (In)

the historical reconstruction of processes of longu@ydjiong duration],

the search for regularitiesakes its presence felt (annoes itspresence,

2] am following Skocpol é6s classification, AEmer ging
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comes forward, becomes evident (manifest)) as [a(n), the] illustration (or
exemplification) (demonstration; Veranschaulichung) of (the) temporal
structure, of the internal (inner) rhythm of the processes, as [a, the]
periodisation and as [a, thejark(ing) (highlighting; Markierung) of [the]
turning points. Already here the question is posed (put, raised) about
(regardingaccording [in relation] to, in accordance witl)e) causal
interrelations (connections, correlations, contexts) (den kausale

Zus amme n,lafdm ghe question about causal interrelations, such
(a) question] comes totally (completely, entirely, wholly) to the

fore(front) (is highlighted (put at the centre of attention, given priority))

as sooras (when(ever)), in(side) eyeretrospective [account (look,

review, survey)] of a development, the entirely (completely, totally)

natural aporia (i.e. doulptcontradiction or paradox]) is pronounced
(expressed, articulated, said): how would the outcome [have] turn[ed] out
if this or that (had (did) not) happen(ed) (take(n) place, occur(ed)), if this
or that factor (had) failed to materialise (did (had) (ox take(n) place)

or was (had (would have) been) activated? At (On) this question the paths
of history and sociology cross (intersect) because the latter [sociology]
also tests (checks or scrutinises) (examiloedks into) the validity
(reliability,terabi I i ty, soundness) of its fAr e:
pr¢eft die Stichhalti gwkhdditt i hrer AReg
(comparatively)nvestigates (examines, loolkaquires)into, scrutinises
researchggqby (comparatively) investigating) (compavatly) the

varying and uniform (even, regular, symmetrical, steady, consistent,
constant) effect (impact, result, influence, consequerfaspla(ta)ble
factorsin (during) different (variable, various, dissimilar) processis (
vari i er end eigecWirldinggdliezbarer lratkdréhei
unterschiedlichen Prozessen), or conducts (carries out, dos, gets up to)

(thought(s))experiments ([in respect] of ideas (notions, concepts))
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[thought experiments)in [in regard to] the relative weight of every
individual (separate, single, isolated) factor in a(n) overall (total) context
(or interrelation) (connection, correlation) (od&edankenexperimente

¢oer das relative Gewicht jedes einzelnen Faktors in einem
Gesamtzusammenhang anstellt). Thus, we come to tlectse

(instance), i.e. the case of the application of theoretical models of
sociology to historical phenomena. In so far (as much) as such models
(lay) claim (to) (demand, call (ask) for) general (or universal) validity
(universality) for themselves (AJemeingltigkeit f¢r sich) (and they

must [do] it (that)), they take (assume, adopt) the following logical form:
wars (revolutions, (industrialisation, institutionalisation) processes (of
industrialisation, of institutionalisation) etc. etc.) take place (occur,
happen) theand only then, when the constellation (correlation or
conjuncture) (Konstellation) or hierarchy of cause (reason) X(, under the
circumstances [of] Y,) comes into (takes) effect (under (the) Y
circumstances). Such models have been (were) proposed (sujjgested
however they have, all together (of them) (to a man), proved (turned out)
to beat times stimulamng (inspiring, exciting, exhilating), at other times
vacuous (or meaningless) (vapid, inane) thoughtfsinfellectual)

(mind) gamegbald anregende dtd nichtssagende Gedankenspiele.

none [of them (those thought(s) (or intellectual) games)] have been able
to explain the totality (entirety) of (the) relevant cases (instances), and
indeed because (on account) of (due to) the in principle (fundatent
prospectlessnegkack of prospects)or futility) (hopelessness)f the

venture (undertaking) (see below). At any rate (In any case), the
ascertainment of the inadequacy (insufficiency, deficiency) of (in) the
model in an individual (separate, singbglated) case suffices (is

sufficient (enough)) in order to prompt (arrange for, cause, induce, give
rise to, procure) the [a] prudent (wise, clever) return to [the] comparative
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(comparing) analysis of developments and phenomena, in [which] history

and ®ciologyT ([while] presupposing (presuming, assuming)) the [if] [a]
corresponding tact(fulness) (or sensitivity) (sensitiveness) ([being, is]

presupposed (presumed, assuniealust go hand in hand.

Now however not only t heutesadewwi ol ogi st

(some, a number) of the historianods

general for the concrete case (instance). Sociology and history would not

be (stand) so close (near) [to each other] if only the former [sociology]
would give in (yield)to the temptation of ambitious and untenable
(indefensible, intolerable) generalisation. [Put, Said, Thought] The other
way around (Coversely, On the other hand): precisely the objective
proximity (nearness, closeness) of the disciplines makes the distori
very often prone (liable, susceptible) to shortcomings (weaknesses,
defects, afflictions) which one usually (normally, customarily,
conventionally) imputes to (blames on) (charges) the sociologist (with).
Abstractive(Abstractingyjeneralising approachégndencies,

dispositions) and unhistoricabciological tendencies (inclinations,

propensities, predilections) do (are) not in the least coincide (correspond,

identical) with each other under all circumstaricespecially (precisely,
just, exactly) [thgrepresentatives (supporters, exponents) of our
contemporary fAmicrosociologyo or
want to hear nothing (anything) of abstractions and generalisations,
proceed (act, carry on, continue) as (so) unhistorically as hardly enyon
else [does]. No internal (inner) barrier (limit(s), bounds) in his discipline
keeps (stops, prevents, deters) the [a] historian from sketching (or
devising) (outlining, designingplanning) bad abstractions and from
defending (maintaining, [arguing inMaur of, affirming, supporting])

imaginary (phantom, phantasmal, fanciful) causalities (eingebildete
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Kausalitten zu behaupten); and no immanent necessity of his field (area,
subject; Faches) hinders (impedes, obstructs, blocks, stops) the
sociologist in from) penetrating (forcing his way (going) into) the
sociologically enlightening (instructive, revealing, informative,
illuminating) concrete case (instance),(;) for the sake of sociology(,) in
(from) busying himself (working, being active) as (like) [&dtbrian and
[even] familiarising himself with (getting to know (used to)) (working
[reaching] up to) (the) [historical] sources (sich der Soziologie zuliebe als
Historiker zu béttigen und bis in die Quelle hineinzuarbeiten). Finally,
sociology treats (halles, deals with), even thougf (albeit) with (in)

[a] typifying(i.e. rendering into typeg)eneralising intent(ion) (in
typisierendgeneralisierender Absicht)ot only collectiveconstruct(ion)s
(creations, shapes, formatiorfgations, states, churches etc.), but also
events (occurrences, incidents) (wars, revolutions etc.), whereas (while)
historiography (description (writing) of history) for its part quite often

sets its reconstruction of events against the [a] backgroac#dinp) of

a collective construct(ion) (creatio
Englandinthe ®8c ent ur yo) . One coul d extend (
widen, enlarge) and deepen such parallels between historical and
sociological research practice (@axis), even point (allude, refer) to
(indicate) considerable (substantial) commonalities (common ground,
similarities)(,) which concern the composition (or putting together)
(assembly, assembling) and the origin (provenance, derivation,
beginnings, enmaation) of the conceptuality used on (by) both sides. Yet
(However) this is not our present (current) task (job, duty). For our
guestion formulatiorfor problem examination), the following is of
fundamental significance (importance, meaning). The insogityhich

the concept (notion) of the social fact as [the] foundation stone

(cornerstone) of sociology is based (rests), likewise (just as much)
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constitutes (a) central experience (practical knowledge) of [for] the
reflective (reflecting) historian. If theocial fact is a network (plexus,

mesh) or a resultant of acts (or actions), which exists and has an (takes)
effect (works, acts) irrespective of thartforces (partial forces), that is,

the ends (goals) (purposes) and endeavours (efforts) of (they,actor
although (even though) it [the said social fact] is composed (put together,
assembled) from (out of) these [acts (or actions) (anefpas)] and

only from (out of) these, then (thus, so) the historian, who sees (or grasps)
(has a view of, surveyshhe) longtermdevelopments, but also the

intricate (orcomplicated (involved)(inter)play gamg of forces in a

particular situation, knowthat subjectively meant meaning (or sense)
constantly (continually) intersects with (crosses) subjectively meant
meaning (or sense), or comes upon (bumps (runs) into, encounters, meets,
stumbles on) an objectified (objectivised) meaning (or sense) in collective
construct(ion)s (creations, shapes, formatipfme)n (out of) which

something comes into being (arisesutess ensues, is created (produced))
which is only accessible to him [the historian] as [an] observer; if history
would coincide (coincided) with the simple summation (adding up) of the
ends (goals) (purposes) and acts (or actions) of individuals (single
persons), (then, so, thus) it [history] would be superfluous as [a] science
(Ist soziale Tatsache ein Geflecht oder eine Resultante von Handlungen,
die unabBAngig von den Teill&ften, also den Zwecken und Bestrebungen
der Akteure existiert und wirkt, obwokie sich aus diesen und nur aus
diesen zusammensetzt, so @eer Historikerder Bngerfristige
Entwicklungen, aber auch das verwickelte Spielkler2 f t e i n ei ne
besonderen Laggberblickt, da subjektiv gemeinter Sinn sictnstig mit
subjektiv gemeinte Sinn kreuzt oder auf einen in kollektiven Gebilden
objektivierten Sinn 8t { woraus etwas entsteht, was nur ihm als

Beobachter zunglich ist; fiele Historie mit der einfachen Summierung
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der Zwecke und Handlungen der Einzelnen zusammeng¢ste\sie sib

als Wissenschatft giorigen) The colliding (or clashegof individual and

or collective subjects with one anoth@asA u f ei n a n)dvaithet o Ce n
heterogony of ends have until now (hitherto), as ascertainments or
presentiments (forebodings, premonispAhnungen), made up

(constituted), in various (different, miscellaneous) versions, the

background (backdrop) and quintessence of historical wisdom (sagacity,
sapience). The historian certainly (
dynamic character (dhis series of events) (dynamischen Charakter
dieses Vorgangs), of its unfolding (or development) in long sequences (or
orders) of eventsA(b | 2 )ulh thiswrespect (As far as that goes (is
concerned)), he [the historian] comprehends (understands, gitasps)
composition (texture or constitution) of the social fact more
comprehensively (extensively, broadly) than Durkheim, who, as [we
have] said (mentioned, stated), (has) insisted upon (persisted in) its [the
soci al f -iastiteitional pspexctt(fat) (autihrem statiseh

institutionellen Aspekt bestanden hat).

We have |ikewise (also) hinted at (i
flaws (faults, mistakes, errors). He (has) connected [the] historical

method and [the] evolutionistic philosophy of histangh each other

logically, although the relation(ship) here is at (the) most (best) a

pragmatic [relationship, one] (eine pragmatische): inside of (within)
(historicatphilosophical) intellectual (thought) efforts (pertaining to the
philosophy of historyjgeschichtsphilosophischer Denkhgmngen),

discoveries and insights resulted (arose) which contributed to the

formation of a historical way of looking at things (consideration,

contemplation) (of things (affairs, matters)), but, in the process, were

(hawe been, became) detached (broke away, cut loose, peeled away) from
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the original (initial) (historicaphilosophical) framework (as regards (in
respect of) the philosophy of history). Durkheim could [not] and of

course did not want to admit (believe, acgé¢ipat modern sociology in

some (a number of, many), not unimportant (insignificant) respects, owed
possibly still (even) more to the philosophy of history than to (the)
historical method. In order to comprehend (grasp, understand) this, one
must first deine what the philosophy of history since Herder and Hegel
until (up to) Comte and Marx actually (really) wanted, and how its [the
phil osophy of historydés] matter of
request), under the influence of the ascendant (rising)l sotgsces,
determined (conditioned) its structufide postulate of a necessary

advent (arrival; Ankunft) of an ethicallyormatively desired (desirable,
welcome)final (end) state (of affairgsituation) (erwnschten
Endzustandes) in the history of mankind (humankind, humanity)
automatically gave rise to (called for, created, caused, provoked) two
questions: how is (must, should) the historical period (of time) (time)
preceding this final state of affairs (to@ comprehended (grasped,
understood, interpreted, perceived)? On what paths (or in what ways) is
the final state of affairs to be arrived at (or achieved) (reached, attained,
accomplished)? The answers to them [those (these) questions] were found
on the lasis of the same automatic thought (intellectual) mechanism
(mechanism of thought) (Denkautomatik): should the advent (arrival) of
the final state of affairs be necessary, (then, so, thus) the historical past
must be looked upon (regarded, seen) as [th¢fhe final state of
affair s 0]Sothate[hahiserical past], however, can function
as preparation, a red (central) thread [of continuity] (i.e. central theme or
leitmotif) (ein roter Faden) must run (go, pass) through it,(;) that is why
its variety of form (multiformity) must, from this particular point of view,

be put in order (ordered, sorted out, arranged) as a chain of meaningfully
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(or rationally) (sensibly) successive (consecutive) links, or [even] better,

as [an] ascending (risingkale (or sequence of tiers or stages)e Kette

von sinnvoll aufeinanderfolgenden Gliededer besser als aufsteigende
Stufenfolgg. On the one hand, the path (road) (up) to the final state of

affairs is [a] development, on the other hand, the devedapia

structured (arranged) in (or divided into) stages (tiers, levels, grades)

(gliedert sich die Entwicklung in Stufehistory as [a] whole consists,

therefore, of stages of developmant of the transitions (crossings)

between them [such stagesdaivelopment]. Here a static and a dynamic

element emerges in (the) historiography (description (writing) of history).

The philosophy of history did not have any great difficulty in accepting

the independence (autonomy, salffficiency;Ei ge n st Pomtleei gk ei t
historically understood individuality of every stage of development.

Because at every [one of them, stage of development], it [the philosophy

of history] simultaneously sensed (got wind of) the effect (impact,

influence) of a mechanism, which droymi¢hed, drifted, floated, carried

on, went) [things, matters, affairs]
respective individual structure, however [it (the (this) mechanism (in
guestion))] was not external to 1t [
but immanent (inherent, intrinsic, innate, internal), and at the same
moment (time) was interwoven with (universal(wo+td$torical) forces
(pertaining to world history (or the history of the universe)) (mit
uni ver sal geschi cht | i €he kistoricdlfagtdrs en ver
accordingly had an (took) effect (worked, acted) in [a] dual (double, twin)
respect (two respects): they constituted the stage [of development] and at
the same time abolished (did away with, canceled, revoked, reversed,
rescinded, autralised, annulled) it [the said stage], while they brought
about (on) (caused, induced) (by bringing (having brought) about) the
transition to the next [stage, one], they [the said historical factors] were
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condensed (solidified, compressed, thickenedsolidated)

synchronically and thegieveloped (or unfolded) diachronically, they
brought(about, off) (achievedjtable(sturdy)mechanisms for the
establishmentpfoductionor restorationymaking, manufacture

fabrication of equilibria (zur Herstellungon Gleichgewichten), and

likewise (also) stable mechaniswischange, (into existence§uch

mechanisms cannot, however, be formed (or developed) if (when) the

evidently (obviously, apparently) numerous historical factors come

(arrive, appear) on the se&in a chaotic mess (or muddle) ((state of)

confusion); they had to, that is, be classified and, above all, be

hierarchised (arranged (put) in a hierarchy). This hierarchy indeed

(certainly, in fact, of course) had (universal(wottdstorical) [a] validty

(in respect of universal (or world) history), but it simultaneously provided
(supplied, made) the criteria (available) on the basis of which every stage

(tier, level, grade) or every society could be looked at (regarded) as
(considered) [a] coherent wleo Because the latter [coherent whole]

contained in each and every respective historically specific form all [the]

social and historical factors (technology (technique), economy, political

and legal institutions, religion, science, art etc.), and tharciey

amongst them [the(se) (said) social and historical factors] exactly took

care of (looked after, saw to) its [each and every respective historically
specific [societal] formdés] function
Zusammenhalt), while shifts (displacer®mnside of (within) the

primary factor set in motion the mec
Verschiebungen innerhalb des prim2re

Wandelsn Bewegung setzen).

From now on (Henceforth), the stages of development of the philosophy

ofhi story were transformed into socio
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structure (or struct u® aHlichelatedtcoe pt s) (
(concerned) functionally sefupporting (or selfustaining) social

(societal) formations (formations of socie{gglbst tragende
Gesellschaftsformationen), and were used without (histerical

philosophical) implications (pertaining to the philosophy of history); the
largescale Weberian ideal type is (stands) along the same (intellectual(
spiritual}historical) linegas regards the history of ideaSuch concepts

of structure (or structural concepts) should, nevertheless, apart from the

social (societal) entireties (wholenesses, totalities; Ganzheiten), (also)
sociologically apprehend (grasp) tanstruct(ion)s (cieions, shapes,
formations)(too)(,) from (out of) which those entireties are composed

(put together, assembled) and which, for their part, constitute entireties on

a smaller scale (of a smaller scope (extent, size, range)). Even if the

sociologist, in theourse of this, does not neglect (ignore) the diachronic
dynamic factor and does not overlook the possible (or potential)

asymmetries between the entireties (wholenesses, totalities) of the second
order (i.e. the entireties on a smaller scale), he (hustvertheless (after

all)(,) pose (raise) the [a] question in accordance with {kieérsecond
orderods (these) entiretiesodo] functio
(nach ihrem funktionalen Zusammenhang), no matter what importance

(value) (status) d attaches to (gives) the same [question] inside of

% The term stems (comes) from Freyer, who, by the way, starts (takes) expressis verbis (from) Hegel

(as his (the, a) starting point). Freyer holds (considers) (regards as particularly fruitful (productive,

fertile)) the Hegelian perception (view) [thaltlet (formation) principles (of formation) of societal

(social) order are Adevel opmental steps (steps 1in
|l evel s, grades, phases) and str &tta pleasywlabde)y s fm o
halt Freyer die Hegel sche Auffassung, die Bildung
AEnt wicklungsschritte und St r uk? Bronethachmeonctudges St uf e
(infers, deduces) [that] sheuépuresbaare ¢bonhdnmed
every respective historical present as structural elements, while at the same time they succeeded

(followed, came after) one another in real history (rehlly st or i cal l y). Sociologyébs t
consists in the formulation of fAmaximally (the most)
concepts of str uct uAmxinfalchistorisch géttigeh Strukdutbegaffeiih c e pt s ) 0 (
(Soziologiepp. 217, 221ff., 227). What he was thinkirfgrothe course of this, the reader knows

through (by (means of), [from]) worSkzolodietdereati ses, p
Renaissance

d
ne
s p
n
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(within) his overall way of looking at things (consideration,
contemplation). In reality, rone who thinks about society can evade
(avoid) this question. Hence, it [the said (such a) question] was yalread
broached (touched upon) in antiquity in [an] organicistic language (in
organizistischer Spracté)and in the New Times (Modern Era) [it] was
raised (thrown up) (still) before the formation (or development)
(Herausbildung) of the philosophy of historyitfwin the framework of

the first approaches to (or attempts at) modern socidloglye tight

(close, narrow) interweaving (intertwining, interconnection, integration)
between sociology and the philosophy of history in tHecEhtury

indeed embedded tlienctional problem in the [a] perspective of
development (developmental perspective), (but, however) at the same
time (though, however)(,) for the (afore)mentioned reasons, it [the said
tight interweaving] gave [an] important imputes(es) to its [the said
functi onal probl emés] theoretical pro
theoretical autonomisation) (h eor et i schenkWVasisévell) bst 2 nd
known, Marx treated (dealt with, handled) the capitalistic social (societal)
formation (formation of society) It in terms of the history of
development (developmentaltystorically) as well as idedypically in
relation to (in terms of) the concept of structure (structurally
conceptuallyideattypically) (die kapitalistische Gesellschaftsformation
sowohl entwickungsgeschichtlich als auch strukturbegrifflich

idealypisch). If one leaves (Leaving) aside (to one side) (the) (historical

94 Aristotle, Politica, 1302 b p.35ffr f . Meneni us Agrippad6s considerably
I, p.32.

% Thus (So), Montesquieu makes an effort (tries, goes to a lot of trouble, endeavours) to discover
functional interrelations (connections) between the, for every society(,pérdiable(,) geographic,
economic, institutional etc. factors. To the extent (degree) which the supposed causalities seem at the
same time rigid (fixed, set, inflexible) and artificial, this is not due to the wish (desire) to prove (show,
demonstrate) theetessity of the [a] Happy End in history (in fact the philosophy of history in the later
(subsequent) sense was alien to Montesquieu), but [it was due] to sympathies in the field (area) of
politics and to the predominance (supremacy, preponderance)tidgdqdhilosophy in the [his]

overall way of looking at things (consideration, contemplation). In relation to that, see Kondylis,
Montesquieuch. Il, sec. 4.
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philosophical) eschatology (pertaining to the philosophy of history),

(then, so, thus) a methodical (i.e. methodological) schema{ns) (is)

(left) (over), which connects sociological and historical points of view

with one another in a satisfactory (satisfying) way (manner). But [a, the]
functional way of looking at things (consideration, contemplation) as [an]
indispensable aspect sociologicalhistorical analysis, and functionalism

as [an] independent (or autonomous) theory(,) which postulates fixed
(steady, firm, rigid) (hierarchical)
limine, functional components in general (on the whodmerally), are

two very different(distinct, differing varioug things. The path (road,

way) to the latter [functionalism as an independent theory] is cleared in

(this [such a] way) (because of (due to) the fact) that fioe every

sociology likewise dlso) indispensablediscussion of the phenomena of

change does not put (place) in the foreground (spotlight) (give priority

(special emphasis) to, emphasise) social (societal) entireties

(wholenesses, totalities) and the breaks (or ruptures) betweelfstingm

entireties] and inside (of) (within) them, but the evolution or the

differentiation (proces)f more or less institutionalised activities

(sondern die Evolution bzw. die Ausdifferenzierung von mehr oder
weniger institut), ehrcadreisspposed {meant)td 2t i gk
(should) have [a] constitutive function in every society. The consideration
(thought or idea) is (reads, goes): if phenomenon X exists diachronically,

then (thus, so) it must have a permanent function too; however, a function

can be permanent only inside of a permanent framework, that is,

ultimately (finally, in the end) in the framework of [a] society as [a]

functional system. A historically proceeding (acting) sociological analysis

of social factsd Mmeansobligedto [@adcepthspect s
(places an obligation on) such assumptions (suppositions) (Zu solchen

Annahmen ist eine historisch verfahrende soziologische Analyse der
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funktionalen Aspekte sozialer Tatsache keineswegs verpflichtet),(;) on
the contrary: it [suclan analysis] rejects them [such assumptions

(functional aspects of social facts)]).

Functionalism, which indeed is consistent (compatible) with

evolutionism, but not with the historical way of looking at things, did

(was) not of course revel (exult) irsisuccess (very successful) (celebrate

its triumphs) thanks to its purely scientific advantages (merits), but as a

result of a profound (deep) change (alteration, modification) in (of) the

socially predominant (prevailing, prevalemtdprld-theoretical(view

graphic, representative, illustrational) paradigm (sondern infolge einer
tiefgreifenden nder unvgltandchaslicrero z i al v
Paradigmas The bourgeoiuiberal thought figure (or schema), which

was oriented towards (geared to) the notion (ide&hef stagef)wise

(or gradual) (step by step, progressive, stepwise) progréssin

hi storical t rlibeeale DdDkfigur, diegich aneler | i ¢ h
Vorstellung des stufenweisen Fortschrittes in der geschichtlichen Zeit
orientiertg, wassuperseded (replaced, supplanted) in the mass

democratic era (age, epoch) (im massendemokratischen Zeitalter) by a

thought figure (or schema) in which tfag spatial perception of things

(matters, affairs) predominates (is predominpreyails) (in der die

raumli che Wahr nehmunTge cdngponenisiofthge ¢ ber
social being (Is) (but also (the) periods (phases, segments, sections) of
time) seento be found next to one another on (in) a single (sole, only,
solitary, lone) surface (area, expanse, face, space), no matter how they
[the said (these, those) components] were hierarchised (arranged (put) in
a hierarchy) or combined with one another, rdgss (no matter,
irrespective) too (of) how they potentially (or possibly) evolve through

(the) differentiating (process) (Die Komponenten des sozialen Seins (aber
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auch die Abschnittedére i t ) scheinen sich nun auf
nebeneinander zuefinden, gleichviel, wie sie hierarchisiert oder

mi teinander kombiniert wurden, gl eic
durch Ausdifferenzieren evolviergh The predominance (prevailing,

prevalence, imposition, carrying (pushing) through) of the spattedmo

(or representation) (idea, view, perception) [in respect] of the social

[sphere] put an end to the philosophy of histoat least in its classic(al)

form, since (because) many an (some) eschatological element[s] survived

from it [the philosophy of istory] until (up to) today in [under, with] [an]
evolutionistic shell (wrapping, cover, sheath, case,¥eN)any

soci ol ogi sts, i n the course of this,
(made Durkhei més mistake) anahgj]t hough
with the philosophy of history of the #&nd 19 century, the historical

method or way of looking at things (consideration, contemplation) was

done (dispensed, dealt, finished off) with (got out of the way) too. In

relation to that, they [the sa{thany) sociologists] were not only

encouraged by suggestions (ideas, stimulation(s), stimuli, encouragement,
prompting(s)) from neighbouring (i.e. related) (adjacent, adjoining) fields

(areas) (phenomenology, symbolic interactionism) or by the fermal

socplogical legacy (heritage, inheritance) (durch das formalsoziologische

Erbe), which will (pre)occupy (employ) us (keep us busy) at the

beginning (start) of the next Chapter, but also by the increasing (growing)
crossing over (i.e. interweaving, intersegtor entanglemept

(V e r s c h ) &f theksacivlggical ®Rier (i.e. profession) (job, trade)

with social engineering in mass democracy,(;) which frequently (in many

9 Cf. the first Section of the previous Chapter. Generally in relation to this paradignishidlylis,
Niedergang

97 See above, Ch. |, Sec. 3. In so far as (As far as that goes (In this respect), if) [the] philosophy of
history in the 2 century openly appeared as such (Spengler, Toynbee), it had to spatialise itself, i.e.
say goodbye to (or turn its back on (away from)) the idea of Progress in time and appropriate (acquire)
the schema of movement in circles (or cycles) (i.e. the schéon@wlar (i.e. cyclical) movement).
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cases) reduces sociology to the investigation of directly observable social
phenomena (amanifestations) (appearances, occurrences) (die
Erforschung von direkt beobachtbaren sozialen Erscheinungen) (mobility,
sex (i.e. gender) (or race) relation(ship)[s], demography, criminality etc.).
(Against) Such sociological work (labour) there is notHingtself) to be
said (is not to be objected to iIin it
successes do not constitute [a] reason for the detachment (breaking away,
dissociation) of sociology as [a] discipline from (the) historical science
(science bhistory) and the historical consideration (contemplation) of (or
way of looking at) social processes. [The] Constrictions (restrictions) of
(limitations on) the theoretical horizon, as understandable as they may
(also) be, for their part, as social pherena, do not represent (or

constitute) as such theoretical arguments. And it is indeed (really, truly,
actually, in fact) a constriction (restriction) of (limitation on) the horizon,
when (if) in what relation et-g. the
day) criminality in (the) Western countries is (stands) with the specific
character of mass democracy as [a] historically arising (or coming into
being) (ensuing, resulting, emerging) and historically determined
(conditioned) social (societal) formati¢formation of society) (als
geschichtlich enstandener und geschichtlich bedingter
Gesellschaftsformation), is misjudged (not appreciated, underestimated).
Only historical analyses and comparisons would lend (confer, grant, give)
(to) sociological investigaons (or examinations) (inquiries)

(soziologischen Untersuchungen) like those mentioned above [a]
theoreticdl statusi incidentally, they (such historical analyses and
comparisons) are (lie, stand) close to (near) [(quite, directly, rather)
relevant withregard to] the matter (thing) (in (at) hand), and it can be
asserted with good reason (on solid (good, sound) grounds) (there are

good reasons for claiming (asserting) (to claim)) [that] every sociologist,
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even the historically unversed (inexperiencedaomliar) [one,

sociologist], works(,) anyway (anyhow, in any case (event))(,) with

historical concepts (or conceptual plans) at (in) the back of his’ind

The social present constitutes (just as much) the object (or subject matter)
(topic) of (the) histdcal way of looking at things (consideration,
contemplation) (just) (as) societyods
self-understanding of mass democracy stands in the way of a historically
founded (established, grounded, justified, substantiatet)lsgical

analysis of (the) phenomena of massnocratic existence (or being
(hhere)Aber das wunhistorische ideologisc
Massendemokratie steht einer histor.i
Anal yse von P ndemakratische®aseim adVege). That

Is why such [an] analysis must, [when, if] consistently carried out

(undertaken), amount terid up in) a subversive relativisation (eine

subversive Relativierung) of thselfunderstanding, which would for

many scientists (or sclars), who think inits [thisselin der st andi ngo
(the) categories (of this same seffderstanding), only be embarrassing.
Nonetheless, as [we have] already remarked (commented, observed,

noticed, noted?, no ideology has ever been capable of (able to)

monopolising (monopolise) the entire (whole, complete) intellectual(

spiritual) spectrum for itself. Historical sociology has, since Weber and

Marc Bloch until (up to) Tilly, Eisenstadt and B. Moore, done notable
(remarkable, formidable) work (a good j#13) although they also often

succumbed to ideological temptations. Yet it is not a matteriheraot

directly [a matter] of thoseideologems (i.e. kinds of stideology)(jene

%®See in relation to that: Bonnell, fAThe Uses of The
% See above, Ch. 1, Sec. 1.

100 Skocpol (ed.) offers a panorama (i.e. overview) of this wdikion and Methodin relation to the

methodical (i.e. methodological) [aspect, dimension, element] cf. Stinchcdimberetical Méhods

Tilly, As Sociology meets HistoayndBig StructuresAbrams,Historical Sociology
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| deol ogeme) which <c¢har aodderstanding(@ mas s
as[finwhen] t his [ mawmlersddaadng]thaspfoupdd s s el f
expression (was (has been) reflected) for instance in systematic (i.e.

systemgelated) or economistic social theories.

As [we (havé] said (stated)the philosophy of history constructed
supposdly universally valid hierarchies of social and historical factors, in
order to deduce (derive) from them that mechanism, whose mere self
acting (i.e. automatic) effect (impact, influence, consequence, result)
(sel bst t 2 t)wassuppdsed (lnaam)do (should (have)) bring
about (on) (caused) (brought about) desired (desirable, welcome) final
(end) state (of affairs) (situatiarfpne could expect that after the decline
of the philosophy of history of the #@entury, (theattempts to establish
(set (put) up, erect) (or put forward (formulate)) similar hierarchies or
even (only)at least) complete inventoriesould fail to materialise.

This, however, has not occurred (happened, taken place) without
exception, although notie old connection between such constructions
and eschatology has broken off (been discontinued, stopped suddenly) or
(in some (a number of, quite a few) evolutionists) has been maintained
only in [an] indirect and weakened (toned down, lessened, atéehuat
diminished, softened) form. The question (in respect) of (regarding,
about) the realisability (i.e. feasibility) of the epistemological dream of an
all-embracing (catholic, global, universal), universally valid and properly
(rightly, correctly, appropately) structured schema of (the) (socially
effective (and acting) (active, working)) factors (having an effect
socially), touches, in any case, directly (right, immediately) upon the
problem of the relations between historical and sociological resdaieh (
Frage nach der Realisierbarkeit des epistemologischen Traumes von

einem all umfassenden, universal gg¢lt
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Schema der sozial wirkenden Faktoren
mit dem Problem der Beziehungen zwischerohisther und

soziologischer Forschughat is why it was no accident (coincidence)

that one of the most prominent attempts to realise the dream was

undertaken in the course of the detachment (breaking away,

disentanglement, dissociation, disengageireain historical sociology,

that is, in the [a] systematianctionalistic context (im systemisch
funktionalistischen Kontext}!. Undoubtedly, the concepts or categories,

which are listed in such schematisations or catalogisatios®lchen
Schematisierungeoder Katalogisierunggncorrespond with (to) some

real social phenomena, provided though (however) these are regarded
(understood) as (taken for), as it were, Platonic fiuras

(i rgendwel chen realen sozialen Ph2no
diesewerden gleichsamalsptani sche reine @BGastalten
the methodically (i.e. methodologically) crucial (key, weak) point

(trouble arep(does) (is) not (lie) here. Already the establishing (or

formulation) (setting up, putting forward) of sualtategorial

(categorical) schema drives (sweeps, carries, impels) sociological

research in the [a] false direction, because (the) theoretical attention

henceforth applies [turns] to(wards) the conceptual level, and the solution
(solving) of (to)contentrelated(filled) (substantivejuestions

(problems), which of their essence (by their (very) nature) are historical

or at least have a decisive (determinative, substantial, significant,

definitive, deciding) historical component, is sought in the restrungsiri

Viparsonsodos APatter n Vherel (3 $eé thesmbre matureqriper)oversion of the me a n t
schema in the article (essay, paper) fAPattern Vari a
i magined (envisaged)) in his first majorgy(main) wor
to (the, [a]) sociological theory of universal validity as follows: (the) ideal types are divided (split (cut)

up) into their individual (or separate) elements, and then the analytically usable [elements] amongst

these elements are detached (removeakédm) from historical reference and are used for the

construction (building, setting up, erection, development, composition) of a comprehensive [set of]

conceptual instruments (apparatus) of ubiquitous applicability (und zum Aufbau eines umfassenden

begriflichen Instrumentariume b i qui t 2 r e r ) (Srocues ppd 619, 626)e i t
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(reconstructions) or new (revised) versions of the conceptudétyn(die
theoretische Aufmerksamekeit gilt fortab der begrifflichen Ebene und die
L°sung der inhaltlichen Fragen, die
weni gstens ei neschlko@gorente haloeh, avirdlini st o
Umstrukturierungen oder Neufassungen der Begrifflichkeit gesucét

even a hypothetically complete conceptuality, which a limine and in

abstracto would name all possible factors in all conceivable (imaginable,
thinkable)social phenomena (or manifestations) (appearances,

occurrences) and developments, could not indicate (or set) (give,

determine) the specific weight or the particutaode of having an effect

(or manner of influencgWirkungsweisg of every (single) (indidual)

one of these factors in every concrete situation. It [The hypothetically
complete conceptuality] would have to separate (split (up), detach,

remove) the[se] same [factors] from one another, and (re)present [them]

as [a] series (row, succession) pheresofactioor of fisubsystem
existing side by side (next to (alongside, beside) one another) (und als

Reihe von nebeneinander besteleen S pdes*Harelelns oder von
ASubsystemei v o r sTheenlajorégneht), in fact the central problem

In evely concrete historical or sociological analysis is, nevertheless
(however), the reaklation(ship)between the factors, which in the

categorial (categorical) schema appear (emerge) as polysemous (i.e.
ambiguous) symbols or hieroglyphs&nd this relation(ship) is shaped

(formed, moulded) (for) ever (always) anew,(;) it [this relation(ship)] is,

that is historically produced (made, established, manufactured,

fabricated), and it can in no way be anticipated in the [a] theoretical

model and in (on) the roundabout way of fimnding conceptual

alchemy (Ainterpretation®jadagii nput o,
zentrale Problem bei jeder konkreten historischen oder soziologischen
Analyse ist indes die reaBeziehungwischen den Faktoren, die im
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kategorialen Schema als vieldeutige Symbole oder Hieroglyphen in
Erscheinung treteh und diese Beziehung gelséd sich immer neu, sie

wird also historisch hergestellt und sie kann in keiner Weise im
theoretischen Modell und auf dem Umwege unverbindlicher begrifflicher
Alchemie @nterpretatiofi, Anputfi, AOutpufietc.) vorweggenommen
werden32 In reality, behindhe rigidity (or inflexibility) (stiffness) of

the sociological table of categories, hidgg@iminary (precursory)

decision (predecision)(eine Vorentscheidung) in favour of (for) certain
contentrelated(filled) (substantivaheses and against otheohtent

related theses], i.e. the conceptual hierarchy should (is supposed (meant)

to) support (prop up) epistemological or normative preferences.

Nonetheless, the real effect (or influence) (impact, result, consequence) of

(the) social factors must noh their kind (sort) (manner (way) or nature)
and range (scope) (in ihrer Art und Reichweite), at all correspond to
(with) each and every respective place of these factors inside of the
classification carried out (made), aowly wrong (false) historical
assessments (estimations) (historical misjudgements (miscalculations)
(historische= e h | e i n eng darf springi(arige, originate) from the
assumption (supposition) [thaltje taxonomically antecedent (preceding
[factor, thing, element]jdas taxinomisch ¥rangehendes [ought to be]

also, in every case, the more effective [factor] (Wirkungsvollere).

Our conclusion ([The] upshot, bottom line) must read (be): sociology is
capable, just as little as the philosophy of history, of incluthegystem
andthedevelopment of society in a single (sole) categorial (categorical)
schema, which would apprehend (grasp) (the) (permanently active
(acting, effective, working, operating)) social factors (permanently having

aneffect) as well as their relations with onsother, and at the same time

2cf. Hall 6s comments (remarks, observations),
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(would) possesghave)universaihistorical validity (i.e. as regards to

world history)(das die permanent wirkenden sozialen Faktoren sowie

Il hre Beziehungen zueinander erfassen
universalhistorische Geltungbs 3'€ 8ecause the same factors do not
(determinatively, decisively) have an (take) effect (are not

(determinatively) active (work, operate) (determinatively) in every

society and in every period (age); and the same factors have an effect,
relate to (oninterrelate with) (concern) one another and are hierarchised
(arranged (put) in a hierarchy) differently in every concrete situation (in

jeder konkreten Lagebn view of (Given) this incessant (unremitting)
reshapingremoulding remodelling restructunng, reorganisation
reassessmenteiweighingor reprioritisationandreordering (i.e.
rearrangementf (the) causal factor’A(n gesi cht s di eser unkt
Umgestaltung, Umgewichtung und Umordnung der Kausalfaktoren), we
may (can, should, are allowed &gfely say (confidently assert (claim,

affirm)) [that] sociology is (will be) (re)written (anew, afresh) during (in)

the analysis of every social phenomenon and every historical situation

(bei der Analyse jedes sozialenr®Rbbmens und jeder geschichtlichen
Situation), it [sociology], that is, formulates (or puts forward) (sets up,
establishes, proposes, advances), on each and every respective occasion, a
specific categorial (categorical) table(,) which indeed (of course) through

(by means of) comparisons dams (illustrates) and expands (extends,

103 This conclusion (or upshot) equally (in the same way) concerns (bears on, regards, affects) attempts
which [that] put together (assemble, compose) [a] universally applicable table of categories from pairs

of concepts (conceptual pairs), which already Haswrical content, as (like) for instance status

contract, communitgociety, culturecivilisation, estateclass (thus, BendiBer ger , Al mages of
Societyod). I n relation to that, it is to be said (w
matter of concepts (notions) which are taken (gathered, borrowed) from (the) West(ern) European
development and thoughts world (i.e. system of ideas or ideological universe) (Gedankenwelt), and

whose use presupposes a certain notion (perception or reptiesgrih(the) historical tendencies of
development; the latter [historical tendencies of development] are not able (allowed) (cannot) however

(to) be generalised,(;) they would, that is, apply only ever in regard (relation) to a concrete social
(societal)formation (formation of society), not universalystorically (i.e. in regard to world history)
(universalgeschichtlichKitik, pp. 203, 199).
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widens, broadens) [matters, things], but cannot be completely (totally)
absorbed by (completely unfold [fit] in(to)) any other [categorial table].
Historical sociology does not need anaithbracing (or universal)

(catholic, global) categorial (categorical) schema, and (the) unhistorical
[sociology] cannot bring it [such an @Mmbracing or universal categorial
schema] about, except (unless) adlialght(3 (or intellectual) (mind)
game, which for its part hashauristic value (worth) only (then) when
comparative historical analyses precede or followuth a thought(s) (or
intellectual) game And what applies to (is valid for) the @mbracing

(or universal) schema, also applies to partial hierarchisatmesafchical
arrangements) of sociological categories or concepts (notions) (partielle
Hierarchisierungen von soziologischen Kategorien oder Begriffen). Thus
(So, In this way), the primacy of structwis-"-vis individual acting (i.e.
action, or the indidual act) (den Primat der Struktur gegleer der
individuellen Handlung), or of this [individual acting (i.e. action, or the
individual act)] over that [structure], was debated long and hard, and in
the course of this (onJyust, simply, merely) every cweivable

(imaginable) solution (possible, on earth) was suggested (proposed). All
were theoretical solutions in the worst sense of the word: combinations of
purely ideational magnitudes at (or on) [a] purely conceptual level (or
plane), without, in the pcess (into the bargain), seriously (in all
seriousness) reflecting on the complex relation(ship) between [the]
concurrent (simultaneous) indispensability and fictivity (i.e. fictiveness or
fictitiousness) of conceptual constructdl¢ waren theoretische

L°sungen im schlechtesten Sinn des

wW

i deell en Gr°Cen auf rein begrifflich

die komplexe Beziehung zwischen gleichzeitiger Unentbehrlichkeit und

Fi ktivit2at von begritiefn. individéeaeh Konstru

acting (i.e. action, or the individual act) and structure are in fact
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borderline cases at the level of conceptuality, not independent

(autonomous or sebufficient) and isola(ta)ble data at the level of that

reality which makes up (cstitutes) the object (or subject matter) (topic,

motif, theme) of sociological and historical research. And it is pointless
(hopeless, futile) to rediscover the conceptual borderline cases in reality

or to directly apply purely conceptual findings (asdarteents, results,

data, facts) or combinations to analyses of what igmeglity) (real

analyses)or even to exchange (or substitute) (interchange) these

[analyses of what is real] with those [purely conceptual findings or
combinations] [the latter vhtthe former] Und es ist aussichtslos, die
begrifflichen Grenzf2alle in der Real
begriffliche Befunde oder Kombinationen auf Realanalysen direkt

anzuwenden oder gar diese gegen janszutauschgnOnly analyses of

what is eal (real analyses) [in respect] of concrete situations (Erst
Realanalysen von konkreten Lagen) can give [us (an)] insight into
(explanation of, information about) if (whether) and when structure

precedes individual acting (i.e. action, or the individud) ar vice versa,

as well as above all what may be defined as individual acting (i.e. action,

or the individual act), and what as structure, on each and every respective
occasion. The answer here [to all these questions (problems)] must vary

from case ta@ase. The chameleonic character of the matter (thing, issue,
business) gives rise in theoreticians to (causes, creates, provokes) a never
admitted (confessed) awkwardness (or embarrassment) (perplexity,
predicament), which can be observed (noted, noticestatements
(opinions, pronouncements, agssertion
as well aso, or else in definitions
content which one normally (usually, conventionally) attributes (ascribes)

to the other [conceptBlau wants (to know (be sure (certain, aware)

[that]) e.g. the concept (notion) of structure (is) [to (be)] related (refer(s),
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concern(s), apply, applies) not to institutions and their integration, but to
differentiated orders which individuals form (oid, shape, make up,
constitute, establish, set up) through their interactions (Blau will z. B. den
Strukturbegriff nicht auf die Institutionen und ihre Integration, sondern
auf die differenzierten Ordnungen bezogen wissen, die die Individuen
durch ihre Iteraktionen bilderdf* A(n) adherent (supporter, follower) of
methodological individualismEi n Anh&2nger des met hodo
Individualismug like Homans emphatically points out (points (alludes,
refers) to) (stresses, emphasises, underlinesidnedual exceptions in
every structure (but (yet) talk of exceptions presupposes (rules existing)
already (existing rules)!), and [he] puts (reduces) the formation of
structures (down) to individual action, without however denying the
possibility of theexplanation of individual action through (by means of)
the effect (impact, result) of [already formed] sociostructual factors
(formed (shaped, moulded) once (first) [i.e. before the said individual
action takes place]e{nmal geformter soziostrukturellEaktoren'®,

And Giddens places great value on (attaches great importance to) the
ascertainment (observation) [that] structures would not merely obstruct
(impede, hamper, hold back, stem, slow down, check, stop, inhibit;
hemmen) action, but at the same tiemable actiol®. Every one of these
propositions (suggestions, proposals) looks just as obvious (or plausible)
(evident, reasonable, convincing) on paper as the other [propositions],
and all [of them (these propositions)] remain, beyond (outside of) the
conceptual level, equally nebinding.

The impossibility of working out (formulating, developing) a fixed
(steady or stable) hierarchy of causal factors having an effect in the form

ppPparameterso, p. 615ff..
awhat do we meand, pp. 62, 64.
106 Constitution pp. 25ff., 169ff..

430



of a universally valid table of categories (Die Wgiichkeit, eine feste

Hierarchie kausaler Wirkungsfaktoren in Form einer universal geltenden
Kategorientafel auszuarbeiten), decisively (significantly) affects

(influences, impacts (impinges) (on)) the methodological field (area,

sector, domain). Because there could be a(n)ys@eigly, singularly,

only) correct (right) and generally binding method only against the [a]
background (backdrop) of such a table of categories; method would then

be the flawless (perfect, impeccable) application of the [a] categorial
(categorical) hiearchy to each and every respective analysis of what is

real(ity) (real analysis) or the opening up of the real (i.e. what is real)

(E r s ¢ h | deseR€alen)ghrough (by means of) the [what is]

(conceptually) already established (reawgde) (conceptuallydurch

das begrifflich schon Feststehende). The enigmatic (equivocal,

ambiguous) character of what is real (the real [thing, element, dimension,
sphere]) indeed makes abstractions indispensable (necessary) for its [what

I s real 6s] appraahgaspsg, uderstandiognhp r e hensi
however exactly these abstractions cannot be constructed based on (on

the basis (with the help) of) fixed (steady or stable) and fixedly (steadily

or stably) hierarchised ontological data, but in view of (with regard to, on

the basis of) (the) subjective (research) goals (ends, purposes) (of

research) (sondern im Hinblick auf subjektive Forschungszwecke), which

can diverge (deviate, differ) considerably (substantially, significantly)

from one another, or stand in the way of anether (mutually
(reciprocally) stand (be) in one ano
methodological) approach (or methodological access) (der methodische
Zugang) must vary accordinglybut it may not [do it] if a(n)
comprehensive (extensive, broad)leof categories could name
invariable [causal factors] or (invariably effective (acting, active,

working, operative, operating)) causal factors (having an (invariable)
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effect (invariably)) as obligatory points of orientation (orientation points).

It is now (frequently) attempted (many times, in many cases) to

compensate for the lack (absence) of this table of categories [in respect]

of (the) social and historical being (Is) through (by means of) the

summoning (usage, use) of ([an] appeal to) a(n) suppoestensibly)

generally binding method; it, by the way (incidentally), has often been so
(thus, [the case]) in the (New Ti mes
(Modern Era)) that methodologyvergrew (or grew profusely (rampant))
(proliferated)as soa as (when(ever)) ontology (that is to say (i.e., read):

the opponentds (adversaryods) ontol og
opposed) or avoided (steered clear of, shunned). The invocation of

(appeal to) method serves in relation to that, to undespiop(rt, sustain,

back up)ontentrelated(filled) (substantivgyreliminary (precursory)

decisiors (pre-decisiors) with regard to the interpretation of the

sociological or historical material (stuff, (subject) matter). Consequently

(Thus, As a result, Therefore)(,) method becomes (turns into) the [a]
theoretically prospective, and in (actual) fact (reality) retrospect
rationalisation (i .e. as explanati on
praxis (or practice) (Methode wird somit zur theoretisch prospektiven und
faktisch retrospektiven Rationalisierung der eigenen Forschungspraxis),

which does (is) not thouginil itself (found) in any necessary

relation(ship) with the productiveness (fertility) of this praxis (or

practice). This [(putatively) necessary relationship with the

productiveness of research practice occurs] so much the less when the
propagation of a ethod under (in) (certain) circumstances, which favour

the overgrowth (or profusion) (profuseness, excessive growth;

I b er wu c) bfenethwdotpgical debates, has [a] partly symbolic,

partly symptomatic character: it [the said propagation of a methodlsstan
(vicariously) in [deputises] for (acts on behalf of) the now avoided open
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world-theoretical(view, graphic, representative, illustratioeahfessions

of faith, and at the same time it indicates (shows) the position of those
concerned (in question, [theelevant (interested) parties [who propagate

a method])) in the spectrum of thwrld-theoretical(view, graphic,

representative, illustrationgbarties (sides, groups, opponents, factions)

competing with one another inside of (within) the [overall] sitiien

operation (enterprise or businesS)i(e s pringt stellvertr
gemiedernoffenen weltanschaulichen Bekentnisse ein und zeigt

zugleich die Position des Betreffenden im Spektrum der innerhalb des
wissenschaftlichen Betriebs miteinandenkorrierenden

weltanschaulichen Parteien)aihe controversy of the 1960s and 1970s

between the adherents (supporters, followers) of a history without

sociology and those of a sociology without history reflected e.qg.

partisanships (or taking sides) (pamiings, espousals, advocacies,

advocacy; Parteinahmen) for and against liberal individualism together

with their [these partisanshi pso] p o
last few) decades, depoliticisation (Entpolitisierung) of history [which

has] taken place (occurred, effected) in wide (broad, extensive) fields (or

areas), the growing (increasing) interest in the everyday (daily) life of the

humble (little, smallminor, modest) somebody (person, They, Them)

(i .e. of the commpromdmeodr (tame AMI it aty
Mannes), in mentalities and [the] experiential world (world of

experience), in corporeality and sexuality, in outcasts and the [those who

are] different (an Mentafiten und Erlebniswelt, ak® r per undc hk e i t
Sexualitt,an Ausgest oCene)constitdes ghenjagairs ar t i g
(in turn, on the other hand) just as mdiagk projections (i.grojections

into the pastfR ¢ ¢ kK p r 0 j) & dtifs (@rmmetives) (von Motiven)

and questions, which, after the discontinuation (cessation, ending,

omission, cancelation; Wegfallen) of the old boundaries between the
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private [sphere] and the public [sphere], and as a result @fdHd-

theoreticalyiew, graphic, representative, illustrationgljiralism, are on

the massiemocratic order of the day (or agenda). Certainly (No doubt,

Of course), all that has brought with it [the] [various kinds of] expansion

(or extensions) (widening(s), broadening(s)jhe sociological and

historical horizon. But every expansion (or extension) (widening,

broadening) of the horizon in one direction, is, as a rule, bought off by the
constriction (or restriction) (limitation) of the horizon in the opposite

direction. (The) Expansion (or extension) (widening, broadening) in each

and every respective desired (wisHed direction is, at any rate (in any

case, anyhow, at all events), quite often passed off as [a] methodical (i.e.
methodological) command (or requirement} (@ethodisches Gebot).

What is here called method, is essentially (basically, fundamentally) the

[an] option (die Option) in favour of ([a] choice (selection) @fertain

(particular) object (or subject matter) (topic, motif, theme), behind which

(is) ai for its part historically and sociologically to be investigated

(researched, explored)normativeworld-theoretical(view, graphic,

representative, illustrationabption(choice, selection) (stands). It is not

to be expected (We ought not (to) expéledit this use (usage) of the

notion (idea, thought) of method (Methodegedankens) for the purpose (or
goal ) (end) of declaring (procl ai min
options (choices, selections) as generally binding, will stop in the future,

unles oneds own options are | egitimise
ontologies, not indirectly through (by (means of)) methodologies. One

gains two things, after all (all the same, at least), through (by means of)

this insight into the character and uasgge) of the notion (idea) of

method. One spares oneself the mistake (error, fault) of expecting (hoping

for) great (important, high) historical and sociological achievements
(accompli shments, feats) from the ap
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me t h and (0r) of utting (placing, setting) in second place the

personal talent (aptitude, gift, endowment, genius; Begabung) and

education (culture or cultivatigrifformation, development, fashioning,

training Bildung) of the researcher; and one keeps [firmnyinind (the

[ onedbs] memory awake (alert)) [that]
one and only) binding method constitutes the reverse (flip, other) side of

the impossibility of putting forward (or setting (drawing) up)

(formulating, establishinggrecting, proposing, advancing fixed (steady

or stable) hierarchy of the causal factors having an effect (working,

acting, operating) in history and society.

C. The instructive (educational, informative) mistakes (errors)
of methodologicalidivi dual i sm (Die | ehrreic

methodologischen Individualismus)

a. Methodological idividualism as militant liberalism (Methodologischer

Individualismus als militanter Liberalismus)

Thei of coursemeant as reproach ([an] accusatibmscertaimentof
methodological individualism [that] holistic and organicistic perceptions
(views) of society (societal perceptions) were accompanied byilzaril
political positions (holistische und organizistische
Gesellschaftsauffassungen gingen mit antifiber politischen Positionen
einher), cannot, by and large (on the whole, in general), be disputed

(contested). As the [a(n)] (intellectuapiritual)) retrospective [account,
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look, review, survey] (of the history of ideas) shows (demonstrates,
indicates)such perceptions (views) of society (societal perceptions) were
formed (or developed) after the French Revolution as [a, the] theoretical
answer to (the) from then (now) on (henceforth) consciously socially

practised liberal individualism; holistic andgamnicistic ideasf
Aristotelianscholastic origin (provenance, beginnings, derivation
(aristotelischscholastischen Ursprungskspired (animated) Catholic

social teaching[s] (doctrine, theonyo. Yet (But, However)(,) the

radicality (radicalness) ohe new profane holism and organicism (Doch

die Radikalitt des neuen profanen Holismus und Organizismus) differed
markedly (noticeably) from the moderateness (moderation, temperance)

of its precursors (forerunners, antecedents): the (noble, aristocratic)
(Europedés) (European) world (of Europ
aristocracy)) gathered (pulled (mustered, summoned) itself (themselves))

[its (their) forces] (together) now for the final (last) battle. The emphatic

and at the same time typical elabarat{processing, working out) of the

holistic teaching[s] (doctringheory) [in respect] of society (der
holistischen Gesell swaf(had)talso(eedny e) i n
((very, [most]) consequential)(,) with regard to guestion formulation

(putting (formulation) of the [a] question, problem examination,

examination of the [a] problem, central thefpelrich in (many)

consequences), becauseg M |waa wanted to strike (hit, beat, whack,

bang) the liberal foeinhit he | i ber pown (pattieuda3 ]| (very
(inherent) field (area, domain, territory), that of political economy, (has)
applied his general theory of society to the analysis of fundamental

(basic) phenomena [in respect] of (in) the econ8miRoscher, an

intellectual¢spiritual) <ion (offspring, sprout) of the historical school of

107 See, above all, higersuche einer neuen Theorie des Geldes
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law (or justice)(had, hag9,despite (notwithstanding) reservations in

[regard to] individual cases (matters) (or details), praised (extolled)

M¢ | @ merit (or contribution) (servigeas [a] social thoreticiaR®® i

and precisely in his polemics against the historical schoplational)

economics (or political economy Nat i o n a), Mekger(hadni e

has), during he renowned (famous, <celebrate
argument, wrangle, controversy)ojee b out ) met hods o
(AViethodenstreitd$, formulated methodological individualism as [a]
theoretical p r o g rAatomisesché) poimeof view,t o mi s t i
(opined, thought) the economist (meant, believed), should (was supposed
(meant) to) henceforthf r om now on) constitute th
(ort rend (tendency) in) researcho in t
(against) organicistic notions (representations, perceptions, views), follow

the model of natural (i.e. physical) science, whicltigh the dissolution
(disintegration, break(ing) up) of bodies into their ultimate (final)

constituent (integral) elemexfor parss) (componerg, constituends

durch Aufl°sung der K°©°r),e®lainsitheir i hr e |
[these constituentelm e n drigind(jeginnings, provenance,

derivation}®®,

Menger did not find it necessary (find himself compelled) to [enter any]
fundamental (basic) ethical or political quarrel (dispute, argument) with
the representatives of the historical scladdhatianal) economics (or
political economy) For him, (the) individualistic consideration
(contemplation, way of looking at things) of social and economic
phenomena was essentially (fundamentally, basically, substantially,

substantively) a methodological printgpgnd a methodical (i.e.

108 Systeml, A12 footnote 2, cfA28 footnote 1.
109 Untersuchungerp. 153ff..
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methodological) necessity. Schumpeter (had, has) emphasised
(underlined, gave prominence to) a little later particularly (especially)
vividly (graphically, clearly) this difference between methodology, and,
politics or (and) eth&. From methodological individualism, he
[Schumpeter] insisted, no conclusions (inferences) in favour of (the)
political [individualism, one] can be drawn (derived, deduced). That is
why a socialist can be guided (directed, led) just as (like) a libetakby
individualistic method; here the only (sole, lone, unique) yardstick
(measure, criterion, benchmark) is [that, the yardstick] whether this
starting point is, in [a] scientific respect (regard, terms), purposeful
(end(goaloriented orexpedient) (usef |l ) ( z weankleadsCi ¢
(sufficiently) far (enough). Schumpeter saw a(n) substantial
(fundamental, important, considerable, essential) disadvantage
(drawback, shortcoming) of classical (national) economics (or political
economy)vis-"-vis the newer [eanomics] precisely in [the fact] that

[the] former mixed both meanings of individualism with each other, and
was consequently transformed (converted, metamorphosed) into an
apologia (apology; Apologie) of (for) liberalism. He [Schumpeter]
reproached (accasd) it [classical (national) economics] with (for, of)
(still) something (else, more): the
apprehend (grasp) the mechanism (or machinery) (gears, gearbox,
transmission; Getrieb) of social life from the standpoint of th@en o my 0 ,
out of which antilliberal historical materialism (also) then came into
being (arose, resulted, originated, emanated) (as well, too). Classical
(national) economics (or political economy) and sociology should and
must in fact differ (vary) in thevaluation (assessment) of the economic
[sphere, element]. However Schumpeter also draws a methodical (i.e.
methodological) dividing line (line of separation) of great significance

(importancepetween (national) economics (or political economy) in
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generalthat is, classical as well as [the] newer (more recent)

[economics]) and sociology. Methodological individualism can, in his

opinion, meet with (enjoy, find, have) fertile (fruitful) application only in

the pure theory of (national) economics (or politmeonomy)i A i n

organisation theory (doctrine) (teaching[s] of organisation[s]) e.g. and

generally in sociology, one would probably (or surely) (possibly, well,
arguably) not go % Max Wabértoh (iniretattbm vi d u a l
to, regarding) thispoin, (has) did not share (in)
(clear, distinct) outlook (view, insight) (or perspicacity) (den scharfen

Blick Schumpeters). He [Weber] indeed heeded (followed, took to heart)

the Austrian (national ) e)xbetweermi st 6s
methodological and political individualism, or between [the]

Ai ndividualistic methodo and Aindi vi
(Andividualistischer Wertur§*'%, nonetheless he [Weber] took

(regarded, considered), without accounting for [@xing) (it, that,

why), the uniform (regular, symmetrical, steady, consistent) application

of the individualistic point of view to sociology and (national) economics,

for granted (held) (to be (as) selWident (obvious)).

Theinfluential (important, powrful) revivers (renewers, restorers) and

heralds (or preachers) of methodological individualism after the Second

World War did (have, had) not hear (catch) (missed, ignored) not merely
Schumpeteré6s forceful (vivide powerf
exercise Weberds minimal caution. Th
spread (spilled over), in all its acuteness (sharpness), (in)to the sphere of
ideological confrontation[s] (altercation[s], contradistinction, clash[es],

dispute[s]), and one found litt{scant) time(,) and felt still less desire

10Wesenpp. 90ff., 51, 95.
I wirtschaft und Gesellschafh. 9.
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(appetite, pleasure, drive)(,) for (towards) fine distinctions

(differentiations). The endeavour (effort), from the libah&stern point

of view, at lumping (tarring) threatening (menacing, looming)

communism wih (the) just defeated (vanquished, conquered) fascism or

national socialism together (with the same brush) as regards [their]

holism, lent (gave, conferred, granted) the gospel (bible) of

methodological individualism additional (further, extra) ideologiah

(i.e. vigour or zest) (brio, liveliness, verve), and looked after (provided

for, took care of, saw to, ensured)
gospel 6s] rapid (quick, swift) disse
Hayek and Popper attained (gedh) achieved) their fame (renown, glory)

as evangelists of the pressurised (pressured, hassled, pestered, plagued,
harassed) Westodés | iberal values, (;)
practical) contribution to social science is marginal, and the irddrm

reader will (waste their time, all for nothing,) search their [Hayek and
Popper6s] writings for major (great,
(Far) more productive (fertile) than their own accomplishment([s]

(achievement, performance) is the analysd their intellectual (thought)

errors (mistakes) (or flaws {their) reasoning)ihrer Denkfehler), which,

in view of (given) the][ir] applied (implemented, used) strategy, were

inevitable (unavoidable). Because Hayek and Popper basically
(essentiallyyeverse (turn around (upside down), invert) only content(s)

and signs (i.e. symbolism) (Inhalte und Vorzeichen): they contrast
(contradistinguish, set) methodological individualism as [the] ideational
safeguarding (protection, consolidation) of the freeadd the individual

to (against) holism as [the] intellectuaifiritual) father of
Atotalitarianismo. They accept (admi
(fundamental) connection (interrelation, link) between [the]
methodological [sphere, dimensia@iement, point of view] and [the]
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political-ethical[sphere, dimension, element, point of vieipth for the

foe (enemy) as well as for themselves, and throw overboard (jettison) this
strict distinguishing between methodological and political individoalis

T without further explanations and with no (without) consideration for the
contrary (conflicting, opposite) opinion of the true (real) originators
(creators, authors, bearers) of methodological individualism. Their
syllogistic reasoning reads (is, goesjice institutions and [the] state

have to serve the free individual, so (then, thus) it must be shown that
individuals created them [institutions and (the) state], and also that social
science should (ought to) start from (take) individuals and thesir(act
actions) (as its starting poinfhe three propositions (sentences, clauses)
contained therein [in that (this syllogistic reasoning)] do not interrelate
(connect, correlate) logically, as we shall (still) [are yet to] see, either at

all (in general)or only in pairs, and in this case only (then) when (if)

they are interpreted narrowly, that is, [they are] no longer suitable (good,
appropriate) for the purposes (or goals) (ends) of founding

(establishment, foundation) (zu Grundlegungszwecken). Adketh
[propositions] togetheir and taken at face valliecause insurmountable
(insuperable) difficulties. Hayek and Popper nevertheless assume (accept,
adopt, presume) their [the said thre
(connectioncorrelation) and moreoveonstruct the holistic position
combatted by them as [the] simple reversal (inversion) of this

interrelation (connection, correlation): if one starts, in (during) the

analysis of social phenomena, not from individuals and their acts (or
actions), (then.e, t hus) one must deny their
role as sole creators of institutions and history, and eventually (finally, in
the end) make them [such individuals and their acts] the slaves of
institutions, which crop up (occur, act, arise, @ in the name of

history or [in the name of] any other supnaividual hypostasis
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(¢berindividuellen Hypostase}he picture (or image) of holism remains
here (most) highly (extremely) undifferentiated and at the same time
selective, i.e. its cobbledor knocked) together (made, buil)thout
consideration for (regardless of) the variety (diversity) of form
(multiformity) and nuances of neindividualistic social theories, and
through (by (means of)) [the] accumulation (amassing) of the most
different intellectual¢spiritual) materialslt is a pure (neat, straight,
unmixed) and for the most part (mostly, largely) fictive (fictitious) image
(picture) of the foe (enemyjoe image)fiktives Feindbild)(,) which is
supposed (meant) to (should) justifyetabsolute acuteness (sharpness,
severity) of the following alternative: either one presses (pushes) for
methodological individualism or either one is at best (at (the) most) a
(gushing, enthusing, enthusiastic, effusive) metaphysician (going into
raptures)(,) and normally (usually) a pioneer (trailblaser, precursor,
forerunner) [in respect] of civil war, unfreedom (lack of freedom)
(bondage or servitude) and theocragyi(n We gber ei ter von B
Unfreiheit und Theokratjé'2

Ambi v al e n c ersposition, even egaslingocencerning) its
political aspect, though (certainly)
I mageos) un diundiffexentated propetty (quality ¢ri . e .
nature))(of theimage (picturepf the foe (enemy) (foe image)). Hayek

speaks out in fact not (declares himself) in favour of (supports)

i ndi vidual i sm absolutely (as such, p
(real, authentic)o [one, individual:|

(away)(free (rid, detach) itself, be detached) from tradition, convention,

112 A(n) particularly (especially) coarse (crude, gross) and rhetorical version of this argumentative

strategy is found in v. Misesjluman Action pp. 41ff ., 145ff .. I n relation
and Poppero6s | acki ng (wdirghessecprepanedness,wigpodtionphfogr) r eadi nes s
differentiation, cf. thept (orwell-aimed) {elling, striking)comments (remarks, observations) in

Mandel baum, fALawso, p. 213ff..

442



family etc! It is a matter here of the (woknown (familiar) theses of

t he fineoli beralismo connected princi
withRPp k e 6s name, whtiiutedthe {an] atterepadta t y cons
return to classical liberalism [while] demarcating (dissociating,

distancing) itself (dissociated, delimited) from democratic and
AJacobinical 0o tendenci es. Il n this th
(Der liberale Individuasmus) is approved (of) (sanctioned,

countenanced, welcomed) unreservedly (without reservations,
unconditionally) agai Moalitreffit ot al i t ar i
Kollektivismus) as well as against the drastic-(eeaiching, radical)

interventions (intderence, encroachment(s)) of the (Western) state in

[regard to] [the] economy and private property; it [liberal individualism],

however (on the other hand), is peered (looked) at (viewed, regarded,

eyed) very suspiciously as soon as it is transformed étet, changed)

into a planningationalism(in einen planenden Rationalismus) in alliance

with militarism and eudaemonis(&g u d @ mo ), ansl oreates a

(welfare state) mass democracy (pertaining to the (a) welfare state)
(wohlfahrtsstaatliche Massendemat€); such a rationalism, as much as

it may be active (work, operate) in the name of the protection and

affluence (or prosperity) of the individual, introduces (establishes, sets

up, instals) collectivism through the back ddbBoundaries (or limits)

shauld be set [in regard] to the feasibility of the social world due to

(because (by means (way)) of, through) (i.e. which results from) the

individual1 after all, precisely (the) declared collectivists, e.g. (the)

Marxists, assert (claim, maintain, arguiglft] they can plan the life of

society in toto. However, boundaries (or limits) must, during (in) the

113 |ndividualismus p. 36ff..
“Ssee Hayekos critiiogruael i(sctriic i @d rstmi)n eorft dilr alti ber al i s mo
[ i ber "Wdrfassungesp. pp. 485, 488, 492, 493 footnote 15.
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application (use, employment) of methodological individualism to (in)
social science, correspond to (with) the boundaries (or limits) of the
feasibility of the social world due to (i.e. which results from) individuals,
and we shall see where Hayek himself wanted to draw them [boundaries
(or [set] limits)] out of concern (or anxiety) (worry, apprehension) for (in
regard to, regarding) the eudaemonistic amdarian outgrowths (or

excesses) (excrescence(s), deformities) of individualism.

ROpke and Hayekdés fAneoliberal o though
burdened by) a fundament al contradic
thought schem] saw (approved ofgconomic liberalism
(Wirtschaftsliberalismus) (positively) and rejected its consequences
(results, (after)effects), it defended (the) liberal premises and combatted
(fought, counteracted) the madsmocratiaeinterpretation (i.e. meta
interpretation)die massendemokratische Uminterpretation) and-meta
development (or further development) (und Weiterentwicklung) of the
same [l i beral premi ses] . (Heotheever (Bu
breaking up or fragmentation of society into individuaésldaemorsitic

calculus (i.e. calculation) and [the] dissolution (disintegration, breaking

up) of traditions and substantial (fundamental or material) bonds (ties)

into value pluralism represent (constitute, are) the necessary

consequences of economic liberalism@jhighly technicised (i.e.

technologically advanced) bas&her Atomisierung der Gesellschatft,
eud2moni stisches Kal k¢l und Aufl °©sun
substantiellen Bindungen im Wertpluralismus stellen die notwendigen
Konsequenzen des Wirtschaftshkesmus auf hochtechnisierter Basis

dar)'®. [The] advent (emergence, appearance) and [the] dissemination

1151n detail depth) {For] details Extensively, Thoroughly, Elaboratélwith regard to (regarding)
neoliberalism see Kondyli&onservativismusesp. p. 32ff..
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(spreading, diffusion) of these consequences in the social life of Western

mass democracies during the last [few] (recent) decades (ironically)

manifesed themselves (found expression, were reflected) (in an ironic

way (manner)) also in [the fact] that eudaemonism and utilitarianism

celebrated their entry (in)(to) the field (area, sector, domain) of

methodological individualism itself, and for the moattgylargely)

conquered it [the said field]. This took place (occurred) in the form of a
Ssubstitution of the individual 6s sit
utility) maxi miserodos behaviouristica
rationality (Dies erdlgte in Form einer Substitution der situationellen
Rationalit2at des | modstischigddachtems dur ch d
Rat i o n aulilitatisésthendvievsmizers), and therefore (thus, as a

result, consequently) as [an] open turn towards psychologism,

notwithstanding (regardless (irrespective) of, despite) its

[ psychol ogi smé6s] condemnation (denun
and Popper who, on (regarding, in relation to) this question (problem,

matter, issue), remained on Weberian ground. Hayek (hasiduadjled

(took, understood, conceived, graspe
Ameaning (or sense)o as (for) [kinds
evidence) for (of) thsespauvi omamy oofigt
(vis-"-vis, (as) compared (tavith),as opposed to) -its [th
spi ri tiphygsica exmaodtionsfAp hysi kal i sg¢,brel EkI 2r u
(accordingly, correspondingly) made (methodological) use (took
advantage) of [them, fAunderstandingo
(methodologically*!® Popper beheld (saw), for his part, in the

assumption (acceptance) of situational logic both the path (way, road) to

the avoidance of psychologism as well as the real (true, actual) method of

116 Missbrauch p. 58ff..
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economic analyslt$’. It is not however to [cannot however] @seadily,
immediately) seen (appreciated) (without a second thought) for which
(what) logical [reasons] an(@htellectual¢spiritual}historical)reasons
(pertaining to the history of ideas), the economic analysis of liberal
inspiration should (is supposed (meant) to) exclude (preclude) every form
of psychological reductionism; it [the economic analysis of liberal
inspiration], at any rate (in armase)(,) was (has, had) since early on
(been) connected with the psychological construct of homo oeconomicus
maximising utility (profit or use) (nutzenmaximerden)and in this

respect (as far as that goes (is concerndgw)¥3e may today feel [they

are]in the right who exactly in the name of methodological individualism
make an effort (try (hard), go to a lot of trouble) around [in relation to
(achieving)] the [an] approach (approximation, convergence,
reconciliation) between behaviouristic and econtimioints of view!?,

As a result of (Because of, Owing to) such efforts (endeavours), the camp
of methodological individualism split into two schools (lines) of thought
(tendencies) quarreling (arguing) with each dtffeand the quarrel (or
dispute) (squdile, argument) cannot (thereby, thus) be settled (mediated)
by one simultaneously declaring (proclaiming, announcing) agreement
with (approval of) all perceptions (views). Thus (So, In this way)(,)
Coleman wants to decide in favour of methodological indiglism not
merely as [an] economist and sociologist, but also because he professes
[a, his] belief in (declares [his] support for) that ethical tradition(,) which
holds (considers, regards) man (to be, as) a free and responsible (or

accountable) (answerla) being (verantwortliches Wesen). At the same

117 Open Societyll, p. 97.

118see our remarks (comments, observations) on (about, regarding) Homans, Ch. |, Sec. 5.

1191n relation to that, Vanber@ie zwei SoziologierThe author stands up for (upholds, supports,
reinforces, makes a case (campai gnspsycliolmgical Homansds
position against Hayek 0 santaeuuttiomsticgheses. 6s i ndi vi dual i st
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time he [Coleman] (expressly, explicitly) follows (supports, endorses,
concurs with, takes) Weber (6s) (side
takes (by taking) his starting point from the concept (notion) of
purposeful (end(goalpriented or expedient) acting (i.e. action) (von
Begriff derz w e ¢ k e?H@ndlgng). On the other hand however, he
[Coleman] does not accept (allow, tolerate) this [concept of purposeful
(endoriented or expedient) acting] in all itspects, but it [the said

concept] is programmatically confined (or restricted) (limitedhat

kind (sort, way, manner) giurposeful (end(goabriented or expedient)
action (Art vidamclz),wkich kims agilityy(@afit or

use) maximisaon (die auf Nutzenmaximierung abziéf) Through (By
means (way) of, [With]) two leaps, Coleman therefore manages (makes)
the transition from the [an] ethical (solemn) declaration (protestation;
Beteuerung) to economisti=haviouristic praxeology and anvpology.

With that (it) (What is more, Besides, In the course of this, At the same
time)1 as (like) in Hayek and Popper toavhy and how the ethical
(solemn) declaration on the part of the observer should (is supposed
(meant) to) interrelate (conneet)th the striving for (after) (efforts at)

utility (profit or use) maximisatioon the part of the (observed)

individuals ([being] observed), remains obscure (opaque, vague, dark,
unclear). The in principle (fundamental) use (or roping in) of
individualismfor the [a] good cause (object, thing, affair, matter, case,
issue)Pi e grunds?tzliche Einspannung de:
Sachg at the level of methodical (i.e. methodological) declarations (or
explanations) does not, in other words, in the least vouch for (Quarantee)
the ethically desired (desirable, welcome) character or even (only) (for)

the socially desired (desirable, welagmesults of that action(,) which is

120 Foundations p. 16ff..
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supposed (meant) to (should) be illuminated (examined) with the help (on
the basis) of (based on) the principles of methodological individualism.
However, not only method and cause (object) (Methode und Sache),
observe and actor(,) are confused with each other (mixed (muddled)
(up), mistaken) (with each other) here. The inclination (tendency,
propensity, disposition, leaning, proclivity, bent; Hang) towards the
ethicisation of methodological individualism ignores, jist (as) the
ethically motivated inclination towards holism and collectivism, the
simple truth that from neither of both positions must result (arise, ensue)
that which they would like to [respectively] prove (demonstrate). Because
neithercan the holistally meant (intended, thought, imagined)

ontological independence (autonomy) and indestructibility (robustness,
resilience) of society (die holistisch gedachte ontologische
Unabh®ngigkeit und Unverw¢gstlichkeidt
vis-"-vis the individual, effect (cause, bring about, give rise to, result in,
achieve, induce) thgleichschaltung (i.e. forcing into line or enforced
conformity and standardisatio(gie Gleichschaltung)f all individuals
through (by means of) normative conforyihor is any autonomy of
individuals (whatsoever) capable of (able to) ruin(ing) (or destroy(ing))
societyas [a] primeval (or original) (unspoilt) collective [entity, group,
body] (alsu r t ¢ eslKollektiv), and [capable of (able to)] bring(ing)
about Off) (achieve (achieving), accomplish(ing), manage (managing),

pull(ing) off) another life except for (the) collective lifesociety.

b. The unintended (unintentional, inadvertent, involuntary) consequences

(results, effects) of actiofbie unbeabsichtigen Folgen des Handelns)

fone takes methodol ogi cal I ndi vidual |

requirement, right; Anspruch) completely (entirely, totally) seriously,
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then one must be surprised (amazed) over (about, [in regard tojagthe f

that it [methodological individualism] wants to realise (put into effect,

actualise, achieve) its artollectivistic programme (sein

antikollektivistisches Programm) not merely through (by means of) the

analysis of (the) action and of the mutualr@eiprocal) relations of

[between] individuals in certain (particular) situations, but at the same

time through (by means of) the analysis of the unintended consequences

of this action and these relatidfis Because in the network (or plexus)

(mesh) of unitended consequences, precisely the elements are lost,

which are supposed (meant) to (should) characterise (mark) individual

(personal) action (i.e. the action of individuals) (die individuelles

Handeln): on the one hand, freedom or responsibility (or atability)

(answerability) (Verantwortung), on the other hagrf] (goal) rationality

(purposeful (expedient) rationaljtgxpediency] Zwec kr a.tNoonal i t @
ethics of responsibility (or accountability) (answerability) has [a(n)]

(continued) existence (dation; Bestand) if the consequences of action

cannot be weighed (up) in advance; and (the) end (goal) rationality does

(is) not look(ing) much better, regardless of (no matter) whether the

already chosen (selected) means leagbtoething other than thesired

(or wishedfor) (hopedf or , want ed) end&weckyoral ) (ge
whether the already attained (achieved, reached, accomplished) end

(goal) (der schon erreichte Zweck) creates (has, sets, posits, composes)

side effects in the world, whichtuinrma ke) i1 ts [the (this)
attainment (achievement, attaining, achieving) (into) a Pyrrhic victory.

What value does freedom have during (in) action, when the consequences

of action are (or go) beyond (elude or defy) (escape) the freedom and

respamsibility (or accountability) (answerability) of the individual, when

121 popperOpen Societyll, p. 323ff..
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the [what is] most personal [thing, element, aspect] in (during) actam (

P e r s ° niin Handelg)ti.e. intention and meaning (or sense) (Absicht

und Sinn), is condemned (doomedhtemced) to being absorbed

(assimilated) by the anonymity of the [what is] unintended [element,

sphere] (zunAufgehen i n der Anonymit2t des U
verurteilt ist)The] unfreedom (lack of freedom) (bondage or servitude)

and [the] insignificance (or meaninglessness) of the individual (single

person) (Unfreiheit und Bedeutungslosigkeit des Einzelnen) in society

and history, which the liberal representatives (supporters, advocates) of
methodological individualism did nokie in[regard to] holism and

collectivism, are now caused (brought about) by a factor, to which they

[ met hodol ogi cal i ndi vidual i smés said
attached (apportioned, ascribed) [a] great and important effect (impact or
influence), i.e. by the heterogony of ends (Heterogonie der Zwecke).
However one may | ook at it: methodol
claim (demand) and objective (factual) soundness (validity) could only be
rendered (made) plausible (then) if (when) a necggszati)linear
(rectilineal)relation(ship) could be established (produced, made,
manufactured) between individual end
social outcome (end(ing)), if the outcome had (would have) been

moulded (shaped or marked) (formed, deieed, characterised) by the

conscious participation of individua
formation (development). A sentence
human action, i.e. of a cofsaudous ai

have to then beaken at face value, and not be watered down (diluted) by

(means of) (through) explanations and addenda (additions,

122y, Mises,Human Actionp. 145.
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supplements)(,) which rob (deprive, divest) it of its specifically

individualistic content.

The [A(n)] pointing out (reminder, indication) tife unintended
consequences of action serves (is of use to), first of all, the
methodological individualists as [an] argument against psychologism.
Those consequences bring about the institutiomatruct(ion)s

(creations, shapes, formatiora)d ordein society, which then provide

(or constitute) give, deliver, hand over, emit, make, prodube) object

(or subject matter) afocial science (the science of society)
(Gesellschaftswissenschglif there were no consequences, (then, so,
thus) social sence would be superfluous (unnecessary),(;) psychology
alone would suffice (be sufficient (enoughy) But the shift(ing) of the
guestion formulation (formulation of the [a] question, problem
examination, examination of (a [the]) problem(s), central themtie

level of objective construct(ion)s (creations, shapes, formatantspf
supraindividual orders is not at all necessary for the overcoming of
psychologism, i.e. the way of looking at things (consideration,
contemplation) does not have to relatessdmething which does not
constitute (or represent) a person(,) and as such does not have (at its
disposal) (possess) an individual psyche and motivation, so that it [the
said way of looking at things] itself cannot (is not able to) proceed (act)
psycholaistically. Because the overcoming of psychologism takes place
(comes to pass) not at the level of the object (i.e. thing) (of the subject)
observeddes beobachteten Gegenstandes (Subjgkbeg)at the level of
the observer, who at any rate (anyway)While) (being), is](,) incapable
of (unable to) penetrating (forcing

the labyrinth of alien (i.e. other) (foreign, strange) psyches, and with

123 Hayek,Missbrauch p. 50; PoppeRoverty p. 158.
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ultimate (absolute, maximum) certainty, of working out (or deciphering)
motivationsi from the beginning idedlpically constructs (construes,

devises) (for) ends (goals) and [the] course of action (even of (the)

individual [action, kind]), and measures (or judges) [them, things] [in

relation] against (to) objective standafds with objective yardsticks

(benchmarks, criteria)) (e.gnd (goal) rationality (purposeful (expedient)
rationality, expediency) Weber, who by no means wanted to wait for the
transition (passing, crossing, passage) of sociological research to the
hav&geso of collective action, (has,
(entered) on) this path (road), in order to consider (think) (of) [that]
psychologism [as] [has (had) been] overcome; the reconstruction of
Asituational | ogi c 0 onwthega]revereegdy h f or h
perspective, [it] is shown (proved, seen) (turns out) how poorly

(deficiently, insufficiently, badly) (with what great difficulty) the

rejection of psychologisman (is able to) be founded (established,

justified, substantiated) byetpointing out (indication) of (to) the

unintended consequences of action. The notion (idea, perception;

Vorstellung) of these consequences can predominate (prevail), namely, in
historical or sociological thinking (thought), also (then) when with regard

to individual action, first and foremost (principally) the effect (impact,

influence) of psychological factors is underlined (underscored,

emphasised). The material (stuff, (subject) matter), on which reason

(Reason) (die Vernunft) or the idea (Idea) (dieeldin history (History)

(in der Geschichte) works, in order
products; Werke) via the mechanism of the heterogony of ends, is of [a]
psychichal kind (or nature) (sort) (ist psychischer Art),(;) Hegel e.qg.

opines (thinks, &l i eves, says) [that] it [the
urges) (impulses, instincts), passions, inclinations (tendencies,

propensities, Alriebs leidenschaiter, deigungene e d s 0
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B e d ¢ r ). Mhe smterpretation of action is here ofucse also not

limited to (or exhausted in) thesychological [sphere, element,

dimension]; however, Hegel is not able to leave psychologism behind by
iIdeaktypically preparing courses (or sequences) of acting (i.e. action)

( Han d | un qsadarchindobkeng) for situatiorbound(tied,

connected) ends (goals) (situationsgebundenen Zwecken) rather than
guestioning motives, but by (while) searching in acting (i.e. action) for

that which goes (leads) beyond the personal intentions and the horizon of
the person (him) acting; only in this sense does he refuse to approve (of)
(sanction, endorse) that #dApsychol ogi
(consideration, contemplation)o, whi
actions) ofgreatmen(n Handl ungenmegelyth€ er M2 nn
expression (sign) of petty personal mania (obsession, addiétidte,

that is, leaves aside (excludes) psychology only at the level of the

(already occurred) unintended consequences of action (Jwhich have]
already occurred (happened, takdace)),(;) he accepts it [psychology],
however, precisely in the area (realm, sector) which methodological
individualism claims (demands, requires) par excellence for itself, i.e. in

the area of individual action. In [respect of] (From) both

[afore]mentimed perspectives it is therefore clear (plain, obvious) that

the rejection of psychologism and the acceptance (assumption) of the
unintended consequences of action are not necessarily interrelated
(connected) with each other in any way. And we already khawnthat

rejection must not follow (ensue, result) (does not necessarily follow)

even from the principle of methodological individualism itself.

The deeper reason for the recourse (Rekurs) of the methodological

individualists to the unintended consequences of action lies, however

124 phil. d. Geschichtepp. 65ff., 77.
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(nevertheless), not in the theoretical attempt at (a) demarcation

(delimitation, dissociation) against psychologism. Téwourse is

politically and ideologically motivated, i.e. it [this recourse] is supposed
(meant) to (should) serve the [ a] A n
intention, aim, objective, desire, wish, longing; Anliegen), and it

accordingly has two disct (differing, different), but coordinated

polemical points. (The) One [of them, point] turns away (back)

(repudiates, rejects) the endeavour (effort) at revolutionary reason

(Reason) (voluntaristically) reshaping (remoulding, rearranging, altering)
thesocial world [in a voluntaristic manner (way)] (die soziale Welt

voluntaristisch umzugestalterHayek says it [that] poidtlank (straight

out, frankly): the assumption (supposition) [that] institutions would come

into being (or be created) (arise, résahsue, be produced, emerge) and
function as unintended conseqguences
and guiding (steering, directing, governing) intellectp i r i t ) 6, fAi s
against rationalistic pseudndividualism, which in practice (praxig)so

| eads to collectivismo; from (out of
constructiono the conclusion would
that [the] soci al becoming should be
(authority) of individual reason (Reas) (in der Gewalt der individuellen
Vernunft) o, (somet hing) ¥hrhicdmgstt e ads
(or fear) (anxiety, worry) before [in regard (light) of] the voluntarism of
revolutionary reason (Reason) does not even stop before [in vieleof] t

logical coherence (cohesion) of methodological individualism. The

fundamental (basic) principle (axiom)(,) [that] the suimdividual

construct(ion)s (creations, shapes, formatigimsyitutions, states,

nations) (wouldy and i n d e eidcomeabouy@@lelace)

125 |ndividualismus pp. 16, 21; cfMissbrauch pp. 116, 120ff..
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through (by means of) indi vimdayal so6 d
(is not allowed) thus (not) (to) apply to society as a whole; this [society]

(would) exist(s) before all individudf,(;) contract theory constitutes,

therefore, durther monstrous invention (or product) (monstrosity,
excrescence, abnormity) of Abad (evi
wants to deduce (derive) all [things] (everything) and every [thing]

(everything) (all and sundry) from the wanting (or volitionjradividual

reason (Reasoltf. Here obviously a serious (momentous, massive,

grave) concession to holism is [being] made, yet the rage (fury, frenzy,

wrath) against the inimical position remains so strong that it [the said

rage] suppresses (oppresses,es)flthe) reflection on the logical
coherence of olff.diesame wner (iftgrald i t i on ]
contradictoriness (or inconsistency) becomes apparent (clear, evident,

obvious) (makes itself felt) when Popper puts forward (advances, brings

to bear) the untended consequences of action in order to refute

(di sprove, prove) the fAconspiracy th
makes societyds fate (destiny, | ot )
whims (or moods) (Launen) of powerful (mighty) individuals anougs.

It does not, in the process, occur to him [Popper] that such a theory is
compatible (consistent) with the individualistic point of view rather than

with the [a] belief in historicdaw bindedness (determinisms or law

based necessitied)e [Popperkimply declares [thaf]) from it [the
Aconspiracy theory (,pifhissotcoireitcyios,mos uc h

126 popperOpen Societyll, p. 98, cf. p. 324.

27 oc. cit., p. 92ff..

128 Hayek, Individualismus p. 21.

129 Already the fact that Hayek calls at times Burke, at other times Locke, sometimes (at times)

Mandeville, as [a] witnesis (for) his case reveals (shows) the motley (colourful, multicoloured)

heterogeneity of highoughts world g§ystem of ideas or ideological universéhe fighter (combatant)

against (of) fJacobinismd [ Hay e kelpositioasdof) Butkeandf cour se
contract theoryds opponents; the economic | iberal (
forms an alliance (allies himself, joins forces) with Locke and Mandév{ité) whosecontract theory,

however, he [the (tkisame) economic liberal, Hayek] does not note (take notice (of), observe, keep

(bear) in mind, pay attention).
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(AHistorizismusi) came into being (arose, emerged, originated)

(something) (though) which (certainly) does not hinder (prevent, stop,

impede, block, aftruct) him in another place from praising a protagonist

of this same fihistoricismo, namely M
he [Marx] had (did) not look(ed) at (consider(ed), regard(ed),

contemplate(d)) history and society from the pointofviewafons pi r acy
the&r yo

The other polemical point [in respect] of the acceptance (assumption) of

the unintended consequences of action in the context of methodological
individualism turns against econonticic ber al i smdés opponent
proponents (advocates, supporters) of state (government) intervention(s)
(staatlicher Eingriffe) in [the] economy and society. The consideration

(thought, deliberation, reflection) here is (goes, reads) as follows: society

Is shaped (formed, moulded) through (by (means, way) of) the free play

of innumerable (countless) forces and through the effect (impact,

influence) of the unintended consequences of action, hence it is beyond
(evades, eludes, escapes) voluntaristic guidésogrol, steering,

direction); on the other hand, [the] state is [the, a] conscious product of

human reason (menschlicher Vernunft) and represents (constitutes) only a

s mal | part of societyds total (over a
task (mision, duty, job) cannot lie in directing (conducting, leading)

society as a whole at will (and as it [one] likes) (any way it [one] wants,

as it [one] likesy*’. The effect (impact, influence) of the unintended
consequences of action, that is, the invishidad, lets (allows) (gives rise

to) a fispontaneous ordero (arise, em

130 0Open Societyll, p. 94ff.; Conjecturesp. 125, footnote. In this context [one should] refer to an
analysis of Elstvieviod, ywhol saowg, vergphically) to wh
Bourdi euds historiography is (stands) wurbduer the inf
Grapes p. 101ff.).

Bl Hayek,Individualismus p. 35.
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renders (makes) interventions (Interventionen) superflddugut if

society and the state are contrasted with each otlleisiway, then the
generaland frequently presented (put forward, expressed) thesis can no
longer apply [thathll social institutions (would) come into being (or are
created (produced)) (arise, result, ensue, emerge) as [the] unintended
consequences of action of individuals. k& tstate came into being just as
(like) all other institutions [came into being] (too), (then, thus, so) it
remains a puzzle (enigma, riddle) how (so, come) (why) it [the state] can
be transformed (converted, changed) from a product of the unintended
[element, sphere] into an instrument of [an] (evil) intent(iow)gso er

sich aus einem Produkt des Unbeabsit¢ltign ein Instrument der
(b°sen) Abs i c h.tNeverthelessa(Alldnhe $ame), kviaen (if)
it [the state] does that (this), (then) one nuwsiclude from these

empirical facts (of the matter (case)) (data) (aus diesem empirischen
Tatbestand) that the independence (autonomy) of individual intentions
indeed often belongs to the everyday (daily) life, but not to the essence
(or nature) of instittions (aber nicht zum Wesen von Institutionen). The
same question is posed with regard to the relation(ship) between
individual action and [the] unintended consequences of action in general:
if individual acts (or actions) are, anyway, destined (meamihd&d) (in
relation to that) to be absorbed by (come undone in) the [a] network
(plexus, mesh) of unintended consequences, how (so, come) (why) can
(then) some acts (or actions) become autonomigtisvis this network

to such an extent (degree) and witlels success that they can in fact
(even) voluntaristically squeeze (or force) society into the corset of
collectivism? Is it not sensible (reasonable or legitimate) (rational,

plausible, wise, practical, meaningful) (sinnvoller) in view of this to

B2Hayek,Law, I, p. 5ff.; lll, p. 154ff..
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deducederi ve) coll ectivism not from Aho
individualistic core (nucleus) of methodological individualism itself, or to

drop (abandon, desert, renounce, ditch, dismiss, discard, discontinue) the
obligatory pairing of this core with ¢hunintended consequences of

action?

It is evident (obvious) that the methodological individualists in principle

connect the unintended consequences of action with agreeable (or

beneficial) (pleasant, soothing; wohltuenden) consequences, i.e. with the
format i on of fben &mnijchen ihstitgtionsand s ef ul ) o
generally with A[whatHP$ e)thawti@ae t hi ng,
A wh i c mdivadgah(gingle) mind (or intellec{Einzelverstangcould

pl an o r3 The histoscally foequently attested (witnessed,

affirmed [as true]) case in which the heterogony of ends brings forth

(produces, spawns, gives rise to) not unintended and agreeable (i.e.

acceptable) or beneficial (i.e. useful), but unwanted (or uniotead)

(unintended, involuntary) and at the same time fateful (disastrous or fatal)
consequences for individuals and entire (whole, complete, total)
collectives (nicht unbeabsichtige un
ungewol |l te und zluglrkaolcdhernw efrfirf nigmd iswioc
ganze Kollektive)is hardly made the object (or subject matter) (topic,

motif, theme) of socialheoretical reflectionThis central hole (gap or

flaw) (fault, deficiency, discrepancy, lacunay, c) ks by-passed
(circumventedavoided, got around) through (by means of) a
functionalistic interpretation of th
works (or workings), which from the beginning (start) plays down

(downplays, trivialises, minimises) the eventuality of bad (evil, sinister,

vicious, nasty, wickedy ° 19 (@e. unpleasant) surprises. Thus

138 Hayek,Missbrauch p. 116;Individualismusp. 21.
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(According(ly) (to that)), a Agroup
of) the [Western masdemocratic] cultural revolution [of the 1960s and

1970s] (Kulturrevolution) and institutionseaimposed (pushed through)
fbecause he groups who practi st dheiehem we |
(Here) is (exists) a dual (double, twin) conceptual sleight of hand
(legerdemain, trick) (available) (here). On the one hand, the (collectively
acting (effectve, working, operating)) unintended consequences of action
(collectively having an effect) are connected (or combined) (coupled,

joined) with a function, and indeed [a] successful [function, one],

although (even though, notwithstanding that), as [we halveady)] said,

this connectiorfor combination) (interrelation, linking, association, bond;
Verbindung) is not at all necessary; on the other hand, (there is a(n)

abrupt (sudden) transition) from the level of individual action wtriity

(profit, benefit or use) (gain, advantage; Nutzen) [Hayek suddenly

(abruptly) passes (moves) on (proceeds)] to that [(the) level] of collective
[action]. Should (If) methodological individualism apply (applies) in

principle, (then, thus, so) it must be acceptecagzumed) that

collectively beneficial (or useful) institutions commence (begin) (take as

their starting point) (in) [with] the action of individuals. This however, as

is (well) known, doegmust)not alwayghave tQ (necessarily) benefit (or

be (is) of use to)the collective [entity, formation, group, bodgem

Kollektiv n ¢ t ztleanig, the special (particular) conditions

(circumstances) on each and every respective occasion must be

ascertained (established, determined, found out, detected)(,) undar whi
individual action leads to (flows into) socially beneficial (or useful)

i nstitutions; the invisible handds e

general (generally) inserts (fits) individual action into collective [action],

B4Hayek,Law, llI, p. 202; |, p. 18 (my italicisation (spacing, punctuation)).
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but it cannot in the least uch for (guarantee) tregreeable (or

beneficial) (pleasant, soothingonsequences of this insertion (fitting in)

T only (on paper) a teleological functionalism (ein teleologischer
Funktionalismus) can vouch for that. The quick (rapid), albeit (however,
even though) tacit (or silent) abandonment (relinquishment, giving up,
quitting) of the individualistic starting point in favour of teleology, as
well as the just as quick (rapid) and tacit (or silent) transition from
individual action anditility (profit, benefit or use) (gain, advantage) to
collective [action and benefit] let, incidentally (by the way), another
important aspect go by the board (get ruined or lost, end, stop existing). It
Is not explained whattility (profit, benefit or use) (gain, advag@)the
individual (single person) (thereof, in relation to that) has when (if) he
equates (identifies) his owtility (profit, benefit or use) (gain,

advantage) with thatility (profit, benefitor use) of the collective. The
individualistic standpointeguires (demands, wants, asks) in fact [that]
the usefulness (or utility) (did ¢, t z | ) of ilsktigions be made

evident (clear, apparent, obvious, visible, noticeable) not abstractly for
society as such (exactly tnhoi)s voouul d
out of consideration for (with regard (in reference) to) individual (single)
humans (men). But what are things like [is the situation (happening,
occurring), happens] (in relation to that) if (when) these individuals
(single persons) e.g. decidefavour of (or choose (select, go for)) the

role of thH® Afree ridero?

These intellectual (thought) holes (gaps, faults) and logical weaknesses
are accompanied partly by a lack of (lacking, deficient, inadequate)
differentiations (mangelnden Differenziegen) in [respect of] the matter

(thing, issue, case, subject, business) [at hand, under discussion] (in der

¥See Vanbergds comments (explanations, remarks), ¢
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Sache), partly by ambivalent or inadequate (insufficient) perceptions (or
representations) (views, notions) of thevelopmental mechanism
(mecharmsm of developmen(Enfaltungsmecha@smus) of (the)

unintended consequences. A consideration (contemplation, way of
looking), which wants to think of institutions and [the] unintended
consequences of action jointly (together), would have to first of all
concede (admit, acknowledge, allow) that in very many cases institutions
were founded by concrete actors and with regard to the achieving
(achievement, attaining, attainment, reaching) of concrete effects (i.e.
results or consequences) (und im Hinblick aag &rzielen konkreter
Wirkungen). Unintended consequences then come into play not in
relation (regard) to (the) coming into beif@mergence, genesis, origin
creatior), but only in relation (regard) to (the) (loterm) effects (i.e.
results or consequenceR)(historically and actiottheoretically) makes
(does make) (@) essential (substantial, substantive, material,
fundamental, considerable) differegd€historically and with regard to

the heory of acting (i.e. action)JE6 macht historisch und
handlungstheoretisch einen wesentlichen Untersiihjedhether action
misses its original (initial) aims (goals, objectives, targets; Ziele) and
instead attains (achievagaches) its other [aims], or whether precisely
the attainment (achievement) of the set aims (goals, objectives, targets)
sets in motion the mechanism of the heterogony of ends. And no less
important is the distinction (differentiation) between the wemded, and,
theunforeseen (unexpected; unvorhergesehemenjforeseeable
(unpredictable)ynvorhersehban), consequences of action. Because
such consequences can (well) be both something which one indeed did
not intend (aim at (for), plan), but alreaklyew as [a] phenomenon
beforehand (previously), as well as something which one neither intended
nor knew. The latter case should actually (really) make up the hard core
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(or solid basis) (den harten Kern) of a(n) comprehensive (extensive,

broad) theory ofabout, regarding) the heterogony of ends. However, our
methodological individualists hardly seem to be in a position to provide

(supply) examples of (for) the unintendsmming into being (emergence,

genesis, origin, creatiof the until then unpresertt€or unimagined)

(unenvisaged) or unpresentable (or unimaginable) (unenvisag@athe)

bis dahin Unvorgestelltem oder Unvorstellbayeatthoughevery

institution would have to represent (or constitute) such an example, if it

were indeed (actually, in rkfg, really) the unintended product of

individual acts (or actionsgsindividual acts (or actions): because no

individual can imagine (figure out) what (which) consequences his action

will bring forth (produce, occasion) at the level of the collectiveifg

formation, group, body]. As soon as (When) the methodological

individualists are about (get ready) to (on the point of) explain(ing)
(elucidate, il l uminate) itahddhishet er ogo
happens (occurs, takes place) only now and thecasionally) and in

passing (incidentally, parenthetically)they do not reveal (show,

Il ndi cate, suggest) [a] consciousness
complexity. Menger, who contrary to organicistic interpretations of
institutionalconstruction)s (creations, shapes, formatioas)[being]

Afthe, a(n)] result (-eleotogicalme, conseq
causingp a{ s AEr geleoniosgissacdieal tésawr sachun
(in) social institutions (as) Athe wu
(innumerable, endless, numberless) endeavours (efforts) pursuing

i ndi vi du &9 (had, hds)evarged, framdthis point of view, to

illuminate thecoming into being (emergence, genesis, origin, creatibn)

money and [the] stat¥. Hi s [ Me ncg data@rsl preshmpsonso r

136 Untersuchungerp. 182.
B7Loc. cit., p. 172ff..
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(or conjectures) (assumptions, guesses, suspicions, suppositions;
Vermutungen) are not of interest here. But an attentive (i.e. careful)
reading shows that he [Menger], at all points at which he retraces or
reconstructs acts (@aictions) which were supposed (meant) to have led to
the state or to money, points (alludes, refers) to (the) intentions and
endeavours (efforts)(,) regarding (concerning) this (in this connection)(,)
of the actors concerned (in question), who under thespre of certain
needsvantedto create (make, produce) something like [the] state and
money; they [the said actors] did not therefore search for (seek)
something entirely (completely, totally, wholly) different (other), and

their each and every respects@arch did not also have different or even
opposing (conflicting) aims (goals), so that one might describe (call) with
good reason the objective result of the many and scattered (dispersed,
di ffuse) individual ef f ortheswhatas ) [ a|]
is] unintended [element, sphere] consequently falls by the wayside (drops
out of the race, is out of the runni
the same mechanism in [respect of, relation (regard) to] the process in
which a path (trail, tragk(ein Pfad) comes into being (is created
(produced), arises, results, ensues) leaves a similar impression. An
individual (single person) finds [a(n)] easier (more convenient
(comfortable)) access (entrance, admittance) to a (place of) destination,
and otler[s] [individuals] follow his tracks (trail) (track (trail) him),

because they can fathom (comprehend, understand) his behaviour
(Verhalten) in this situatid®®. The coming into being of the path,
nevertheless, may be characterised (called, describedaiis)

unintended consequence of acts (i.e. actions) (als unbeabsichtgte Folge

von Handlungen) if one, with (because of) that (as a result, thereby),

138 Missbrauch p. 51ff..
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meant [that] no individual (single person) wanted (since he (anyhow)
could not (anyway)), through (by (mesaaf)) his oneoff (single, unique)
walking (going; Gehen) through the [a(n)] area (region, vicinity,
countryside, neighbourhood; Gegend), to create (make, produce) a path.
However another point of view is decisive (determinative) here. The path
came intdoeing out of (from) the accumulation (aggregation, amassing;

A n h 2 u)bfend@oabrational (purposefutational)acts (i.e. actions)

(von zweckrationalen Handlungen), which all had one single aim (goal,
objective, target): to cover the same distanee go down the same route
(path, course)). The actors possibly (perhaps) were not known amongst
(as between) themselves (did not know one another), but this is of
secondary importance (unimportant, incidental, irrelevant, trivial, a minor
matter): the comwnality (common ground, [similarity]; die

Gemei nsamkeit) of [every actords] i n
(as a premise)) (granted (acknowledged) (as a supposition)). But the great
(major) question remains (that) what (which) may socially come into

being (arise, emerge, result) (then) when intentions hardly or only
occasionally (now and then, from time to time) and partially agree with

one another.

The piquant (i.e. appealingly provocative or savoury) (racy, spicy,®8isqu

point lies now in [the fact] that Hayek and Popper quite (rather, pretty)
unsuspectingly (cluelessly) pass by (go past) an important (intellectual(
spiritual}historical) fact (in the history of ideas): | mean the-@n@nent

(paramount, superlative, aidnding) status (or value) (importance,

position) of the theory on [regarding, about] the unintended consequences

of action precisely (of all things) within (inside (of)) ttreughts world

(system of ideas or ideological universej t he f@Ahi st ori ci smo

passionately (fervently) combatted (fought) by them [Hayek and Popper].
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Not only (intellectuakspiritual}historical) incompetence (pertaining to

the history of ideas), [but] also a politigdeological reason, bear (the)
responsibility (are to blamet(&ault, responsible)) for this transgression.

AHIi stori ci s mddepeading on (acoordingtohtleem

polemical need[s] of the momeinat times collectivistic or holistic
Afatalismo, at other times the hubri
wants to shape (form, mould) everything (all [things]) in accordance with

its arbitrariness (or capriciousness) and hence cannot feel any respect
(reverence) for impersonal and anonymous social processes ((series of)
events)®®. The unintended consequencescion were asserted
(underlined, defended) against this
the other hand, (the case is put for) rational social engineering (is
supported (backed up)) against fhi st
A hi st oisblamed$ontlde theory of the heterogony of éttds

Nevertheless (All the same), it can be effortlessly (unconstrainedly,
uninhibitedly, easily) proved (shown) that this theory in the thinking

(thought) of our methodological individualists on the whateg@neral
(terms)) fulfils the same functions
hi story or fholisticd sociologists.
anthropological question, i.e. it makes the desired (desirable, welcome)
outcome of becomingindeped e nt of whet her man i s f
(bad, wicked)o. It was hinted at (in
how Hegel imagines (envisages) tliracneling (canalisatiorf ethically
reprehensible (abominable) motives(byeangway) of) (through)the

cunning (ruse, trick) of Reason and in accordance with (for the purpose|[s]

(in the sense) of) the eschatology of History (history) (im Sinn der

Geschichtseschatologie). Hayek of course does not want to know

139 Hayek, Individualismus p. 18;Missbrauch p. 104ff..
140 popperPoverty pp. 47, 49.
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anything of the | at tswery], hpwdergtlel 6 s e s c h
invisible hand is summoned by him [Hayek] amongst other things (inter
alia) with the aim (goal, objective, target) of playing the effémts
consequencesjgsults)of humanselfseekingnes (i.e. selfishness or
egotism) Gelbstsuchtpr malice (wickednessastiness, evilness)

(Bosheit) against one another, and consequently of guiding (or driving)
(steering, turning) [them, the said effects] in a socially constructive
direction lying beyond anthropological facttifs Besides, the othgreat
commonality (common ground, [similarity]) between methodological
individualism and the philosophy of history consists in [the fact] that both
sides want to take in (note, register, understand) the unintended
consequences of action in principle omgrh the point of view (angle) of
agreeable (or beneficial) (pleasant, sootheftects (or consequences)
(results}*2. Certainly (No doubt), Mandeville and Adam Smith had done
(did) precisely the same, and this encouraged (emboldened) perhaps the
methodologeal individualists to(wards) (the) accept(ance) (assumption,
supposition) [that] they had (would have) adopted (accepted, taken on,
undertaken) the concept [of the agreeable or beneficial effects of the
unintended consequences of action] from (the) paligconomy (das
Konzept von der politischeikonomie) and not for instance from the
philosophy of history. However, this [philosophy of history] had

developed it [the said concept] earlier, (and if one takes into consideration
(account) (bearsinmind)t s [t he said conceptos] t
in fact (even) much earli¥®), and moreover (in addition, besides)(,) [the

philosophy of history] did not in principle dispute (contest, challenge,

Ml ndividualismus p. 22ff.

1421n relation to the concept of the heterogony of ends in the philosophy of history of the
Enlightenment from Vico to Herder via Turgot see Kondyis) f k |, pp. 4B3ffg 441ff., 462ff.,
4671f., 631.

143 Lowith, Weltgeschichtep. 97ff.. and passim.
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deny) the point in [regard to] whiche methodological indidualists

believed (thought) they must (had (ought) to, necessarily) see (saw, have

seen, behold, spot) the great difference of their perception (view) from

[ with regard (compared) to] the Ahis
humans (men, people)dmselves, guided (lead, directed, conducted,

steered) by their own individual motives or interests and by their

individual faculty (or power) of judgement (discernmefiflyteilskraft),

make their own histof§*. The same full recognition (acknowledgement,
aaceptance) of individuals as ultimate (final, last) really acting units

(unities orentities)(als letzte real handelnde Einheighduring (in

[relation to], with) [a] simultaneous (concurrent) concentration of

theoretical interest on the objectified j@ttivised) unintended

consequences of action(,) is found in a sociology which, from the

perspective of methodological individualism, might be regarded
(considered, thought of) as fAhol i sti
explaining that society consistéindividuals and only of individuals

and what is no longer individual, what, therefore, is social in the [a]

144 (In accordance with) Vico (described (outlined)) a few (some, several) examples [were, have been]
(described (outlined)) [as (in regard) to] how restricted (or limited) individual settings of an aim (goal)
(target) (i.e. ends, objectives or purposes) ldigrenzten individuellen Zielsetzungen) (fini ristretti)

are transformed (converted, changed) into means for the attainment (reaching, achievement) of more
extensive (or comprehensive) (broad) aims (goals, objectives, ends, targets) (mezzi per servire a fi
piu ampi),(;) he adds [that] this process is (should, ought) not (to) be interpreted as blind external
(outer) fate, because humans (men, people) do what they do with understanding (or intelligence) (the
intellect) and through choice (selection, elea}i¢con intelligenzia und [e?] con elezione), Bemcipi

di Scienza NuovéConchiusione)Opere Fil, p. 700ff.. Marx thinks (says or writes) in his altercation

(confrontation, dispute) with Proudhogivi . Proudhon | '"®conomiste a tr s bi
hommes font | e drap, | a toile, |l es ®toffes de soi e,
q ¥ il n''a pas compris, c'est que ces rapports socia

que la toile, le lin eté[ fi MAroudhon the economisasunderstood verwell that men (people,
humans) make (the) sheet[s], (the) cloth, silk fabrics, in the fixed (determined or spetations of
production. But what he has not understood is that tivese: (determined or sp#dic) social relations
areproduced as well bsnen(people, humansjs[are] cloth linen etcd M{ s, parte2, ch. 1,

observation (remark or comment) 2, p. 414; Germ. trans. (German transldiow)vol. 4, p. 130).

And Engels writeson 21)@2.9.189® t o J. Bl och: fAwe make our history
very determined (fixed, specific) prerequisites (or preconditions) (presuppositions) and conditions...
Secondly, however, history is made thus (in this [such a] way, so0), that the end vesyit al

(constantly) comes (emerges) from the conflict of many individual (single) wills (volitions)
(Einzelwillen)... every(one) [individual will] contributes to the resultant and is(,) in this respect (as far
as that goes (is concerned))(,) included imitfje s ai d MEW,sou39). ant ] 0 (
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specific sense [of being social], results (arises, emanates, derives) exactly
from the crossing (intersection) of innumerable (countless) ihakali

activities with one anoth&. Similarly to (Like) the methodological
individualists, Durkheim puts (places, [makes]) dlgeeeable (or

beneficial) (pleasant, soothingffects (or consequences) (results) of
collective action at the centre (focus) @tkation (focal point), by

observing (while [as] he observes) the heterogony of ends quite (fairly,
rather) onesidedly during (in) the formation (or development) of
functionally indispensable (necessary) institutions, [but] not during (in)

the productior{creation; Hervorbringung) of anomic phenomena

(manifestations, appearances, occurrences) or catastrophes.

[This] (So) much should (hitherto) have become clear so far (up to now):
the acceptance (assumption, supposition) of the unintended consequences
of action is compatible (consistent) with the principle of methodological
individualism ([only] with difficulty), although (even though,
notwithstanding) it [the said acceptance of the unintended consequences
of action] went hand in hand with this [principle] in the thought schema
of the classical representatives of the latter [methodological
individualism]. Undetthe subliminal (underlying) pressure of logical
inconsistency, that acceptance (assumption, supposition) [of the
unintended consequences of action] fell, in the later versions of
methodological individualism, partly into disuse, [and] partly it was
openlydropped (abandoned, forgotten). The (afore)mentioned entry
(arrival, onset, advent) of behaviourism and of economism in[on](to) the
field (area, domain, sector) of the original (initial) theory was expressed,

amongst other things (inter alia), in the abamdent (giving up,

145 R gles XVI (¢la soci®®ne contient rien en dehors des individljisii s o c i e
anything apart from (outside of, ot
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relinquishment) of sociological models of acting (i.e. action)

(soziologischen Handlungsmodellen) in favour of behavioural models (of
behaviour) of the economy (Verhaltensmodellen¥dasnomie);

intentions and ends (goals) of action were replaceadtibty (profit,
benefitoruseand cost (Nutzen und Kosten),
economy andhe individual maximising utility{profit or use) took the

place of (replaced, stood in for, supersgd#uk) classical political

economy (Political Economy) and the invisible hand (und an die Stelle

der klassischen Politisch&konomie und der unsichtbaren Hand trat die

Aneudi Nationaf konomie und das nutzenmaximierende Individutifn)

Adherents (Supporters Fol | ower s) of dArati onal C
for their part, methodological individualism so much (such) that they

could believe (think, say, mean, opifiat they] no longer needed

(required) the ultimate (final) safeguarding (protection, seguof the

i ndi vidual 6s rational <choice by ( mea
rational choice can approach (come nearer to) a voluntarism, which
contrary (in opposition) to (against
(desires)(,) sometimes leads to fapdemand [that] a stronger (more

powerful (forceful)) state should now take on (undertake, accept, assume,
adopt) the functions of the invisible hafd Finally (In the end,

Ultimately, After all), the investigations (studies, research) into

(examinatos of ) the | ogic of collective a

146 Typical of this tendency (trend): Wipplei\icht-intendierte soziale Folgénesp. pp. 175, 177. But

also irrespective of economistic propensities (inclinations, tendencies), the manner is instructive (or

informative) (revealing) [as to] how a(n) avowed (professed, declared) Popperian like Agassry

to (against) his teacher, wants to lessen (reduce, diminish, decrease) the meaning (significance,

importance) of the unintended consequences of action for the coming into being (genesis, emergence,

creation) of institutionsAMethod. Individualism, p. 261).

“Thus, e.g. Hechter, fAPolanyi6s Social Theoryo, p.
(school) of thought (tendency, direction) in the libezabnomistic camp is able of course to continue

(carry on) to be (being) inspiredbyaHy e k 6s vi si on of a fispontaneous orde
outlines) theories on (about, regarding) the minima
to achieve Paretoptimal outcomes by assuring them of the sanctity of theirproped (t hus, e. g.
Schotter Economic Theoryesp. ch. 2, [the quotation] here [in this footnote]: p. 51).
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dil emmao brought to Iight the inner
the unintended consequences of action as well as the unpleasant
(invidious, unsavoury) dark reverse side (back, rear) adigheeable (or
beneficial) (pleasant, soothinmvisible hand, i.e. thegelfinterested
(selfish, sekseeking)ndividual rationality which at times breaks free
from (parts ways with, is beyond) (evades, shirks, dodges, eludes)
collective efforts (endeawurs), at other times, opposes (resists, combats)
them [the said collective effortd}. In view (consideration) of
(Considering) this, social theory cannot assign to (instruct, charge) the
unintended consequences of action (with) partly teleoloducadtional,
partly ethicallynormatively conceived tasks (duties). This concept (or
conceptual plan) can indeed find good theoretical use, but not that [use]
which methodological individualists dreamed up (imagined, thought (up,

of, out, through), came up withorked out).

c. The sociatheoretical consequences of the unintended consequences of
action (Die sozialtheoretischen Folgen der unbeabsichtigten Folgen des

Handelns)

Let it (It should) be repeated: in (during) [regard to] the explanation of

the mechanisrof the unintended consequences of action, the

methodological individualists made a double (dual, twin) mistake, i.e.

they (have) expected from this mechanism in principle agigeable (or

beneficial) (pleasant, soothingffects (or consequences) (resyland

(have) overlooked (missed) the logical conflict (opposition, contrast(ing))
between its [the said (this) mechani
starting point of their [the methodo

148 Hardin, Collective Actionpp. 6ff., 25ff.. Cf. footnote 135 above.
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Durkheim thought jusas onesidedly (unilaterally) in relation (with
respect) to (regarding) the first point [i.e. the agreeable effects], however
[it, the fact] was clear [to him] thalhe ascertainment of tle®ming into
being (creation, genesis, emergence, origisupe-individual
construct(ion)s (creations, shapes, formatidmsjugh (by (means of))

the crossing (or intersection) of innumerable (countless) individual acts
(or actions) with one another, had to find expression (manifest (show)
itself, be reflected) inhie concept (notion) of the social fact, and in a-non
individualistic founding (establishment, foundation) of sociology. The
onesidedness (unilateralityf the expectations with regard to the
character of thoseonstruct(ion)s (creations, shapes, formejbent
(granted, gave) of course lfisDur k hei més] perception (
heterogony of ends a garish (loud, dazzling, flashy, stark)-static
institutional, functional and unhistorical colour(ing) (slant, tinge, bias,
tone, hue). On the other hatite detachment (breaking away,
disentanglement, dissociation, disengagement, remofvtie

heterogony of ends from (the) ethicadrmative desiderata (demands),
with which it [the heterogony of ends] was interwoven already inside the
philosophy of history, m&t (has to) considerably (substantially) expand
(widen, broaden, extend) and dynamicise the concept of the social fact,
[i.e., and, in fact, that is,] comprehensively (extensivisigjoriciseit, SO

that it points to (indicates) not only more or lessdiXsteady or stable)
(settled, solid, firm) objectiveonstruct(ion)s (creations, shapes,
formations) but likewise (also, as well) to more or less fluid (flowing,
liquid; fl¢ssige) or even dangerous (risky, grave, unsafe) historical
situations. Yet the fundamental (basic) insight keeps on persisting
(existing, enduring, continuing, surviving) (remains) irrespective of that.
Thel incidentally acknowledged (recognised, accepésthblished) as a

fact by all side$ heterogony of ends, would not be possible if there were
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no specific(ally) social facts, that is, if society were nothing other than the
merely quantitatively conceived sum of individuals and their acts (or

actions) hought of (meant, intended, or imagined) as separate (isolated,
detached, distinct) units (unities or entitiese(in es keine spezifisch
sozialen Tatsachen g2be, wenn also G
bl oC quantitati v ko mderteEnleeiten e Summe d
gedachten I ndividuen )WHerdthedsecralen Hand |
theoretical consequences of the unintended consequences of action start
(begin). And the way of looking at (consideration, contemplation) (of)

social processes ((series efjents)rom this standpoint can just as well

as any (every) other [way of looking at social processes] invoke (appeal

(refer) to) everyday (daily) amgenerally human (panhuman, general(

)human, commn human, universal) experiences. The methodological
individualist can certainly (of course) refer to the undisputed

(uncontested, indisputable) existing consciousness of every actor [that] he

[the said actor] finds himself in a situation and must adapt (prepare)
himselfend(goabrationaly (purposefuly-rationaly) in relation to that

[situation] (sich darauf zweckrational einstellen). However, does not this

same actor very often have that certain (particular, specific) or vague

feeling (sense) that his acts (or actions) are diverted (redirected, rerouted)

or thwarted (frustrated, foiled, crossed out) by alien (i.e. other) (strange)

[acts, ones],(;) that out of [for, due to, because of] not nearly explainable
(explicable) reasons, that is, [out of, for] [reasons] beyond those referable
(relatable) to separatsifgle, solitary, lone, individual) individuals,

boundaries (or limits) are set to his ends (goals) and consequently

(therefore, as a result) (also) to érl (goal) rationality (purposeful

(expedient) rationality, expediendftpo, as well)?
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As is (well) known, the thesis [that] society is something other than the
quantitatively comprehended (understood, perceived, interpreted,
grasped, conceived) sum of dsnstituent (integral) elements (o=
(components, constituents) often bumps grdeads) into (comes upon)

the objection (argument) [that] with that (thereby, as a result, because of
that) hypostatisationsould be(are undertaken (done, made) and
metaphysical enis would be (arg)ut (placedset given birth tg in the
world(damit w¢grden Hypostasierungen unt e
Entit2ten i n.Odriais (gVde dbfectivg)assnet tinzahy)case
(at any rate), to support (back up, promote, bolster, encourage, sustain)
such undertakings (ventures), if (in casewt) they [the said
hypostatisations and metaphysical entities] (are supposed to) have ever
(been supposed to) existed in this form, but on the contrary to show
(indicate, demonstrate, prove) that éregainst (contrary (in opposition)
to) the downrigh(really, absolutely) extortionate (blackmailing;
erpresserischen) dilemmas of the methodological individu@lidtes not
have to approve (of) (sanction) them [these undertakings] at all, in order
to be able to reject (decline, refuse, disapprove ofinitigidualistic
(fundamental) principle. The individualistic critique (criticism) of holism
Is based (rests), as [we (have)] remarked (mentioned) above, on a
confused image (or picture) of the foe (enemy) (foe image; Feindbild);
however in addition (moreav, furthermore), it [the individualistic

critique of holism] lets itself be (is) guided (directed, steered, governed)
by certain implicit (implied) notions (ideas, perceptions, representations;
Vorstellungen) which are behind the rejection (disapprovahe
Aholistico axiom [that] the whole is
[that] society, sociologically understood, is not completely absorbed by
(taken up with or exhausted in) the mere sum of the individuals

comprising it (composing or putting (makinit together (up)). The a)
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static, b) quantitative and sgnsualistic (i.e. in terms of philosophical
sensualismjsensualistische) character of these notions (ideas,
perceptions, representations) results in (amounts to, yields, reveals) a
naive sociabntology incompatible (irreconcilable) with sociological and
historical research practice (praxis) (eine naive, mit der soziologischen
und historischen Forschungspraxis unvereinbare Sozialontologie), and it
[the said character] becomes (is, will be) besit) visible (apparent,
noticeable, obvious, evident, clear) if (when) we turn the tables [reverse
the situation], and ask (question) under which (what) conditions
(circumstances) (on what terms) does the whole indeed (really, in reality,
actually) represnt (or constitute) not more than its parts. In a strict sense
(then), this can e.g. be the case when (if) it is a matter of (we are dealing
with) a pure res extensa, [i.e.] a matter of (with) a geometric figure,
which can be cut ufor dissected) (brokethown) into equal parts and (
throughany combin#on of these parts,) be put together (composed)
anew (again) into its original (initial) form (or shape) (by any

combination of these parts (whatsoever)). The relation(ship) between the
parts bearing (or gyorting) (carrying) the whole here remains
unchangeable (or unchanging) (immutable, unwavering, steadfast,
constant; unwandelbar) and static, because the parts themselves are
unchangeable and static. But precisely the specific qualities (i.e.
characterists) (properties, traits, attributes, features; Eigenschaften) of
those [parts] which the methodological individualists regard as (hold to
be, consider) the irreducible parts of society, represent (or constitute)
(make up) the precise (exact) oppositehef fwhat is] static

unchangeable (or unchanging) [element, dimension] (Statisch
Unwandelbaren). [The]igng of meanings (or significatiohsnd [the]

ends (or goal) set (end (goal) setting) (Sinngebungen und
Zwecksetzungen), [the] assessment (judgemeatyation) of the

474



situation and interpersonal relations (Beurteilungen der Situation und
interpersonelle Beziehungen), in short all [things] (everything) which are
(is) supposed (meant) to (should) distinguish (mark, be a feature of) [the]
essence (or natel) anddoing (i.e. acts) (actions, conduct, activities,
behaviourYWesen und Tupof actors in the context of methodological
individualism, are found (find themselves) in [a state of] constant
(continuous, perpetual) change (alteration; Wandel) or can at (the) [very]
least change (altetndern) (at) any time (moment). This process (or

series of events) (development; Vorgang) takes place again (in turn) in
time,(;) the effect (impact, consequence, influence, result) of the time
factor therefore constitutes in itself the reason why the whole, put forward
(or imagined) ((re)presented) @ stable sum, may (should, is) not
(allowed to) be equated with the totality (entirety) of its changeable (or
changing) (mutable, waveringiandelbagen) parts. Put another way
(differently) (In other words)at a hypothetical moment, in which time
would freeze, the whole would also exist as the simple sum of its parts,
yet an essential (a fundamental) feature (characteristic) of society consists
exactly in that it [society] never freezes at that moment. The dynamic
behaviour (behaving) of the parts comsia (continually)circumvents
(avoids, dodges, gets around) the additive (i.e. cumulative) relationship
(addi ti ve Ve thapaltstamdithe Wwhole; & [thevsaid n
dynamic behaviour of the parts] drives (pushes, propels) [the parts,
things, the suation] towards always (forever, constantly, all the time)

new combinations and new creations, which first of all are contained
(included) in the whole as internal (inner) possibilities of mobile parts,
and already because of that (therefore) go beyotwbéel, surpass,
transcend) their [the mobile parts?o]
comprehensible (apprehensible, graspataelity. Formulated

(Expressed, Put) paradoxically [as a paradox]: precisely the constant
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(continual, continuous) change in (oraclying of) the parts and the
production (or creation) (manufacturing) of new parts make (turn) the

whole (into) something more than its péfits

Il f now this more [Amoreodo, More] (die
the dynamic behaviour of the parts imd, then (so, thus) it cannot be

meant (thought of) as [a] detachable (severable or separable) quantitative
addition (addendum, supplement) which constitutes a necessary

supplement (supplementation, addition) of [to] the rest of the (other,

remaining) pas for [the purpose of] the completion of a visible and

tangible whole(,) which is given in the absolute synchrony of its parts.

)]

Yet the individualistic critics of
precisely this when they in actual fact reproach (ouserthis

[ Ahol i smo] [that] i1t [the said Ahol i
comprehendggrass, understangl interpres) society in such a way that

even after the removal (expulsion, exclusion, distancing) of all

individuals or of all parts something from it [society] or from the whole

would have to be left ovEF. Whoever raises such an accusation (or

makes such a reproaciechn obviously (apparently, evidently) himself

only quantitatively imagine (envisage, (pegsent, put forward)ntic

magnitudes (dimemsons, extents, sizesg., capaci

149 Lewin gives preference (priority, precedence) to [prefers] the formulftiatj the whole is

different (dissimilar) to (unlike) the sum of its parsdld Theory p. 146). The improvement

(correction)is apt (or weHaimed) (telling, striking)n so far (in as much) as it brings (puts, highlights)

the qualitative aspect of tmelation between [the] whole and [the] parts, contrary to (compared with, as

opposed to, against) the quantitativelgan (intended, thought, imagined) individualistic objections

(see next paragraph), (to the fore, at the centre of attention).

10Thus Bo) Sander argues ex negativo e.g., when he counters (objects (says (argues) in reply) to)

Ahol i smd [ by sayi ng cdletivegentityriggoup] bodyKatiektiviimpamd itwe e N a
members, a relationship does not exist at all (in general, afylecause exactly the collective entity

is not a new member next to (beside, alongside) many members, but [is] merely (only, just, simply) all

the many members, and every taking away (removalranttariety (or contrasting) (oppten,

conficlof one member destroys (ruins, wrecks, demolish
(ASpanm®rdvi ii@.65.gdis can only be true in the [a] quantitative sense. If it held water

(Were it valid (true)) qualitatively, then (thus, so)aien i ndi vi dual 6s death or birt
whole would be reshaped (or formed anew) (remouldefihrreed, newly shaped).
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Perhaps (Maybe, Possibly) an intellectus archetypus (archetygi&ar)

would be in a position to at once have a view of (or take in) (overlook,
grasp, see, supervise) the internal (inner) and external (outer) movements
of the parts in (the, [terms (respect) of]) diachrony, and apprehend (grasp,
understand) in quanative relations (in quantitativen Relationen) that

which appears to our finite (limited)tellectual capacity (or ability at
thought)(unserem endlicheDen k v e r n¥s fghe, m])qualitative

surplus (excess, overflow) (als qualitatiyeb e r 9 of the v@iolevis-

“-vis the sum of its parts. The [This] matter (thing, subject, case, affair)
becomes understandable to us only if we qualitatively distinguish
(differentiate) between various (different, varying, differing, distinct,
dissimilar) ontological leve|sand do not interpret the material identity of
the same [(the said, these) ontological levels] as [an, the(ir)] ontological
identity. Naturally (Of course), society materially consists of a sum of
individuals and of nothing else, but the equality (idgntdentical nature,
uniformity, sameness, similarity; die Gleichheit) of the material extent (or
scope) (range, size, scale) (des materiellen Umfangs) of both these levels
[i.e. the level of society, and, the level of individuals] with each other

does notn the least permit (allow) [us] to readily (, without a second
thought (difficulty, anything else),) reduce the former [i.e. society] to the
latter [i.e. the sum of individual§]just as little as the material identity of
mental acts with certain physicprocesses ((series of) events,
occurrences) proves (demonstrates) the reducibility of logic or
psychology to physics (genausowenig wie die materielle |dedsr

mentalen Akte mit bestimmten physischen \Aoxgen die

Reduzierbarkeit von Logik oder P$yalogie auf Physik beweistf[“]. In

order to be able to apprehend (grasp) the qualitative difference in the

BlMellor,i Reducti ono, pp. 54, 53.
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materialquantitative identity, we must certainly (indeed) free ourselves
from (of) the metaphysical belief [that] thereoisebeing (Is) and its

strata (layers) are homogenous. Yet thinkers, who otherwise disapprove
of (reject) (have a(n) unfavourable (negative) view of) metaphysical
monism (metaphysischen Monismus), especially (particularly) of (the)
materialistic [monism, kindsort], piquantly turn (metamorphose,
transform themselves) into socthleoretical monists, in order to be able
to defend (stand up for, justify) their ethicattprmatively meant
individualism. And with this atomistic monism, which does not tolerate
(erdure, suffer) anyndependent (selufficient, selistanding
autonomoupontology of the social next to (beside, alongside) it, the
demand (request, requirement) for a(n) absolutely (really, virtually)
sensualisti¢i.e. in terms of philosophical sensigah) way (manner,

mode) of knowledge (cognitionpi cognitive approackmode) (einer
geradezu sensualistischen Erkenntnisweise), which wants to exclude
(preclude, bar, disqualify) from the concept (notion) of social being (Is)
all (everything) which is ot visible (perceptible, noticeable) and tangible
(concrete, corporeal) (die aus dem Begriff des sozialen Seins alles
ausschli€en will, was nicht sichtund greifbar ist), is connected

(connects, combines).

Indeed (In fact (reality)): methodological indMd ual i smés progr ar
[that] the being (Is) of society is to [can, should, ought (to)] be totally

(completely, entirely) apprehended (grasped, understood) by a complete

as possible inventorying (or itemisation) (stocktaking; Inventarisierung)

of all observale individual acts (or actions), reminds [us, one] of (recalls,

calls to mind) the never fulfilled ambition of the Rpositivists to build

(base, construct, set up, erect, mount, assemble) on empirically

safeguardedpfotected, secured, ensured) protatatements (i.e.
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statements, minutes or records (of evidence) verified by expeyience
(empirisch abgesicherten Protokoll s2&
withoutgapge i n | ¢ ¢ k e n) (@comptete Wiebrokeb, full, d

perfect, watertight) world imageAnd as fimet aphysical 0
were supposed (meant) to foremost fall victim to (be the first victim of)

this ambition, so now the implementation (carrying out) of the

individualistic programme is supposed (meant) to (should), not least

((first) of dl, primarily), eliminate the concept (notion) of the social fact,

in which the ontological autonomy of the social is in fact (reality)

(indeed) condensed par excellence. With that, this concept [of the social

fact] actually (really, as a matter of (in aat) fact)comes into being

(results, arises, ensues, is produ@edated) from (out of) (the)

consistenturther (additional)thinking about(of) the rejection (refusal,

denial, renunciation) of psychologism, which (is walbwn ((most)

familiar) to) (the) methodological individualists (knew of, recognised,
acknowledged) too. But with one important difference. At the level of the
individual actorthe leaving aside (excluding, eliminating) of (the)

psychical factors does not take place (is not carried out, come to pass) by

the actor himself, but by the scientific observer (sondern durch den
wissenschaftlichen Beobachter), who can only speculatge@tare)

about (on) motivations, and in their
sterility (fruitlessness or infertility) (barrenne&mfruchtbarkei} prefers

the idealtypical reconstruction dthe] ends (or goal) set (end (goal)
setting)andend(goabrational(purposefulrational) acts (oactions) At

the level of the social fact, on the other hand, the actor himself knows, or

is able to (can) know, that he is confronted with something which

prompts (causes) or forces (makes, coerces) him to setdios(br

limits) in regard to his wishes (desires), that is, to objectify (objectivise)

his behaviour, as it were (so to speak), leaving aside (excluding, while
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eliminating) his own motivation. As is (well) known, he [the said actor]

does not always sucee [in] [achieve] this or only partially (partly),(;)

however, the process interests us here not from this, the inner (internal)
psychological angle (or standpoint) (point of view, aspect, side) of

subjective effort (endeavour) or weakness, but in accoedaith its

outer (or external) aspect, which refers to the confrontation with the [a]
social fact as such(,) IiIrrespective
[Regarding] the outcome, the social fact is not as such unconditionally
(necessarily, absalely) decisive (crucial, deciding), and just as little can

it [the social fact] make personal temperaments and reactions

understandable (clear [to us, the observer]). (Besides,) It [The social fact]

by no means (, incidentally, by the way,) takes up (&dgen to) the

entire (whole) psyche, and one coul d
consideration for social facts very often contributes to the deepening of

the chasn{igulf) between the public and the private aspettss

experiencing (i.eperceptbn or feelings)gense, view, mindseines

Empfindens) and behaviour (behaving), in relation to which (while at the

same time) these aspects constantly (continually) interact and fight (or

struggle) (battle) for precedence ¢ b e i di ese Aspekte st ?@
inter agi eren und um. Tthasemare\generdl humant k @ mp f
(panhuman) experiences, which stretch (range) from the heroic conflict

between duty and inclination (or propensity) (tendency, proclijity) to
(until) the manoederabi Theyferelangf (
one does not behave as [a] member of a group [@ bearer of a social

role, even at the price of hypocrisy, unconditionally (necessarily) in the

same manner as a privaaerson (i.e. individual) towards oneself (i.e. in

onebs own space) (no matter where th
public behaviour runs (goes, stretches, passes) on each and every

respective occasion), is as old as society itself, and it implies il ac
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(real, factual) acknowledgement (recognition, appreciation) of the

existence of social facts lying beyond (on the other side of) individual

pleasure (discretion or choice) (Beliebens) and individual logic. A

(consistently applied) methodological inaiualism (applied

consistently) can hardly account for theggold (ancient, immemorial

primeval, primordigl general human (or panhuman) experiences. It [The

said consistently applied methodological individualism] must interpret

them [these panhumanpeetiences] as splits (divisions, splittings) or

conflicts inside of the private [sphere, realm] or between private persons

(i.e. individuals), not as processes (or series of events) in thefield

tension (area of conflict) between [the] private [sphane] [the] public

[ sphere] (nicht als Vorg2nge im Span
¥f f e n t).IBecaukeat m true that not only the [a] confrontation with

social facts, but already tli@(n)] encounter (i.e. meeting) (die

Begegnung) with another inddual can prompt (cause) or force (make,

coerce ([(upon) one (us)] towards) the restriction (limitation, reduction,

moder ation) of oneds own wishes (des
differentiation between the inner (internal) and outer (external) aspect of
behaviour. The [This] same differentiation, however, in [respect of] social

facts, is distinguished (marked, characterised) by (due to) the fact that
(because) it [the said differentiation] takes place (occurs, happens) out of
consideration for suprmdividual factors, irrespective of how tightly

(narrowly, closely) interwoven these latter [suprdividual factors] are

with concrete individuals. It is [a matter (question) of] two (entirely)

different things if one does not attack someone [else] becausearse f

(is afraid of) his [that personds] p
thinks (thinking, thought) of (about) [considers] the legally provided for
(intended, planned, designated, selected, chosen) punishment (penalty) or

of (about)p f{waiGsbcandal ( mi ght) ensue
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If we registered (recorded, noted)arotocol statements (i.e. statements,
minutes or records (@vidence) the individual behaviour (behaving) of
actors who take part (participate) (or are involved) in a social fact, then
(so, thus) our records (or notes) should (ought, might) (not) make little
(scant) (much) sense. [The fact] That someone enters (walks (goes, steps)
into, sets foot in) a building, writes something on a piece of paper, gives
this [piece of paper, it] to saone who is sitting at [behind] a counter

(desk, (ticket) window), and from him [that someone sitting at a counter]
receives in response (reply) one or several pieces of paper, does not mean
(prove) in itself anything for (to) the proverbial visitor fromahg, and

can even (in fact) provoke (his, [th
(stimulate his laughing muscle; seine Lachmuskeln reizen), unless he [the
said Martian] knows what bank, money, saving etc. mean on earth, and he
[the Martian] has moreovem(iaddition) a(n) rough (approximate) idea
(notion) about (of) the overall organisation of [the] economy and society.
Something similar (like that) applies with regard to religious worship (or
cults), military parades, parliamentary sittings (sittings oligraent)

etc.. The question about (regarding, in accordance with) the meaning
(sense) of the process (or event) (occurrence) is not answered by (the)
knowledge (knowing) of (about, regarding) the subjective meaning

(sense) which the individual (single separate) (isolated) actor connects
with his participation (involvement) in the process (or event) (I do not

learn (find out, hear about, discover, experience) what a bank is if | know
that customer (client, patron) Jones (Smithu(n d e )Mighbréawe r

money (in order) to buy a bicycle); with (in relation to, on top of) that

(into the bargain, besides, in addition), a knowledge is required that lies
beyond the motivations amhds (or goal) set (end (goal) setingf all
individual (single or separate) actérecluding those [motivations and

ends (or goal) set] of the first founder of the first bank in the world.
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Because also in this case, (to) which a methodological individualist
would presumably (probably, likg invoke (appeal, refer, cite), no
necessary interrelation (connection, correlation) exists between the
actordés motives and ends (goals, pur
enrichment), and the organisational form which he chose (selected) in
orde to fulfil (satisfy) them [those motives and ends]. [The fact] That he
did not have to necessarily wage (conduct) a (predatory) war (of plunder
(robbery)) (Raubkrieg) in order to acquire riches, but could just as well
[have] do(ne) banking transactions biased (rests) on historical

structural preconditions (prerequisites, presuppositions); he did (has) not
of course himself bring (place, put) the money economy (and with it a
new notion (idea, perception, representation) of wealth (or riches)) in(to)
theworld in order to then be able to found a bank, just as little as
someone founds a bank in order to (so that) then be allowed to (he may)

withdraw his money.

Social facts (are), in short, at home (reside in) and come from an
ontological zone which liesbus i de of actorsodé i ndivid
of motivations and ends (or the goal) set) registerable (recordable,

notable) inprotocol statements (i.e. statements, minutes or records (of

evidence), although it [the ontological zone in question] at anyetim

(moment) (always) remains materially identical with (to) these acts (or

actions) Soziale Tatsachen sind kurzum in einer ontologischen Zone

behei matet, die auCerhalb der in Pro
individuellen Handlungen (sowie der Motivationa@md Zwecksetzungen)

der Akteure liegt, obwohl sie mit diesen Handlungen jederzeit materiell

identisch bleibt)Inside (of, Within) this zone, individual behaviour can

be made understandable (clear) only by (while) taking into consideration

supraindividualfactors, i.e. such [supfiadividual factors](,) which
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indeed gain (obtain, attain) and retain (keep, maintain) [their] shape (or

form) through (by means of) the activity of individuals, but cannot be

(arbitrarily and a nihilo) created or uncreated @lsolished or

extinguished) (done away with) (as one likes and out of nothing (ex

nihilo)) by anysingle[individual] amongst them [all (thehdividuald

(Innerhalb dieser Zone kann individuelles Verhalten nur unter

Ber ¢cksichti gung rgnbbegreifiohdyemachtdverden,l er F
d. h. solcher, die zwar durch die T2
gewinnen und behalten, sich aber durch kein einziges unter ihnen beliebig

und a nihilo schaffen oder abschaffen lass€his again (in turn) implies

that tre relations between the actdralways inside this same zone

cannot at all depend, or not primarily(,) or not totally (completely,

entirely, wholly), on the purely subjective sympathies or antipathies of

the sides (or parties) concerned (in questidviy. friend, who is a teller

(cashier) in a bank and, in a difficult situation, wants to help me, lends me

his own money, not the bankdés money;
the bankoés money] illegally, he know
predominatng (predominance, prevailing, preponderance) of his

subjective feelings can have for him.) This already mentioned, generally
conscious (even though not generally or always respected), and for life in
society, constitutive distinction (difference) betweenial and personal,

outer (or external) and inner (or internal) behaviour (behaving)

constitutes, together with the necessity of the consideration of (for)-supra

i ndi vidual factors in [regard to] (d
social behaviour, npof (evidence) for (of, [regarding]) [the fact] that

statementgor propositions) (opiniongronouncements, assertiomkout

(on, regarding) social facts cannot be reduced to statements (or
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propositions) about (o¥Suchaegar di ng)
ascertainment (observation) does not in any way entail a hypostatisation

of the social, i.e. a search for sources of social facts which lie (are)
beyond (on the other side of) indiuvi
supraindividual elements mustdw into this action because the actor is

born in an already, one way or another (either way), organised society,

and his social acts (or actions) make up (constitute) positive or negative
positionings (stances) for the organisation of this society. Reedar

individual acton as[the] ultimate (final) (explanatory) authority (of

explanationy al s | et zte Erkl@arungsinstanz)
society had demonstrably come into being (arisen, resulted, ensued,
emerged, been created (produced)) f(oot of) the agreement

(understanding) of previously (beforehand) isolated individuals (aus der

| bereinkunft vorher isolierter Individuen)(,) and would again (time) and

again (over and over, repeatedly, perennially) come into being anew. The
logical necessity of this conclusion is unintentionally (involuntarily)

reflected (mirrored) in ththought(s)or intellectual) (mind) gamed¥ the
methodological individualists of the second and third generation, who

more or less oscillate (swing) skilfully (cleverly, deftly, ably) between

fact and fiction (or poetry and truth) (fantasy and truth, truth anddgnta

andinto (onto)their (contractheoretical) constructs (pertaining to

contract theory) project via tlegigin (beginnings, provenance,

derivation emanation) of [the] state and society that which would

represent (constitute) the ideal mode (way)uoiction(ing) (den idealen
Funktionsmodus) of a society organised according to (in accordance

with) the normative implications of methodological individualism; the

idealised individual, who inside of (within) this latter [society organised

“’Mandel baum, @ASocietal f acSodabBondpps4849. pp. 308, 309.
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according to th@ormative implications of methodological individualism]

Is supposed (meant) to (should) act freely, can therefore (thus,

consequently) appear (arise, crop up, show himself, occur) before every
society and as [t he] ™ dHayakimdkPRoppérs) f ou
did not want, as [we have (already)] said, to go so far, and they (have)

watered down (diluted) their methodological individualism by means of

(through) the dual (double, twin) assumption (acceptance, supposition,
adoption)ofs o c i et y dydi.e.anitidl ay primary stateldie

doppelte Annahme vondekrr spr ¢ngl i chkeatdtheler Gese
unintended consequences of action. However, tertium non datur (i.e. no

third [possibility] is given [there is no third alternative]): either onetmus

take the aforementioned assumptions seriously, i.e. translate them into the
language of social facts and finally bid farewell (say goodbye) to

methodological individualism, or keep (stick, stand, abide, remain)

consistently to (by, with, at) this [methaldgical individualism] and

bring contract theories into the world, without caring (worrying) in the

slightest (least) about their reference to historical and social realities.

The whole éntirety) (Das Ganze) is thereforetims (the, apense
somethingmore than its partdas Ganze ist also in dem Sinn etwas
mehr als seine Tei)€) [such] that it includes (or consists of) (contains,
embraces, comprises) not merely individuals as, in any case (anyway,
anyhow), [the] only (sole) conceivable (thinkableaginable, possible)
actors, but over and above that, social fabtsthese [social facts] belong
again (in turn), apart from the institutior@nstruct(ion)s (creations,
shapes, formationsyvhich function more or less ponderably (calculably),

the imponderable (incalculable) effects (results, influences,

153See e.g. Nozickdnarchy Cf . already the revaluation of fAcontr :
iMet hod. I ndividualismo, p. 264fFff..
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consequences) of the heterogony of ends, the (often) unforeseeable (or
unpredictable) outcomes of collective action. Accordingly (Accortbng
that, Thus), the whole of society consists of a (one) single (sole, only)
material (stuff oisulstance) (Das Ganze der Gesellschaft besteht
demnach aus einem einzigen Stoff) (individuals and their acts (or
actions)) and of at least two distinct (diat) ontological levels. From
the sensualisti@.e. in tems of philosophical sensualism) perspective of
methodological individualism, there is of course only this material (or
stuff); supraindividual social facts are merely theoretical constructs,(;)
only individuals are real and concré&te Thereby (With that, As a result),
social theory seems to be (standing) on solid (firm) ground (on terra
firma), namely, to be acquiring (gaining, obtaining, getting, winning) a
directly observable object (subject (heatj, topic, motif, theme;
Gegenstand). A more precise deliberation (consideration, thought,
reflection) teaches (instructs, informs) us, however, a [something, to
know] better [deliberation, thought, thing] [a better deliberation (i.e. to
know better)]. @ly as [a] biological being can, namely, an individual be
directly observed, while the attempt at deciphering (deducing) him as [a]
thinking and acting person presents us with enigmas (riddles, puzzles,
mysteries, conundrums) not smaller (slighter) thaninkriestigation
(examination) of suprandividual construct(ion)s (creations, shapes,
formations) Both have their external (outer) and internal (inner) sides,
and during (at) [in respect (the casejrefation (regard)) to] both we
must orientate oursedg first of all towards (the) actual (real) behaviour
(behaving), in order to substantiate (justify, found, establishghdgn)
conjectures (speculation, suspicions) over (regarding, about, on)

motivations, should (if) this (was (were, is) supposed (teajat all

54 popperPoverty p. 135ff..
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appear [to be] scientifically meaningful (reasonable, legitimate, rational,
plausible, practical). For the establishment (production or restoration)
(making, manufacture, fabricatipHerstellung of a causal relation
between an act (or actipand a psychical disposition (einer psychischen
Disposition), our thinking (thought; Denken) does not proceed (act)
categorially (categorically, in terms of categories) essentially differently
than in (the) research (or investigation) into (of) exte(oaler)

causalities. The more familiar (intimate) is not eo ipso more
understandable. And the supraividual does not become automatically
more familiar and more understandable if (when) we break it down
(dissect or dismantle it) (cut it up, analyse (@apose) it) into

individuals (Und da$ berindividuelle wird nicht automatisch vertrauter
und verstehbarer, wenn wir es in Individuen zerlgen). Wherein (In what)
does a church differ from an army if about (regarding, in relation to) both
it can merelyjust, only, simply) be said [that] they (would) consist of

individuals?®®

Already the logic of (the) delimitation (demarcation, dissociation) against

(from) psychologism hints at [the fact] that the individual [element or

person] as such is noecessanl more understandable and (more)

explainable than the supnadividual [construct] (Individuelles als

solches nicht unbedingtverstahn d er kl 2r barer als | be
ist). Were, namely, the individual (das Individuum) psychologically

(more easily) ecessible (approachable), (so, then, thus) an individualistic

way of looking at (consideration (contemplation) of) social phenomena

would have to, without [any] further hesitation (reflection, consideration,
reservation) (giving it a second thought), stadgin) from (at) (the, [an])

individual psychology, and be able to get by (make do, manage) with the

5 GinsbergEssays p. 63; Warriner, fAGroupso, pp. 552, 553.
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conceptual means of psychology. Yet not even the behaviouristic
reductionistic wing of methodological individualism can achieve (do,
manage, accomplisperform) (is capable of achieving) this. This
[behaviouristiereductionistic wing of methodological individuali$riso
asserts (defends, underlines) [the existence (validity) of] in fact (indeed)
(the) panhuman (or generally human) psychical dispositioosder to
explain social lifé®, that is, it does not reconstruct it [social life] on the
basis of the specifically individual psychology of different and
unmistakable (i.e. distinctive) persons. Other methodological
individualists declare (or explain)rgclaim) in turn ((then) again) [that]
social phenomena ought (would have) to indeed be deduced from
dispositions, representations (or notions) (perceptions, ideas) and
relations of individuals (Dispositionen, Vorstellungen und Beziehungen),
however(,) inthe course of this (at the same time, into the bargain)(,)
[the] individuals would be permitted to (could, should) remain
Aanonymouso and be | ooked at (consid
vehicles) of #Atypical 0 dmnsked.si ti ons,
Such [kinds of] dispositions, however, crop up (appear, occur, happen)
only at the supeimndividual level of social facts, which methodological
individualism does not want to accept, and, incidentally, (they [i.e.

At ypi cal 0 derdrgmodspoditions im thg [(n)]dealf(attual,

16 HomansNaturg p. 35ff..

B'Wat kins, fAHistorical Explanationo, p. 106. Watkins
this kind (sort, type) of explanation, which he cal
detail 0, which g eateular persomality strecture &strueture ohpersondiitg) of

actors (fildeal Typeso, esp. pp. 34, 35, 42ff.). I n
under the concept (notion) J[of] #Ahi s tblrs({caeas expl ana
up (over), smears) the salient (crucial) point. Hi s
detail 6, on the other hand, (however) dAexplanati on

acceptance (or assumption) (supgonit of social facts. The (fundamental) individualistic

(fundamental) principle is therefore only applicable to the former [(first) type of explanation,
Afexplanation in detailo], from (out of) which resul
individudism has little to offer outside of the boundaries (or limits) of idiographic history. He is able to

(can) enter (into) the field (area, domain, sector) of sociology, which interests [us] here, only

illegitimately, i.e. through (by means (way) of) referenct o fit ypi cal 6 and fAanonymou:
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true, literal) psychological sense. Because these [dispositions in the
psychological sense] are in themselves subjective and quite often variable

(or changeable) (mutable, varying, shifting); moreover, taay even if

they in themselves remain (stay) stable, in [a] sociological respect, be
channeled (canalised, conveyed) very
Aanonymouso dispositions point (allu
which can support (beararry, sustain) objectivanstruct(ion)s

(creations, shapes, formatioms)at least characterise (mark, identify)

group behaviour (the behaviour of groups) (Gruppenverhalten); their

difference from (to) (the) merely psychological dispositions is already

seen (shown) (already appears (shows itself)) in [the fact] that we

encounter them in people (humans, men) who are in no way

characterologically (charakterologisch) similar (aliR&)According to

that (Thus), i n(side) [ wdoman) n] psych
(responsibility, authority, jurisdiction; Kompetenz) fall) Dispositions,

which are typical (characteristic) of (specific (particular) to) (inherent in)

persons as persons regardless of (notwithstanding)etffiéation

(membership, sense of befpng, incorporation, accasn) with (to, in) a
sociologically definable group (e.g.
(introverts)o and [the] Hextroverted
melancholy [people] and [the] cheerful (happy, glad) [people] [with
cheerfuldispositions]), (accordingly come under the competence (or

domain) of psychology); dispositions in the sociocultgeaise havin

principle (basically) nothing to deith group affiliation (membership)

((the sense of) belongingtogrou®r uppenzuyaeghif:ini gkei t
the sociocultural, not the psychological sense), and they are not shaped

(formed, moulded) as [the] summation of related (cognate, kindred)

s, Lukes, AMethodological Individualismo, p. 122ff
ATwo Theseso, esp. p. 9.
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psychical aptitudes (or predispositionggrfvandten psychischen

Anlager) in multiple (several, various) individuals, but they exclusively
presuppose a certain aspect of behaviour which is (stands, found)
precisely at the centre of sociological interest (e.g. [the] Christian way of
thinking (attitude or views) (mentality, mindset, castind) (christliche

Gesinnung), [the, a] capitalistic ethos).

Just as (like) already (the) recourse to the unintended consequences of

action, so too (the) [a] sudden (abrupt) transition from (the) individual
psychological to (the) anonymous and typicalisoultural dispositions,

ends up in (amounts (comes (down)) to) the admission (confession) that

met hodol ogi cal i ndi vidual i smdés progr
put into effect) (materialise), unless one waters (dilutes) it (down) in such

a way thabne is not capable of (cannot, able to) discover(ing)

(spot(ting), detect, find, ascertain, discern) a(ny) difference from (to)

Ahol i s md ¢ Mow the methodeldgical individualists do not

deduce (derive) from the thesis [that] collectbemstruction)s

(creations, shapes, formatioriKpllektivgebilde) are abstractions and

solely (only) individuals are real, merely a certain (particular) ontology,

but also a methodological demand (requirement, claim). [The] aim (goal,
objective, target) of researehsupposed (meant) to (should) be to reduce
supraindividual construct(ion)¢creations, shapes, formations)
(Gerindividuell e Gebi |Ateorptischdgit heor et i
Konstrukt¢) ) t o (Areal o) i ndividuals and
Consequeity (Therefore, Thus, As a result), a relation(ship) between

ontology and method of explanation (explanatory method;

19 Thus, e.g. Danto, by counting (while he) for some obscure (inexplicable, inebemsible)

reason(s) (reckons, estimates) the ontological assumption (or acceptance) (supposition) of social facts
(Asoci al individual so), apart from (in addition (ne
assumption] of individual actors, anpst met hodol ogi c al i ndividuali smbés
Analytical Philosophyp. 267.
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Erkl2rungsmethode) is postulated, which neither was proven (shown,
demonstrated) nor can be proven. Because from (out of) the ontological
thesis [that] social facts or constructs (Gebilde) are the work of
individuals and not autonomous hypostases, the methodical (i.e.
methodological) necessity or the theoretical possibility of their
explanation on the basis of the individualistic (fundameptahciple

does not at all follow (ensue, result, art§&)The assumption (or
acceptance) (supposition) of such a necessity or possibility already
presupposes what it [the said ontological thesis] is supposed (meant) to
(should) prove (show), that, namellgere is nantological interlevel

(i.e. intermediate (between) levébntologische Zwischenebenand no
tertium (i.e. third [thing (dimension, element)]) (Tertium) between
collective hypostases and individuals, that is, it [the said ontological
thesis] eliminates (shuts out, excludes) a limine the ontological level of
social facts and reduces social being (Is) to its (sole (unique or own)
(single, only)) material (or stuff) (matter, substance) (auf seinen
(einzigen) Stoff), namely (to) (the) indduals and their acts (or actions).
However, it is not a matter here merely of the concept (notion) of social
being (Is), its extent (scope, range, size, scale; Umfang) and its
components; (likewise, in the same way, exactly so (thus)) it is a matter
of methodical (i.e. methodological) questions (as well). Without (a)
doubt, it is methodically (i.e. methodologically) more productive (fertile,
fruitful), especially for historical research goals (purposes, ends), to smell
(i.e. sense) behingbllective concpts (notions) (i.e. concepts pertaining

to the collective)Kollektivbegriffen)(,) networks (webs) of individuals

and acts (or actions), not for instance hypostases. This fundamental

(basic) positioning (or stance) (attitude, view), nevertheless (all the

WGol dstein, ATwo Theseso, esp. p. 3; Miller, MfAMethc
Brodbeck, iMet hodol ogi cal I ndividualismso, p. 20.
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same), does not automatically put (enable) us (in a position) to define all
collective concepts (notions) (i.e. concepertaining to the collective) on
the basis (owith the help) oindividual conceptgnotions)(i.e. concepts
pertaining to the individal) (Individualbegriffen), and indeed already not
because the boundaries between both (the two) concepts of genus are
fluid (und zwar schon deshalb nicht, weil die Grenzen zwischen beiden
Begriffsgattungen fissig sind). For the definition abllective cacepts
(notions) (i.e. concepts pertaining to the collectiva]ividual concepts

(i.e. concepts pertaining to the individuatk very often not suitable, but
othercollective conceptfare suitable], and the solely (only, exclusively),
in practice (in pactical terms), interesting question is (that) [question]
whether our collective concepts are defined clearly enough and are used
(employed) purposefully (expediently, usefully, suitably). More in the
research practice (praxis) of sociology, but to atgggtent (largely, for

the most part) also of history, is not sensilbgagonably, plausibly,
meaningfully)to be required (demanded, asked of), especially if one
considers (takes into consideration) that not even in the natural (i.e.
physical) sciences can the meaning (significance, importance) of
collective concepts (notions) (i.e. concepts pertaining tadhective)
always beconveyed (represented, reflected, given an account of) by
(means of) (through) individual concepts (i.e. concepts pertaining to the
individual). At any rate (In any casestatements (opinions,
pronouncements, assertiopsopositionyabout (regarding) social
phenomena cannot manage (do) (get by) without [the] use of collective
concepts, and this necessity at the level of description (representation,

portrayal; Darstellung) reflects (mirrors) the so@atological fact that
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collective action represents (or constitutes) (is) something more or

something other than the mere sum of its individual compotténts

If the ontological autonomy (or independence) of social f@lits
ontologische Selbsidigkeit der sozialen Tatsaches correcty (rightly,
properly) comprehended (grasped, understood, perceived, interpreted)
and taken seriously, (so, then, must) one does not have to (must (ought)
not) be (is not necessarily) a friend of paradoxicalness (the [a] paradox) in
order to be allowed (ab) to assert (claim, maintain, argue) [that]
precisely a hypothetical success of the reduction ab#éictive concepts
(notions) (i.e. concepts pertaining to the collectieahdividual concepts
(notions) (i.e. conceptpertaining to the individual) auld make what is
supposed (meant) to (should) be explained vanish into thin air, and
consequently (therefore, thus) render (make) the aimed at (i.e. intended)
explanation itself invalid (untenable); because only the destruction of
society would enable thtbeoretical isolation of the actor. The endeavour
[regarding, in respect of] (effort at) the realisation (fulfilment,
achievement) of the individualistic programme does not spring (arise)
from the logical necessities of social theory, but from a dogm@tcs
dogmatism) whoseorld-theoretical(view, graphic, representative,
illustrational)background(s) (backdrop$i( n t e r) gas (have) @vas,
were) already (been) discusséad the absence so far (up till (to) now)

of this realisation (fulfilment, achievement) [of the individualistic
programme] is (does) not (lie in) merely (due to, because of) technical
difficulties, whichcome into being (arise, emergssueresult)out o

(from) the complexity of the matter (thing, affair), and which could be
remedied (rectified, removed, got rid of, repaired) with [the passing of]

(in) time and the progress of research, as methodological individualists

181 Nagel,Structure esp. p. 537ff., 542ff..

494



want to make [us] believe. Rathér|the said absence] is due to (because
of, lies in) the ontological impossibility, with no consideration for
(regardless of) qualitative differences, of forcing (pressinggxtent (or
scopé@ (range size, scalearea, girth; Umfangof the social in@) the

extent (or scope) of the added or multiplied individual [person (element)],
or of converting (transforming) the quantitative equality of both levels
into qualitative identity (sameness, oneness) (in qualitative I&@ntit
Several (Some) researchésve convincingly (persuasively,

compellingly, conclusively) shown that a complete reduction of
sociologicalcollective concepts (notions) (i.e. concepertaining to the
collective) toindividual concepts (notions) (i.e. concepts pertaining to the
individual) cannot be brought off (effected, managed) at all, namely in
such a way that the individual concepts exclusively contain terms which
strictly refer (relate, apply) to (concern) individuals and individual
dispositions®2 But no representative (supporter, advocate) of the
individualistic other (opposite) side (i.e. opposition) (opposing party) has
hitherto (until now) proven the opposite. Instead of proving, before
disbelieving eyes, the realisability (or feasibility)tbé [individualistic
methodological] programme by means of (through) sociological and

historical examples, one keeps (sticks, remains) quite (fairly, pretty,

%2S5ee e.g. Gellner, fAExplanations in Historyo, esp.
up, disintegration, resolution) of the collective into individuals and their acts (or actions) is not

managed withouttheusef i nsti tutional or sociocultural concept
Reich (empire) declared war on Franceo, one can of
(William) |11 declared war on Francednopraticaaever, this
consequences were Wilhelm not Kaiser (emperor), that is, were (if) he (did) not (stand) (at) the head

(apex, peak, top) of a correspondingly organised polity. Or the other way around: acts (or actions) are

often hardly understandable if thage not defined by (means (way) of) (througlepHective concept

(notion) (i.e. conceppertaining to the collectiveWhat a capitalist does, | know in general; but

without the use (utilisation; Verwendung) of this concept [of the capitalist (capi}lis is (does) (I

do) not immediately clear (make sense) (to me) (see, understand) what it is supposed [to mean] (should

[be]) when Mr. Miller (M¢ller, Jones, Smith) buys a plot of land (property), on which he builds

(constructs, erects) a building and lets (allows) in that [building] machines to be installed, employs

workers for the (to) operation (handling) of (operate) the machines etc. (iddtmubted (remarked,

said) that this description (account) for its part contains a number of (several, quite a few) collective

concepts: plot of land, building, machines, workers, which need (require) individualisation

(Individualisierung)).
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rather) norbindingly to (at) general methodical (i.e. methodological)
considerations (thoughtsftections, deliberations) on (about, regarding,
over) the manner of a possible transformationatiective concepts
(notions) (i.e. concepts pertaining to the collectia&) individual

concepts (notions) (i.e. concepts pertaining to the individaad)

moreover (in addition) one leaves [oneself] (many) a way (some ways)
out (keeps (holds) many a (some) back door[s] (loophole) open): the use
(utilisation) of collective concepts is [would be] legitimate if these
[collective concepts] described (indicateeferred to, marked) relations
between individuals (what, however, could they otherwise describe?); and
that transformation is [would] not [be] in fact necessary at all, provided
that (as long as) the collective concept appears to be definable more
precsely or better than the individual concepts corresponding to it [the
said collective concepff. [Just] As through (by means of) the
acceptance (or assumption) (supposit
unintended consequences of action, (so, thus) metbgidal

individualism loses (sheds) through (by means of) such concessions
(acknowledgements, allowances) [to (of) the collective concept] its
specific content, it unnecessarily (needlessly) complicates (the) [its]
theoreticalconceptual) instrumentsvithout contributing to the matter
(affair, thing, object, issue, case) [something] illuminating. Why should
we, however, be unhappy as (so) long as (while) [the] social is not
reduced to [the] individual [person (element)], when (if) the [said, this]
reduction does not ensure (guarantee, safeguard) additional (further,
extra) clarity (lucidity), and when (if) rone has accomplished

(achieved) it [the said (such a) reduction] so far (until A¥®&Why by

163 Opp, Individualistische Sozialwissenschath. VI, esp. pp. 127, 145ff..
¥Fol des, ANoteo, p. 333ff..
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the way (for that matter, in actual fact, actuaily) (when) dogmatic

reasons do not command (call for, demand) it?

The indispensability ofollective concepts (notions) (i.e. concepts
pertaining to the collectivdjoth in (the) natural (i.e. physical) [sciences]
as well as in (the) social sciences point@ridicates, suggests) the
dubiousness of the attempt to differentiate (distinguish) between both
these kinds (sorts) of science on the basis of the contrast(ing) (conflict,
opposition) of between] [the] resolutive and [the] compositive
(methodical) procagre (auf Grund des Gegensatzes von resolutivem und
kompositivem Verfahrennhamely to think (believe, say) [that] [the]
natural (i.e. physical) sciences would start at (with, [from]) (the) complex
(natural (i.e. physical)) phenome(@ manifestations) (ggearances,
occurrencesfof nature) (bei den komplexen Naturerscheinungen
ansetzen) and work [their way] backwards in order to bring to light (into
the open) their [complex natur al phe
constituent (integral) elements (onrfs (omponents, constituents),(;)
however (on the other hand) [whereas] [the] social sciences (would) start
from (take as a (their) starting point) (the) elements, i.e. (the) individual
views (opinions) and stances (or positionings) (attitudes)(,) in order to
inductively construantireties (wholenesses, totalids During (With,

In [regard to]) such a contradistinction (contrasting), a question of the
purposéulness éxpediencyor usefulness) (end (goal) orientadigim

respect] of research practice (praxis), which from case to case is posed
(put) differently, istalkedup (preserdd, acclained promotel, puffed

(hyped) up)to [be, seem, as] (towards) [a] methodical (i.e.
methodological) question of principle (i.enflamental (basic, key)

question (issue)) with ontological implications. Were it (If it were (lay))

165 Thus, HayekMissbrauch p. 48ff..
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in the nature of the social sciences to be obliged (have, need) to take
animated atoms (i.e. animate or living individuglsseelte Atome) as
the[ir] startng point, then (so, thus) the matter (affair, thing, issue, case,
subject, object) would have taken care (been dealt with (handled, done,
seen to) of itself (a) long (time) ago and despite the obstinate (stubborn)
arguments (or protests) (backchat, obfews) of the dissenters (those of a
different opinion (who think otherwise (differently)), dissidents). But on
this side (i.e. in this world or life) [in respect] of evengsumption (or
conjecture) (assumption, guess, suspicion, supposition) aboutdjrega

on, over) the ultimate (final) elements)(,) stands (is) [a] sati@ntific

and panhuman (or generally humag@rieral)human, common human,
universal)experience of a fact, whose ascertainment (realisation,
observation) does not need (require, demand) any presumptions (or
conjectures) or thought experiments: the fact of society (Aber diesseits
jeder Vermutungber letzte Elemente steht sozialwissenstiobhé und
allgemeinmenschliche Erfahrung vor einem Faktum, dessen Feststellung
keiner Vermutungen oder Gedankenexperimente bedarf: dem Faktum der
Gesellschaft). (The) Methodological individualists must (have to)
struggle (fight, battle) so doggedly (detenedly, obstinately) for (in

favour of) their positions because this fact [of sociatygvery turn

(every step of the waytands in the[ir] way (of [in relation to] them
themselves), and withdraws (takes away, extractseselence
(naturalnessSells t v adlichkeif) from the individualistic

(fundamental) principle (deprives the individualistic principle of-self
evidence). In reality they [methodological individualists] presuppose it
[the fact of society] just like their opponents (rivals). Becdheg (are)
nolentes volentes (i.&thether they like it or natare unwilling or

willing)) (willingly or unwillingly) from (at) the outset (beginning) aware
(realise) that the ultimate (final) elements, (from) which they supposedly
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start (take as the[irja) starting point, set forth), are [the] ultimate (final)
elements of something, namely, [the] ultimate (final) elements of a
society and of nothing else. They [Methodological individualists] know,
therefore, from the beginning, the direction and the ecmmh (end(ing)),
and accordingly orientate their undertaking (enterprise) when they are
able (let (allow) themselves) (to) piigether (compose) thatimate

(final) individual element®f sociatscientifically(meaningful ¢r
rational))(plausible, senble, reasonable, legitimatehtireties
(wholenesses, totalities) (which are full of (replete with) meaning)
(sozialwissenschatftlich sinnvoller Ganzheiten). There [They] are [It is a
matter of] two very different (distinct, dissimilar, differing) thin§(®)]

to construct the social whole from individuals with one eye on the [an]
already existing society, and, [(b)] to be left alone with the ultimate
(final) elements, without [having, bearing] any representation (or notion)
(idea, perception) ofawholei (on) [oneds] mind (hea
blindly reach (attain, get (come) to), as it were (so to speak), the
construction of a social whole through (by means of) the mere automatic
mechanism (or effect) (influence) (Automatik) of combinations. Most
(Very) probably (likely) (In all probability), methodological

individualism would, in the latter case (instance), outline (or sketch)
(devise, design, plam picture (or an image) of society which would
exhibit (show) only chance (or accidental) (incidentalpcuaiental)
similarities to (with) that [picture of society] familiar to Ustherwise

the movement of history and society would be in principle foreseeable
(predictable), and individualistic p
| onger 0 hav erbé gfective (peasuagive))]précisgly(on [in
regard to] this important point. What, therefore, methodological
individualism proclaims (exclaims, calls out) as the synthesis of a whole

on the basis of ultimate (final) elements turns out (proves, renselis
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to be [an] analysis with the idea of the whole in (at) the back of its mind.
An analysis, which unfolds (develops) in constant (continuous)
counterpoint towards [in relation (respect) to (uf$; " -vis] synthesis and

Is supposed (meant) (ought)(&hould) unfold (develop) constantly
(continuously, permanently, forever, perpetually) in the course of
research praxis (i.e. practice), does not constitute, on the other hand, a
task (job, mission, assignment, duty) which one can or may deal (cope,
cometo grips) with (manage, handle) only in the capacity (with the
attribute (characteristic)) of the methodological individualist. As we had
to note (comment, say, mark) against Durkheim, [the] concrete
composition (texture azonsttution) of (the) socialacts (konkrete
Beschaffenheit der sozialen Tatsachen), as well as [the] mechanism and
outcome (or result) (upshot, end(ing)) (Ausgang) of the heterogony of
ends, can only be very insufficiently (inadequately) comprehended
(grasped, understood) without ggideeply (or immersion) (deepening;
Vertiefung) into actorso Sudngectivel
could in social science indeed (actually, in fact (reality)) describe as the

[an] ideal explanation that (during, [in the course of]) which would

simi t aneously illuminate (or examine)
intentions and the mechanism of the fiealisation (non

fulfilment(achievement, attainment) (Nichtverwirklichung) of these

intentions®’. [We] (Two things) should (must) (cannot) (are nobakd),
nevertheless (however), (not) lose sight of two things (be lost sight of):

that we indeed (actually, in fact) here have to do (are dealing) with one

sole (unigue, single) (i.e. one ohlyaterial (or stuff) (matter, substance)

but with two distinci(or varying) (different) (research) levels (of

researchandthat the sequence (or order) of these levels cannot

166 See Sec. 2A in this chapter.
87 Thus, AronL e - n324.
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necessarily be reversed (turned around (upside down), inverted). The
outcome of collective action becomes more understandable (intelligible,
comprehensible) (clearer) through (by means of) contrast in consideration
(view) of (considering) the original (or initial) intentions, but whoever
knows only the intentions and the situation at the beginning (start, outset,
commencement) of the becoming évents) (nur die Absichten und die
Lage am Anfang des Geschehens), (is) (can) hardly (able to) (capable of)
prognosticate (predict, forecast, foretell) (prognosticating) the outcome
on the basis of this knowledgeancidentally, the actors themselves wbu
have been able to (could) do this, and history would then be foreseeable
as structure and event (incident, occurreigceignis). As [the]

retrospective prophet which he is, the historian argues ex pos{a#etio

the fact, subsequentlggtroactively , t hat i s, he sees
(the) light of a(n) actual (real, factual) outcome, which could not be
known to the actors themselves. The methodological individualist errs (is
wrong (mistaken)) in the belief [that] as [a] sociologist he wouddalle

to) [could] proceed otherwise (differently). He likewise looks at
(considers, contemplates) things ex post faataly this fact is here the

sociatscientific fact par excellence, namely, the fact of society.

As soon as the question of the useadtective concepts (notions) (i.e.
concepts pertaining to the collective)posed, in the methodological

i ndi vidualistsodo thoughts worl d (i
uni verse), the not wunusual (in it
thoughts wadd]) conflict between (the) dogmatic intent(ion) and the
necessities of research practice (praxis) breaks out (erupts, explodes). On
the one hand, one must admit (confess, concede) that generalisations,
precisely for the explanation of individual (separatagle, isolated)

facts, are unavoidable (inevitable), that abstraction is inherent in every
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thought, on the other hand, one [as a methodological individualist] would
like it if concepts like society, nation or capitalism would (completely,
totally) disgpear (vanish) (entirely) from social scientae passable

(i.e. practicable) middle course is sought in the consideration
(contemplation) (of) ((way of) looking aghtireties (wholenesses,

totalitieg as fictions (in der Betrachtung der Ganzheiten ésdfen),

which are, as it were (so to speak), made (thought, dreamt) up (fabricated,
concocted, invented) according to (in line (accordance) with) variable
(changeable, mutable, varying) research goals (ends, purposes), and
behind which (are) only indiduals (stand, [exist]}®. Weber, to whom

this concept (or conceptual plan) is attributed (ascribed, imputed), (has)
nevertheless (however) called (named) idegd p i c a | intdnsifiedd i ons
(heightened, increased, enhanced, improveal)tyd Agésteigerte
Wirklichkeit), and this is supposed (meant) to (should) mean that, [in
regard] to the constructive arbitrariness (der konstruktiven Beleibjgkeit
boundaries (or limits) are set (put)(, which are [set]) because of the
composition (texture or constitution) the object (or subject matter) (die

an der Beschaffenheit des Gegenstandes liegen). A fiction does not come
into being(arise, result, ensue, emergs)not created (produced)) ex

nihilo (out of nothing) in the [an] ideal type, i.e. the fiction [in(dre)

ideal type] is not caused (produced, brought about, created, generated,
engendered, manufactured) by (means of) (through) the accumulation
(amassing) of fictive (fictitious) elements, but by (means of) (through) the
refining (cleaning, purificationReinigung) of real elements [in respect]

of those aspects which are regarded (considered) in the chosen (selected)
research perspective (as) accidental (coincidental, fortuitous, chance) and

dispensable (neassential, unnecessary). After the fixing (bbshing,

168 Hayek,Missbrauch pp. 90, 92, 69ff., 94ff..
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determining, determination; Festlegung) of the research perspective, the
construction of the idedypical fiction is subject to empirical

examination (testing or scrutiny) (investigation, assessment, trial,
proof(ing)) (empirischeP r ¢ 1),) nogall (any, random, arbitrary)

fictions (whatsoever) have, therefore, the same empirical (knowledge,
cognitive) value (regarding knowledge) (Erkenntniswert), and they
cannot be exchanged (interchanged, replaced, substituted), so (as) long as
the researcperspective does not expressly change (vary). The
individualistic emphasis (stress) on the fictivity (i.e. fictiveness or
fictitiousness)f ideattypical constructs and of generalisations generally
(in general) remains correct (right) in principle, only in so far as it does
not want to suggest [that] the ideal of social science is its own reduction
to idiographic history through (by meavgay) of) the reconstruction of
individual acts (or actions) in concrete situations. However, it aims

precisely at this.

Not by chance, therefore, the intellectusjritual) genealogy of modern

soci al science refers t gprathehttantdh ol i st
(the) individualistic contract theory, to Vico and Herder rather than to

Hobbes or LockeThe individualistic tradition of socigheoretical

thinking (thought) has, in other words, for the formation (or development)

of modern social sciee, contributed markedly (noticeably, distinctly,
perceptibly) |l ess than the Aholistic
says (states, declares, testifies) nothing at all of course (naturally) in
favour of dAholistical lapishedetmmbned) | i s hed
nor mati visms. Methodol ogi cal I ndi vi d
achievement (accomplishment, feat, performance) in a work like

LOANCci en R®gi meordertto slbatanta® verifyubick o n

up, prove, produce (give) evidence)fthe advantages (merits) of (the)
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individualistic way of looking at things (consideration, contemplation) in

the sociathistorical field (area, sector, domaitf) It is, however, at least

rash to conclude (i nfilanyhowdaaapuce) fr o
rate, anyway) ambivaleintpolitical liberalism(,)his individualistic

orientation in [regard to] socialcientificmethodology (or approach

pertaining to method)n der sozailwissenschatftlichen Methodik). And it

is frankly (absolutely, really) paradaal for methodological

individualism to vindicate a(n) (lareggcale, extensive, great) analysis (on

a large scale) at (in) whose centre (heart, focal point) are (stand)

consciously very longerm institutional trends which by no means

correspond to the axtr s Gundemstantling. In comparison with (to) that,

one could in fact (even) gain the impression [that] another classical
sociologicahistoriography (description (writing) of history)amely

Ma r Xhed8 Brumaire of Louis Bonaparte pr oceeds f@Amor e

I ndi vi duaderaps (maylze| pbsgilaly) of necessity, since the

(time) period (of time) treated (handled) is much smaller. However, this

example already teaches that a(n) proper (appropwaighing up

(assessmendtf individual action does not in the least depend on [a]

confession (declaration) of faith in methodological individualism,

whereas one can learn from Tocqueville that the orientation of research

towards the long waves of collective action and towards the heterogony
ofendsd® effects (or consequences) (re
(spring) from Aholisticd biasses (pr
(remarked, observed, mentioned), methodical (i.e. methodological)

Arul eso i n such waeubstantially,lsignyficamtly)c onsi de
smal l er role than in coewanrvedonal (p

dissertations ((doctoral) thesis) or habilitation writings (i.e. treatises (or

¥Thus, Boudon, dAlndividualistic Traditiono, p. 49ff
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postdoctoral theses) (papers) pertaining to the institutional recognition of
a sdolar as having the highest academic qualifications)
(HabilitationsschriftenY°. Methodological individualists need (require),

In any case, for the confirmation of their (fundamental) principles,
entirely (totally, wholly, completely) different (other) scidic

achievements (accomplishments, feats) than the mere proclamation
(announcement), or the mere theoretical processing (treatment), of these
(fundamental) principles. One would, furthermore (moreover, besides,
anyway), be curious (inquisitive) to firait (learn, discover) what they
asmethodological individualists have to say about (regarding) [the]
present and future of contemporary mass [society] and world society
(Massen und Weltgesellschaft). [That] [It] (is obvious) [that] the task

(job, missionduty) of a construction of the social from individuals in a
world population of six billion humans (people, men) has become
considerably (a great deal, substantially, sizably) more complex(, is
obvious (evident, apparent)). And correspondingly (or inljedraith

that) parallely, commensurately, accordingat the same time,
simultaneously, the feeling (sense) is reinforced (strengthened,
amplified, intensified, heightened, increased, boosted) far and wide (as
far as the eye can see) [that] the hetenygof ends, in the meanwhile
(meantime), takes (has an) (is taking (having an)) effect (works, acts,
operates) (working, acting) with the relentlessness (inexorability,
pitilessness, mercilessness, implacableness, unrelenting nature) of fate (or

destiny).

It would be unfair (unjust) to deny (refuse) methodological individualism
any scientific value. However, its greatest merit (or service) is unintended

(involuntary, unintentional, unwanted), and it lies (is) precisely (there)

170 See Sec. 2B in this chapter.
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where Hayek and Popper wouldve not preferred [rather it not], since
they [Hayek and Popper], regarding (concerning) this (in this regard
(connection)), were less distant [not so far] from the seatlatal
concerns (worries, cares, anxieties)
Durkhem, than they [would have] wanted to admit. Theorrect (right)

T reminder (recollection, memory) [of the fact] that every society and
every institution consists of individuals and only of individuals, amounts
(is tantamount (equivalent)) directly or inectly to a reminder of the
precarious and fragile (delicate) character of every collective [entity,
formation, group, body] and every objecte@nstruct(ion) (creation,
shape, formation) Their [ Every society and ev
dependsri fact on the most mobile and the most unstable [(of all) things
(elements, features)]: (the) individuals and the relations between
individuals. Withoutollective concepts (notions) (i.e. concept

pertaining to the collective), the brittleness (or fragility) (crumbliness;

B r ¢ ¢ h)iofgtHe edllective becomes still (even) more conspicuous
(palpable, obviousstriking, evident), and the centripetal (centralising,
unifying) forces, which ifthe cdlective] unleashes (triggers, provokes,
starts) for [the purpose of] compensation, are [the] reverse (flip, other)
side and function of this brittleness (or fragility). (The) institutional
orders (or regulations) (rules) appear now as the infinitely ngryi

mixings (i.e. mixtures) (blendings, combinations) (out) of (from) (more)
fixed (steady or stable) elements and (out) of (from) their individual
manipulation. And the unintended consequences of action, which are
supposed (meant) to (should) serve (basaf for) methodological
individualists in (during) the creation (establishment) of fixed (steady or
stable) elements, appear, their part, as (to be) the great mangiors

of (the) manipulating (manipulative) individualié institutionellen

Ordnungererscheinen nun als unendlich vamede Mischungen aus
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feste(re)n Elementen und aus deren individueller Manipulation. Und die
unbeabsichtigten Folgen des Handelns, die bei den menthodologischen
Individualisten der Schaffung fester Elemente dienen soltestheinen

ihrerseitsalgli e gr o Cen Mampuliprenden ldiveduen d er ma

d. Laws and causalities (Gesetze und Kadsait)

The conclusion (result(s), finding(s), outcome, consequence(s); Ergebnis)
of the previous section was (read): the tru(sommonplace;
Binsenweisheit) [that] society consists of individuals and their acts (or
actions) and only these, does not in the least entail methodological

I ndi vi du duhdamemal fasic)wssumptgipositiors, thess,
suppositionsbecause n#her can thatatements (or propositions)
(opinions, pronouncements, assertica®ut (on, regarding) social facts

be reduced to statements (or propositions) about individuals, neither do
individuals and their act(ion)s constitute the only ontolodmas! inside

of the social, unless one imagines (envisages, envisions, visualises,
pictures) social being (Is) as perceptible (discernible, noticeable,
observable) material (or stuff) (matter, substance) (wahrnehmbaren
Stoff). We now turn to the third indidualistic fundamental assumption,
which says (means, states) [that] the inclusion (incorporation) of social
facts in the concept (notion) of the social being (Is) must (has to,
necessarily) lead(s) (flow(s)f) (in)t
(faith) in (historical forms (kinds) ofaw bindedness (determinisms or
law-based necessitie@h (of) history) and teleologically conceived
(developmental, evolutionary) laws (of development (evolution)) of [in]
history [historical forms of law bindegss (determinisms or lalbased
necessities) and teleologically conceived laws of development of history]
(GlaubenarGe s ¢c hi ¢ h tigkgtensumrdtarz telfolQgisch
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konzipierte Entwicklungsgesetze der Geschiéhte)he false (wrong,
incorrect)package (e. combination or union{Pas falsche Junktim) and

the false (wrong, incorrect) alternative, standing behind it [that package,
combination or union], were formulated with particular ((e)special)
polemical emphasis, since this time it was a matter of én¢eioemy) par
excellence, that is, of the Marxian perception (view) of history, whereby

(in accordance with (according to) whichg lawbound (deterministic,
law(rule}based) (developmental) stages (tiers, grades, levels, degrees) (of
development) [stage of devel opment] in history
Stufenentwicklung in der Geschichtggcessarily (unconditionally) lead

to the building (or establishment) (erection, founding, construction) of a
communistic society. Now already in theé&ntury such a weof

looking at (consideration (contemplation) of) the course of history was
interpreted as [an] attempt to transfer, in a positivistic spirit, natural (i.e.
physical) scientific thought patterns to the apprehension (grasping,
understanding, comprehensiaf)human affairs (or things) (matters);
proponents (advocates, supporters) and opponents (adversaries, rivals,
foes) of the [such a(n)] undertaking (venture) equally supported this
interpretatiof’? and (the) methodological individualists continued this

line of thought (further spun this leitmotif (thread)Under these
circumstances(,) one would expect (anticipate), as [a] reaction (response)
to (against) such (kinds of) philosophies of history, a sharp (acute)
contradistinction (contrasting) between ((ifje) natural (i.e. physical)
[sciences] and (th€)ntellectual¢spiritual) scienceshumanities)and
therein indeed (in fact (reality), a

argumentative strategy consisted too, who distinguished (differentiated,

lSee e.g. Watkins, fAHistorical Explanationo, p. 10E¢
172 See footnote 53 above.

1733, I. Berlin,Four Essayspp. 43, 56 and passim. Berlin also stressed (emphasised) of course the

metaphysical and eschatological component of the philosophies of history.
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made a distinction) between the two (both) (scientific) genera (genuses,
kinds, types,species) (of science) (den beiden Wissenschaftsgattungen),
both [in respect] of (subject) matter (the (subject) matter of the social
sciences is (are) [consists of]dig acting and understandable

(intelligible) subjects) as well as [in respect] of, as [we have (already)]
said (remarked, mentioned, commented, noticed, noted, observed), (the)

method’4.

Popper [thinks, holds, contends (thought, held, contended)] otherwise
(differently). This [person] [He, Popper] agrees with (approves of) the
ontological separation (or segregati¢eltting off, sevemce,

disassociationdf both (scientific) fields (areas, domains, sectors) (of

science), at the same time however, he @auahagine(s) (had (has) in

mind, was thinking of) their methodical (i.e. methodological) unification,

(and) to which he dedicates (dedicated) his own powers (strength(s),

faculties, forces) as [an] epistemologist. In [regard to] (On) this important

point, he chimes in (i.e. agrees) with the fmsitivistic programme

whi c h, as It seemed, for its part pu
aim (goal, objective, target) of unhinging (disrupting, unsettling,

revolutionising) the idealistic and reactionary @an(intellectualf
spiritual}scientific) tradition in the humanitig¢geisteswissenschtithe

Tradition). On the other hand, he does not want to either share (in) neo
positivismdés implicit monistic ontol
means for (twards) the realisation of that programme. The ambivalence

of his position and his impact (or influence) (effect, result, consequence)

lies in [the fact] that he sought to attain (reach, achieve, accomplish) the
necpositivistic desideratum (demand) of athmdologically unified (or

uniform) (united, standardised) science (das neopositivistische

174 Missbrauch ch. HII. See footnote 165 above.
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Desideratum methodisch einheitlicher Wissenschatft) through (by (means
(way) of)) conceptual (notional) means, which amounted (came (boiled)
down) to (ended up in) ehabilitation of the activity of the scientific

subject, that is, to (in) a revaluation of the subjective factor (subsequent to
(following, after) the older conventionalism), as well as of thewm -

vis (sensoryor material)(sensorial, sensual, sesis, perceptible))
experience ((sinnlichen) Empirie). When shortly (briefly) thereafter
(afterwardsy i n [respect of] Poppeirtiies succe:
epistemological subject was replaced (superseded) by a historical
sociological [subject] as @inator (creator, author, bearer) of theories,

the path (road, way) towards the historicisation of the natural (i.e.
physical) sciences and towards the relativisation of their truth claim (ihres
Wahrheitsanspruches) opened, while the growing (increasaigtance
against the negositivistic and analytical approaches in the field (area,
domain, sector) of the theory of acting (i.e. action) (Handlungstheorie)

led to the revival (resuscitation) of the old separation (dividietyeen

[the] meaningike-purmposeful (or meaningpearingexpedient)
(meaningfulend(goaloriented(useful)) [element, dimension, factor] and
[the] causal [element, dimension, factor] (zwischen Sinahaft
Zweckm?2 Ci ge m ,betweendiaderstanding end explaining
(explanation)This developmerit flanked (or accompanied) by the direct
cultivation (maintenance, nurturing,
(intellectual¢spiritual)-scientific) tradition on the part of hermeneufics
turned against that which Popper had in commant{jo communally,
collectively, together) with nepositivism, and it [the said development]
radicalised the aspects which separated him frgnedpositivism] (it
[neo-positivism] from him). Popper (has, had) projected his own
ambivalence onto the imador picture) of his great foe (enemy): with

(under, by) Ahistoricismod he under st
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views (or perceptions) which identify (i.e. equate) (the) natural (i.e.

physical) [sciences] and (intellectualgiritual) sciences) (thé&umanities

with each other, at ot haiented(relates)s , hi s
(intellectual¢spiritual)scientific) direction, which actually (really,
virtually, precisely) Iived from its
natural sciences]. Ndoubt (Certainly, Of course): (the) [said]

identification (i.e. equating) (Die ldentifizierung) is rejected by Popper

regarding the question l@w bindedness (determinism or kbased

necessity(Ge s et z ma C i), ¢He)eseparatibnrimrgjexted by

Popper] regarding method. Nonetheless, he [Popper] does not himself

make the (a) distinction (differentiate (distinguish) [between the natural

sciences and humanities-"-vis historicism]) so (as) neatly (cleanly,

clearly) as we do (make) it for him heesd furthermore (in addition),

the essential aporia (i.e. doubt, contradiction or pajagorains

unanswered: how is the identity (i.e. sameness) (oneness) of the

(explanatory) model (or pattern) (example) (of explanatibnient i t 2t de
Er kl 2r ug)g s(nuhsitsert urns against Ahistor
possible [in view of] (during, among, near, with) (the) grave (serious,

significant) ontological differences (their acceptance (assumption,
supposition) turns agaift the [ hist
historicism])? Identity (i.e. sameness) or, at any ratergaching

(extensive) approximation (convergence, approaching) can be asserted
(defended, underlined, put into force) only with regard to the process of

theory formation (shaping, forming, atson, development, setting up,

construction) (Theoriebildung), i.e. one can with good reason(s) claim

(maintain, contend, argue, assert) [that] the [a] researcher proceeds in the

same manner (way) both in the (nattsientific] as well as
intellectual¢spiritual)scientific) realm (area, domain, field, sector) (of

the natural (i.e. physical) sciences as well as of the humanities), while he
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(by) indeed (in fact, of course) may (liking (wanting) to) pay lip service

to induction, but in fact (actually) deses (or sketches) (plans, outlines,
designs) theories or hypotheses(,) which are only in retrospect (hindsight)
(afterwards) confirmed or rationalised through (by means of) empirical
findings (results, evidencey. However Popper does not keep (stick,
adhee, hold, remain) to (with, at) the formal (i.e. forelated) level of

theory formation. He transfers the identity (i.e. sameness) to the content
of (the) explanatory (expository, explaining) theories or [of] (the)
explanationsg u f den | n hoen Ttheoer bzw.elar k | 2 r e
Er k| 2 yamdhdgfiees, moreover, causal explanation in general as
explanatiorby means of (throughaw[s]k ausal e Er kl @2rung ¢
als Er k!l 2r un%Codsaguently (TBus, Steetefore), he
overshoots the mark, because he must now expound (explain, illustrate,
explicate;e r | 2)whatitrmeans to explain society and history by

means of (through) law[s] without resorting to (or lapsing into) (falling
(sipping) into) fAhistoricismo and fAhol
illustration, expositionDi e Er 1) foaks [®oundsprgads, appears,
seems] unsatisfactor(il)y: the laws of the social sciences are considered
(held to be, regarded, thought ofjheir (as) banal (or trivial)

(commonplace, trite, ordinary, shallow) or (as) merely probabilistic, with
the unacknowledged (undeclared, unconfessed, unadmitted) result
(consequence, outcome, effect)(,) [being] that the desideratum (demand)
of methodical (le. methodological) unification (standardisation) is partly
watered down (diluted) and partly abandoned (betrayed, surrendered).

Popperéés solution is, as we shall (i

175| have discussed elsewhere (in another place [text|ed)t{AWissenschaft, Macht und

Entscheidun[ A Sci ence, Power and Decisiondo]) the mechani s
determine (condition, cause, necessitate) theory formation uniformly (in a unified (uniform) manner) in

all fields (areas, sectord.opper of course knows nothing of their [
(impact, influence); what igheir effect, appears in his eyes as praxis (i.e. practice) or [the, a] norm of

science.

16See e.gPovertyp. 146 fdcausal ity meemnermi nadaomenbygl | awo.

512



(mistaken, false) in accordance with [as regards rmdef] both sides

[of the matter (scientific endeavour)] (aspects): neither can causal

explanation be defineslveepingly (generally, extensively, wholesale,
indiscriminately)as explanation by means of (through) law([s], nor are

social and historical caug#es banal (or trivial), as is contended

(asserted, claimed, maintained, argued) out of [due (owing) to, because

of] angst (or fear) (anxiety, worry) before [in view (the face) of]
Afatalistic determinismo. The, foll ow
remains characteristic (typical, indicative). Despite all [the]-hadasures

and ambival ences, Popper 6s endeavour
(standardisation) brought on (set (triggered, sparked, touched) off,

caused, aroused) [a feeling of] unease (uneasi discontent,

discomfort) to (for) other methodological individualists(,) who found

Hayekoéds dualisticl!position more cons

There would be nothing to (for) [a] debate, if Popper had confined

(restricted, limited) himself to the refutation (dispiray, disproof,
rebuttal, falsification; Wi derlegung
teleologically understoddw bindedness (determinism or kbased

necessity]in respect] of the overall (total) historical course ((sequence,

order) of events); we ka, for our part, ascertained (established,

determined, discovered, observed, noticed, seen) the continuing effect

(i mpact, influence) (Fortwirkung) of
(thought) on [in regard to] contemporary functionalistic evolutionism, as

well as the incapability (or incapacity) (inability) of sociology to put

forward (or establish) (propose, advance, set up, lay down, erect,

formulate) a(n) unshakable (unalterable, firm, absolute) hierarchy of

(permanently working (acting, operating, etfee)) causal factors

7Thus, e.g. |. BerlinFour Essays(foot)note 49.
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(permanently having an effect) (einen v e r r Fier&rdhia peemanent

wirkender kausaler Faktoren aufzustelléhHowever Popper connects

(joins, links, combines, associates, binds, fieah)d the connection is by

no means logicallcompelling (cogent, conclusive, necessary,

inescapable) hi s refutation of Ahistoricism
aforementioned versions thereof [of
sameness) of natural (i.e. physical) sciences and the humamvitesy,
positive(explanatory) modeg(or patern) (example) (of explanation)(,)

whose transfer(ence) to society and history in the framework of

methodological monism gives rise to (causes, creates, induces, invokes,
provokes)nstructive (educationailnformative)mistakes (errors). Some

(Several, A few) conceptual clarifications are, nevertheless (however), as

[an] introduction to this (examination (study) of the) problem (problem

under examination) and as (orientational, orientative) help (assistance,

aid) (as to (in respect of) orientation) (i.e. guidance) (Orientierungshilfe),
necessary during its [this examinat:.
handling) (unwinding, conclusion, completion; Abwicklung). First of all,

[it] must be emphasised (stresss recorded, held, captured) against

Popper 6s wholesale (sweeping, gener a
judgements and demonisations that, no matter what (whatever) one thinks
(holds in respect) of laws in history, not everyone, who accepts (assumes,
adops, presumes) such [laws in history], may eo ipso be called
(described, referred to) (as) [a] #dh
concern (pertain to, regard, affect) the overall (total) course (sequence)

(of events) [of], or the direction and the purpdgoal or end) [of], (of)

history, are something other than laws(,) which inside (of) (within) this

course (sequence) (of events) [of history] take (have an) effect (work, act,

18 See (above) Ch. 1, Sec. 3, and, Sec. 2B in this Chapter(, above).
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operate) without teleological implicatiorsmongst these latter [laws

insidethe course of history without teleological implications], one must

then again distinguish (differentiate) those which are supposed (meant) to
(should) apply universally, from other(s) [laws] which include (or record)
(register, capture, apprehend, graspladble relation between two

particular (special) aspects or components of sdéfety the rush

(intoxication) [Under the influence] of the struggle (battle, fight) against
Aholi smo and the philosophy of histo
(overlooked, [dichot (failed to) notice]) that
the Marxian construction cannot be put down (reduced) all together (of

them) and (not) entirely (completely, wholly, totally) to the philosophy of

history, but also at least in part represent (tituie) empirically

checkable (verifiable or testable) statements (or propositions)

(pronouncements, assertionpiniong on (regarding, about) the way

(mode) of functioning of social formations and the causal interrelation
(connection, correlation, contig of social factorsé€mpirisch
cberpr¢fbare Aussagen ¢ber die Funkt
Gesellschaftgfrmationen und den kausalen Zusammenhang sozialer

Faktoren darstellen), which can have [a(n)] (continued) existence

[continue to exist] irrespective (regardd@ésdependent) of the

teleological background (backdrop). The [A] differentiation (distinction)

of the concept (notion) of law should, in any case (anyway, at all events,

at any rate), precede a condemnation (denunciation, denouncement) of

fidet er mDaternmsnismud) (n accordance with (according to) a

triple [threepronged] criterion: level of validity (force, effect, influence,
application), range (scope) of validity, stringency of validity (Ebene der

Geltung, Reichweite der Geltung, Stringenz dert@egj).

"Mandel baum, ASocietal | awso, passi m.
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Already the attempt at such a differentiation (distinction) of the concept
(notion) of law, however, results in (yields, produces, makes, reveals,
shows, establishes) a(n) in principle (fundamental, principal) distinction
(difference, differentiatin) between law and causality, since only that
causality, whose range (scope) is unlimited (boundless) and whose
stringency [is] absolute, may be regarded as (considered) [a] law stricto
sensu $chon der Versuch einer solchen Differenzierung des
Gesetzeslggiffes ergibt aber eine prinzipielle Unterscheidung zwischen
Gesetz und Kausalit?2t, da alts Geset z
gelten darf, deren Reichweite unbegrenzt und deren Stringenz absolut
ist). Law is causality, not every causality constitutes, however (though), a
law. Of causality or cause and effect (Ursache und Wirkung) way may
talk (speak) with regard to individual (separate, single, isolated) facts or
events (occurrences, incidents), afvk on the other hand, [we may talk]

in (with) regard (respect) to (of) (regarding) [those (such) facts or events]
necessarily being repeated (or repeating themsalvéa)) typical form

(i.e. while conforming to a typ€sichin typischer Form notwendig
wiederholendg [A] law correlates a type of event (incident, occurrence)
with another type of event, not merely an event with another event; there
are therefore no laws which concern (have to do with, regard, pertain to,
affect) a(n) sole (single, uniquenly, solitary, long just ong atypical

event (die ein einziges atypisches Ereignis betreffen), even though
(although, notwithstanding that) this [event] must come into being (arise,
result, ensue, emerge, be created (produced)) as a result (bec#dse) of
to) the effect (impact, consequence, influence, result) of a certain
(particular) cause or causality. However, the mere causal effect of an
eventAber die bl oCe kausalmansther kung ei
[event] does not mean that the form, unatbich the causal effect took
place, is transferable to other causal effects, that is, [that it (the said form
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(of a causal effect))] is generalisable; and [a] law is exactly a universally
in force (effect) (prevailing, applicable, operative, current) fofraffect

(or effectual form) of causalityufd Gesetz ist eben eine universell

gel tende Wi r kun g)sAtbmadrwide)spectrha(eirs al | t 2t
breites Spektrum) extends (stretches) between the [a] law stricto sensu
and the causality of a(n) case (arste), and the task (job, duty, mission)

of sociological and historical research during its search for causal
interrelations (connections, correlations, contexts) consists in determining
(fixing, defining) the place of the phenomenon (coming) in(to) qomesti
inside of (within) this spectrum. The [An] investigation (or tracing) of
(inquiry (making inquiries) about) the causality, to which a phenomenon
Is subject, occurs (happens, takes place) with regard to the entire (whole,
complete) spectrum (das ganzeslgpum),(;) it [the said investigation]
implies direct or indirect comparisons of (causal(ity)) types (of causality)
(Ka us al i)twithtosetaryotner, mnd it is obvious that the rash
identification (i.e. equating) of causal explanation with (the) exgtian

by means (way) of (through) [a] law[s] can only detract from (interfere
with, damage, impair, impede, spoil, restrict) (the) necessary flexibility
during (the) research into causes (Ursachenforschung). Instead of
searching for laws in order to themm this basis [i.e. the basis of laws],
investigate (or trace) causalities, it appears [to be] much more fertile
(productive, fruitful) to pose (the) concrete questions: to what extent (or
in what way) does a type of causality between two successiveidastor
events differ from that [(the) type of causality] between two sociological
interrelations (correlations, contexts)? Does the cause of a certain
(particular) type of phenomenon, e.g. a revolution, always remain the
same(,) or does it change (vary) untke influence of other factors and
[under] which [factors] on each and every respective occasion? Does the
same cause have an (take) effect (act, work, operate) always in the same
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way (manner)? How far is the [a] cause (distanced, removed) from the
[an] effect, and what comes (in) between (them),(;) how is, on each and
every respective occasion, thetwork (plexus, mesltgf necessary and

sufficient reasons shaped (formed, moulded)?

The renunciation (or rejection) (refusal, cancelation) of teleologically
conceivedhistorical forms (kinds) of) law bindedness (determinisms or
law-based necessities) (in (of) histomyst, therefore, entail a

renunciation (or rejection) of causality just as littlétsstaking seriously

of causality calls for (command®quires, demands) the acceptance
(assumption, adoption) of laws of [aatural(physicabscientificrather

than historicalphilosophical) typd[found] in the natural (i.e. physical)
sciencs rather than in the philosophy of histprirhe conviction [thg
nomological knowing (knowledge) of [a, the] (natural(physical)

scientific) type ([found] in the natural (i.e. physical) sciences) is hardly
suitable (any (not much) good) for the investigation of (research into)
sociological and historical causality doeot imply epistemologically the
(any) glorification (praising) o€hancgor coincidence) (Zufalls) in the

name of human freedom (see below). Not everatteptance
(acknowledgemendf (confession of faith inpure idiography must
(necessarily, has (ght) to) amount(s) to (end(s) up inflavaluation
(debasement, disparagement, belittlemeh{jhe) causal way of looking

at things (consideration, contemplation); the progressive (advancing,
progressing, gradual, onward) causal analysis of the cormasteshows
(displays, indicates, demonstrates) of course that as a result (because) of
(due to) the complexity of causal interrelations (connections, correlations,
contexts) and consequently (thus) of the constant (continuous, continual)
overlapping (spreding or encroaching) (infringind | ber gofene f e n
level of causality (causal level) into another [level of causality], pure
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idiography is just as great a nonse(rseschief,nuisance, horseplay,

devilment) as pure nomolodglie pure Nomologie)That s why it is

advisable (recommended) to not, in the interests of the in itself necessary

sharp separation (i.e. distinction) (division, segregation) between law and
causality, bring the causal way of looking at things into the vicinity of

(close (near) toidiography, and [it is advisable] to place little value on

(think little of) the investigation of regularitiesp matter how rich the

yield (return, fruits, results) may be from case to ¢Bsder empfiehlt es

sich nicht, I m | n tscharfensTeeenung emischeann s i ¢ h
Gesetz und Kausalit?2t die kausale Be
|l di ographie zu bringen und die Erfor
geringzusch?tzen, egal, wie )%ich de
It is also advisable to nadentify (i.e. equate) the distinction (difference)

between law and causality in every respect with that [distinction] between

nature and history or society, to want to find (discover, come across)

causality by means of (through) law[s] only in nature lamdess

causality (i.e. causality not by means of law[g))d s et z| os)e Kaus al
only in history or society. Because apart from the fact that the latter

[causality not by means of law] is conceivable (imaginable, possible,

thinkable) in nature too, statiisal-probabilistic regularitiesstatistisch
probabilistische Regef® i g k)ecantbeefound (located) at both

ontological levels [i.e. of (historical) human action, and, of nature]. In this

way (Because of that), the in principle difference existing betwthem

[both ontological levels] is not disputed (denied, contested, challenged),

but [the said in principle difference, it] must be sought where it is to (can,

should) be found: in the fact that one end of the spectrum of causalities,

l.e. law stricto ensu, can (should, is to) occur (appear, crop up, arise)

®This is noted (marked, said)Lawsp.d0sfist Drayods idiogr
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only in nature, not in history and society; all other [things] are

(everything else is), at least heuristically, a possibility (to be considered)
for both ontological realms (areas, fields, sectbosnains; Bereiche),

even though the [a] researcher can estimate (appreciate, reckon, assess,
guess, forecast) in advance how frequently one or the other type of
causality (causal type) appears (happens, occurs, crops up) in each of
them (every one of thefboth ontological realms]). Law, on the one

hand, and causality [in respect] of one case, on the other hand, remain
thus (consequently, therefore) indispensable (essential) as methodological

and ontological (points of) orientation (pointshut only as sch.

So much (far [it]) is now clear: the in principle openness (uncertain
outcome) of historicasocial developments (Die prinzipielle Offenheit
geschichtlicksozialer Entwicklungen) does not mean [that] the effect
(impact, influence) of causality slackefuecreases, diminishes, subsides,
abates, wears (eases) off, lets up, wanes fades; lasse...nach) now and then
(from time to time, once in a while) or for [a] longer period (of time), but
only [that] the constant (continual, continuous) crossing (or etdo)

of several (a number of, quite a few) causalities with one another stands
in the way of thdrecti)linear (rectilinealflevelopment (unfolding) of one
[causality] amongst them(,) and forces (compels, enforces) unforeseeable
(unpredictable) turns.@. changes) (turning points, twists). Tlusnstant
crossing of several causalities etadt intermittent causality (or causality
breaking off or being interrupted (suspended), continuous causality)
(@usset zen§ makdsdawssimpbssible],)tvwdh would include
(register, capture, grasp, record) the whole (entire) course of history or
even only aspects (facets) of the same [course of history]; because law is
nothing other than the absolutely certain imposition (pushing (carrying)

through, assadn, predominance, prevailing, enforcement,
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implementation) and unfolding (development) of aqole(singlg only,
unique,solitary, lone)causal chain (denn Gesetz ist nichts anderes als die
absolut sichere Durchsetzung und Entfaltung einer einzigen Kausalkette).
Only a clear separation (division) between law and causality is, therefore
(consequently), capable of (able to) (can) making épakderstandable

(clear) why laws cannot be taken into consideration (considered) in
Popper6s fAhistoricistico sense. The
(happenoccur) so that historical laws are substituted by historical
coincidences (accidentsappenstnces, fortuities, chancdshance cases
(instancesevents, happenings, facts)] Z u,fbét WHileechance (or

coincidence) is assigned (allocated) to (or classified as) a causality(,)

which is nolaw bindednessdgterminism or lawbased necessity)egi. is

not a onedimensiamal and absolutely irrefutablen¢ontrovertible,

irrevocablg causaltys ondern i ndem der Zufall ei
zugeordnet wird, die keine Gesetni gk ei t, d. h. keine ¢
und absolut unum®€ | i ¢ h e K jaThat# whytcharice (ors t
coincidence) can be described (referred to) as (called) the invasion

(breaking in) of a, for us, irrelevant causality, into a, for us, relevant [one,
causality]; it is a question of standpoint, from which the crossing (or
intersection of causalities with one another becomes (is) perceived, and

(so) seen [in this way] it [chance (or coincidence)] can even dominate,
although all (everything) which exists in the world is determined

(conditioned) causalk. There will always, thereforeghmincidences

(accidents, happenstances, fortuities, charjckance cases (instances,

events, happenings, facts)]) from the human perspective, of necessity

181 Meyer, Zur Theorie pp. 23, 27. Weber follows (i.e. agrees (goes along) withXhiimc aus al concept
of chance ( oWissenschaftslahreh.e2hoff..eCarg Wb, does not accept the difference

(distinction) between chance (or coincidence) and causality even terminologically, argues similarly
(What is History? pp. 98ff ., 107); for him, there are only @
such [causes] whithave an (take) effect (act, work, operate) in a number of (several, quite a few)

cases, and hence can lead to generalisations, and such [causes](,) which only have an effect in a single

(sole, solitary, lone) case and are of importance (significancefamthe analysis of this case.
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concentrated on the [what is] relevant [element, dimensibni e &wvird

es also in der menschlichen, notgedrungen auf Relevantes zentrierten
Perspektive immer geben), since our knowledge (even (the) natural
scientific (knowledge) [pertaining to natural (i.e. physical) science] (auch
das naturwissenschaftliche)) at b@rost) carencompass (include,

contain) individual (separate, single, isolated) causalities or [forms
(kinds) of law bindedness (determinismslaw(rule)}based necessities)

in the present, not their crossings (or intersections) with one another and
nottheir crossings (or intersections) between all their effects

(consequences, results, influences) in the future.

For methodological individualists, who comprehend (grasp, understand,

I nterpret) the struggl e ay[dpleglhgt |, batt
(advocacy, defencddr (in favour of) the freedom of man (humans,

people) and his [mands] historical w
temptation prompts (suggests, advises) [(to) them] to extend (expand,

stretch, enlarge) the rejection (disapmdv) of t he phil osoph
teleological determinism to every causal determinism. Berlin e.g., who

knows the difference %4 aaverlelesstalksot h i d
(speaks) (so) as if there were a necessary interrelation (connection,

correlatiod) bet ween them [both Adeter mi ni ¢
teleological law bindedness (determinism or-laased necessijtyn

historyand (biopsychic) causality (equally, in the same way) eliminate

(the) freedom of (the) will (or free will) (die Willensgiheit)and the

responsibility (or accountability) (answerabilityf) the personThis

position, which was promoted to a liberal article of faith and

commonplace (banality), leads to paradoxes. The philosophy of history

(has) supported (defended, advocated, justified, represented) teleological

1821n the following [passage] [what follows], | [shall (be)] refer[ring]Rour Essaysp. 41ff..
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determinism in order to safeguard (protset;ure) the meaning (sense)
and purpose (goal or end) of human history with ultimate (final)
arguments (um Sinn und Zweck menschlicher Geschichte mit letzten
Argumenten abzusichern)(,) and to make [such meaning and purpose of
human history (and ultimateguments)] binding for [on] all individuals,

no matter how they may behave as individuals; and the opponents
(adversaries) of the philosophy of history reject (refuse, repudiate, repel,
turn away) this determinism in order to protect (save, preserve, tkeep)
meaning and purpose (goal or end) of [the] free individual life from [in
relation to] the blind power (might) of historical fate (or destiny). Yet

why can the meaning and purpose of individual life be assumed
(accepted, adopted, supposed, presumeti)certainty, but not the

meaning and purpose of history as a whole? If life is supposed (meant) to
(should) in general have [a] meaning and purpose, why may (can, should,
must) (are) these [meaning and purpose] (allowed (permitted) tonkeco
apparentifoticeable, evident, clear, manifest, perceptible) (make
themselvedelt) only at [the] individual [level], not at the level of history
and ofthe genus (i.e. mankind or the human spe®i@sjl is it not
considerably (much, a great deal, substantially) rddfieult to grant (or
confer on) (give, award, bestow) (to) individual life meaning and purpose
if (when) history as a whole does not have any [meaning and purpose]?
One can in fact deny (gainsay) (the) teleological determinism in (of)
history (den telealgischen Geschichtsdeterminismus) exdo#igause

one is not capable of discerning (recognising, discovering, spotting) any
meaning and purpose in human life at all, and indeed on the basis of the
assumption (acceptance) of a strict determination of diNituals by

their collective and personal biopsychic fate (or destiny). The [An]
(optimistic) teleological determinism in (of) history can be shaken
(rocked) by a biopsychic determinism, which stands [finds itself, has]
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(under) pessimistic signs (i.e. solism) (auspicesy3 (;) for (about) [in
relation to] that (into the bargain, in addition), belief in (the) freedom of
(the) will (or free will), from whose point of view both determinisms and
ultimately (in the end, finally, after all) all types of cauadire lumped
together (tarred with the same brush), is not therefore by any means
required.The equating (identification) of law and causality leaves
Afreedomo anb,sifgteusduesditary, Bne remaining)
counter concept, and does petrmit (allow) the refutation (disproving)

of (the) teleological determinism in (of) history by the notion (thought,

idea, concept, perception; Gedanken) of causality itself.

Beyond (Over and above, Apart from) that, the philosophical affirmation
(approva) or rejection (disapproval) g¢the) freedom of (the) will (or free
will) is absolutely (completely, totally) irrelevant for sociological and
historical research praxis (or practice). With that (Thereby, As a result,) it
Is not merely meant that the causal concept (notion) of chance (or
coincidence) explaine@kxplicated, expauwded, elucidated) aboveakes

a deduction (derivation, inference)(tie) freedom of (the) will (or free

will) and [freedom] of acting (i.e. action) from the prevailing (ruling) of
chance (or coincidence) in history redundant (unnecessary, superfluous,
irrelevant) (eine Ableitung der Willenand Handlungsfreiheit aus dem
Walten des Zufalls in der Geschichte gegenstandslos macht). Rather, we

183 Anthropological pessimists have, at any rate (in any case), often attempted it, thus e.g. Cioran,
Histoire et Utopie For their part, the champions (or advocates) (proponents, defenders, supporters) of
(the) freedom of (the) will (or free will) should explain [to] what [objections] then does (has) (the) [a]
free will (der freie Wille) (object(ed)) againstaw-bound(deterministic odlaw(rule}based)}ourse of
history if (when) this heads (makes, is heading) for (aims (drives) at) ethically good aims (goals,
targets, objectives, destinations), as most philosophies of history assure (reassure, promise, affirm) [us]
in miscellaneous (different, differing, various) variations. A contrast(ing) (conflict, opposition)
between free will and such aims (goals) of history can only be postulated with the help of the (in itself
contradictory) theological assumption (suppositionafftithe [a] decision in favour of (for) (choice of)

evil is a(n) inseparabldédntirely, totally) indispensabléntegral) part of human freedom. But exactly

in order to deprive (take all power(s) away from) (the) freedom [in favour of] (towards thé)fevil
power), the philosophies of history (die Geschichtsphilosophien) (have) invented the determinism [in
respect] of (the) [what is] good [as opposed to evil].
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are thinking about something methodically (i.e. methodologically)
fundamental (basic). Historicabciological reseah must, namely, of its
cognitive character, (make a) stop before that threshold(,) on the other
side of (beyond) which the question [in respect] of (in accordance with)
(the) freedom of (the) will (or free wills posed. For sociological

research in thaarrower (strict) sense, which deals (is concerned
(concerns itself), looks) in principle with (into) anonymous averages of
social behaviour and with (into) resultants of numerous (a large number
of) converging (or going into one another) individual actjs € ¢ r di e
soziologische Forschung im engeren Sinn, die sich prinzipiell mit
anonymen Durchschnitten sozialen Verhaltens und mit Resultanten von
zahlreichen ineinandergehenden individuellen Handlubgenf ) ahistis
clear anyhow (anyway). But the hosical reconstruction of individual

action (acting) too, must come to a standstill (stop, halt) outside of the
(holy) sanctum (shrine)(,) in(side) which the mystery of freedom and
necessity is acted out (happens, takes place). What may here seem
(appear) 4s) [to be] [the] free choice and correspondingly [the] free
acting (i.e. action) of the historical actor, constitutes in reality a projection
of the alternatives of acting (i.e. action), as the historian perceives (sees)
them [these alternatives] in [regleto] the situation in question
(concerned) (in der betreffenden Lag
representational (or ideational) world (world of representation (ideas,
notions, perception), imaginatipdie Vorstellungswelt as well as a
connection (ocombination) (interrelation, linkng), association, bongd

made (or manufactured) (produced, establisfadaticated restorefl by

the historian (vom Historiker herges
mode (way) of acting (i.e. action) (conduct; Handlungsweise) with the
inner (internal) act of choice (Akt der Wahl) between the supposedly

(ostensibly) existing alternativeBut differently (another way, otherwise)
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(In other words): as much as the historian also wants to put (place, set)

the [an] actor at (in) the centre (focal point, heart) of his description (or

account) (portrayal, representation), in actual fact (redigygtarts from

the situation in which the actor (supposedly) finds himself (is found)

(faktisch geht er von der Lage aus, in der sich der Akteur (angeblich)
befindet),(;) he [the historian] forms a(n) judgement (opinion) on (about,
regarding) the possibiies of acting (i.e. action) in this situation, and he
comprehends (grasps, understands, interprets) the action of the actor as

[a] function of the choice between these possibilities. In so far (as much)

as the historian accepts (assumes, adopts), theyéherfreedom of

choice, he comprehends it, in actual fact, as [a] correlate of what he

considers (regards, holds to be, thinks of) (as) the openness (uncertain
outcome) of a situation, or (rather, else) (alternatively) he translates that

which he consides (holds to be, regards, thinks of) (as) the openness
(uncertain outcome) of the situation
acting (i .e. action). Il n any event,
necessity an external (outer) and observable [¢agirg) point], i.e. a

(notion (idea, representation, perception) of the) situation and an acting

(i .e. action) of the actor (in accor
connected with it [that situation]). The historian can go further (on(ward),
forward, beyond) only in the direction of (towards) himself, i.e. he can

reflect upon his own work and even analyse the optical illusion which
brings (|l eads, causes) him, in relat
as free action, because it[theabter acti on] arrives (col
(appears) as [a] choice between alternatives. However, he [the historian]

cannot go further in the direction of (towards) the actor, that is, he, under

no circumstances, can take (adopt, assume) as [the, a(n)](aetlial

starting point of his description (or account) the processes (or (series of)

events) (occurrences, development s)
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unconscious) psyche, and assert (claim, maintain) the freedom of his [the
actor 6s] c hoiejfwhileikmowinghotthekerpmagdses dog

(series of) events), [but, and] not with regard to the (assumed (adopted,
accepted)) openness (uncertain outcome) of the situation. All this also
applies to (is valid for) the actor himself, in so far as he is cosfi

(proved true) (confirms (proves, acknowledges) himself) as [a] historian

and wants to account for his acts (or actions). The historian, or the actor

as a historian of himself, thus can and noastprehend (understand,

grasp, perceive, interpreahd (e)present (show, depict, portray,
describe) the actorés action as [ a,
(however) whether this choice was free or not, escapes (eludes, defies, is
beyond) his [the historian or actor
and competence; if he is convinced of the contrary (opposite), then he is
persevering (adhering) (perseveres, persists) merely in (to) the optical

illusion outlined (described) above. This becomes more understandable if

we think of the case (instance) {irhich] the actor acts more or less

Aunfr ee Aunfrei), e.§. uneer thair(fluence of a(n) (coercive
(forcible, coercedforced)) idea (notion, representation, perception) (of
coercion (compulsion or necessit{Ywangsvorstellung), and

neverthebss can choose amongst a number of (several, various, multiple,
quite a few) possibilities: one is driven by pathological hate to(wards)

murder (homicide), and in the course of this (at the same time), one

chooses in [a state of] cool (chilly, colhd (gal) (purposful,
expedientyationality (or expediency)i(n k ¢ hl er ZWee kr at i or
[a(n)] suitable (right, appropriate, fit) procedure (or course of action) and

the most effective meanghe historian can ascertain (determine,

establish, find oytdiscover) the motive and judge (assess) thegoal)
(purposeful, expedientationality (expediencypf the action, he can(not)

and must (not) say nothing (anything) about whether the actor was
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Afdeterminedo or not b gompaitisn (textutei ve or
or constitutionto(wards) yis-"-vis) [commit] (the) murder. Freedom

with regard to (in view of, regarding) [the fathjatan act (eine

Handlung) is undertaken or omitted (neglected), is something different

than freedom in relation to (regarding) thev (How) of the act. The

wilful (deliberate, voluntary; willentliche) character of an act is

something other than the existermf causes for this act. And the

existence of causes for the act is something different than the

subsumability (Subsumierbarked) these causes under the necessity of a
(biopsychic) law. Consequently, we [have] come back (return[ed]) to the

fundamenta(basic, elementary) distinction between law and causality.

The sociologist and the historian can, therefore, rightly (properly) little

[ hardly, barely] start with the assu
human will s and f r éehicallprathectkan 6. Af t er
scientifically motivated confession of faith (creed), they [the sociologist

and the historian] would have to anyhow (anyway) proceed (go (pass,

move) over (on)) to research practice (praxis), and then they would again

stand (be, [fid themselves]) before the same question, before which

Herodotus and Thucydides in their (at that) time (in those days) had stood
(were, [found themselvesf). what was the cause of the individual acts

(or actions) and of the collective course (order or sege) of events (i.e.
development) (und der kollektivehab | 3, wliyare they so (thus) and

did not turn out otherwise (differently)? Indeed (Actuallyfdat

(reality)): the historical material and the historical narrative (narration,

story, tale, accountpustbe organised around the axis of this question

should history really (actually, after (at) all, in general) differ (be

distinguished) from [a] chrocle (annals). Because the criterion for [the]

184 See footnote 81 above.
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selection (choice) anuutting in orderiqclusion, incorporation, ordering)

(or classification) of the facts can be sought and found only in a

judgement (estimation, adjudication) of their relative weigha\(iy)

inside of the overall (total) causal context (or interrelation) (des kausalen
Gesamtzusammenhanges). This weight is measured against (compared to)
their [the said factsd] conseguences
awaken (stir up, arous&r their part (the) historical interest for [in] the

causal preconditions (prerequisites, presuppositions) of these same facts,
so that gradually (step by step, bit by bit) a structured (organised), gapless
(complete, total, full, unbroken, watertiglhistoical narrative, i.e. a

historical continuum (ein historisches Kontinuum)(,) is formed
(developed¥®. The question about (regarding, in accordance with, of) the
subjective meaning (or sense), which (the) actors (have) connect(ed) with
their act(ion)s, is p@sl only as a result of the ascertainment of the status

(or importance) (value) of those act(ion)s inside of the historical

continuum. In view of this function of the notion (idea, thought, concept)

of causality for the constitution of the historical nautit appears [to

be] (seems) unfounded (groundless, absurd, bizarre) to see, from [a]

|l iterary or hermeneutic perspective,
narrative itself, in the dynamic(s) of its own unfolding (development) and

in its immanent (iherent) structural lat®®. A weighing up (assessment)

of act(ion)s and facts, which by [of, in accordance with] its [very] essence
(nature, texture, character, being; Wesen) must be thought of in
(accordance with, terms of) causal categories(,) and caogass( yields,
supports) the narratives history always underlies (is at the root of) the

undoubtedly existing own (independent or autonomous) life (Eigenleben)

18 Cf. Carr,What is History?p. 103; Lukacsiist. Consciousnesg. 128ff.; MandelbaumAnatomy
p. 76.
6 Thus, e.g. L. WhitelMetahistory also RicoeurT e mps .et r ®ci t
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of the narrative as literary form. The purely literary aspect itself, as
informative (instrutive, revealing, illuminating) as it may (also) be in
other respects, lies (is) outside of the interests and of the competencies
(domains, responsibilitieg u s t 2 ned)iofghistery as science. The
identification (i.e. equating) of history and narrat{on narrative) cannot,

in any case (at all events (any rate)), name (call, give away, reveal) the
specific difference between history and chronicle (die spezifische

Differenz zwischen Historie und Chronik).

The causal nexus, which gives (provides, deliversktieture of

depth(s) (indepth (deep(er), depth(siructure) [structure of depth]
(Tiefenstruktur) of [the] historical narration (narrative), can though
(certainly, indeed, however) be conceiveds{geed, planned, drafted)

and articulated in a unified (closed) manner or loosely, systematically or
in passing (casually, incidentally). But even when (deeper, more
profound) causal analyses (going deeper [into matters]) (tiefergehende
kausale Analysen)na the corresponding abstract terms are lacking
(absent, missing) or even banished (ostracised, outlawed,
excommunicated, banned, expelled, excluded), nevertheless expressions
and words emerging (arising, surfacing, appearing, coming (cropping,
turningjup ti me (again) and again (repeat

~

these conditions (circumstances) o, i
Ai nfluenceo, fAmotiveo, nAlead [to] o,

i n) o and other[s] [ exmrissheigiactedsut and w
(happening, taking place) in the thought (notional or intellectual)

(imaginary) background (im gedanklichen Hintergrund). In the course of

this, the implicit or pronounced (express(ed), marked, distinct, definite,

explicit) causal expnationsK a u s a | e r)lare Based &) gnethe

assumption (or acceptance) (supposition, adoption) of regularities
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(when(ever) (if) x, then one may (should, must) expect (be prepared for,
reckon with, take into account, estimate) y), b) on presumptions
(suppositions or conjectures) (assumptions) (Vermutungen) and
ascertainments (observations, realisations) about (on, regarding, over) the
motives and reasons for acting (i.e. action) or ¢) on assessments of the
influence of a(n) earlier (previous) event¢aoence, incident) othe

coming (bringing) about (genesi®as Zustandekommen) of a later
(subsequent) [evenf]. (Moreover,) At least at (in) the back of the

hi storianés mind(,) (is) the categor
(moreover) found (locath), which with the help (on the basis) of (based

on, starting from) the hypothesis about ([in resepct] of, regarding, on) the
absence (ncappearance, nematerialisation, nomealisation, eclipse) of

an event or factor, allows (permits) [the] conclusiabeut ([in respect]

of, regarding) its [the¢e?Eheaquestionor ff ac
Awhat (would happen ((there) be),) i
escapade of [a] historical phantasy, but a legitimate thought experiment

for the (indiect) verification of a causal hypothesis,(;) it [the said

guestion] (stands) (is) just as epistemologically (to reason) (obvious,
reasonable, plausible, logical) as [it does (is)] psychologically. It [This

question] illuminates (elucidates) from a widera@@der) point of view

(angle, perspective, viewpoint) the difference (distinction) between

hi story and chronicle, and already i
implies both a programmatic connectitigKing, combining, connection,
combinationassociéion, bond interrelation; Verbindung) of [between]
history and causal explanation (with each other) as well as the assumption
(or acceptance) of the openness (uncertain outcome) of the becoming (or

events) in short (a nutshell), it implies a simultansq@oncurrent)

187 Gardiner Nature p. 67ff..
18 \Weber,Wissenschaftslehr@. 266ff..
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affirmation (approval) of causality and [a] rejection (disapproval, refusal,

denial) oflaw bindedness (det@inism or lawbased necessity). The

application (use, employment, usage, bringing to bear) of the category of

the objective possihtly constitutes (represents) an isolating (insulating,

isolative) thought (intellectual, mental) operation (eine isolierende
Denkoperation); through it [this application of the category of the

objective possibility or thought operation], namely, the cawsajht

(gravity) of an event or factor through (by means of) [the] isolation of the

same [event or factor] from the rest of [the events or factors] is calculated
(estimated, assessed, worked (figured) out, reckoned, taken into account,
computed). Succesa isolations for the determination (or investigation)
(establishment, ascertainment, tracing; Ermittlung) of causalities result in
(amount (come) to, yield, produce, make), for their part, the central
structuringprinciple of [the] historical narration énrative) (das zentrale
strukturi erende Pr i)n\ith tipeir [the sudcessive s c her
l sol ationsd] help (aid, assistance),
(acquires, obtains, wins, gets, procures) validity (prestige or recognition)
(value,influence, worth, importance, respect, acceptance; Geltung), in

whose judgement (estimation, discretignpatters (is important, means

[a lot]) to centrehe causal analysis on (around) a certain (particular)

factor or on the relation(ship) between two or a number of (several, many,
multiple) factors; [the] object (subject matter, topic, motif, theme), extent

(range, scope, size, scale), materials andtstring of the narrative

(narration)will then turn out (end up, [transpire, come about, take place])
accordingly(correspondingly)T he ¢l ause 0 avghtotheari s par i
things( or condi tions) [ r enodhejnhingsg] t he sc¢
being eqal (or held constagto ] , i n whi ch (the) isol e
operations find expression (manifest themselves, are reflected), keeps

(brings, calls) gnce) again (more) in (to) mind [reminds us] that the
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ascertainment of a cause doet have to (necessarilgpint (allude) to
(indicate, suggestaw bindedness (determinism or kbased necessity)
Because the effect (impact, influence, result, consequence) of the cause
depends on the attendant (surrounding) circumstaBcesg | ei t)uymst @ nd
on t he nis effececan be unequiviotally (unambiguously)
determined (found out, made (up), constituted) only inside of (within) an
intellectually (, in terms of thought(s and ideas),) prepared closed system;
however, the clear causal lines become (go) blurred ¢adg) (dull,

muddy) as soon as (when) one turns (devotes oneself) to the darkest
(unplumbed) depths (or abysses) (chasms, precigicbsg r ¢)ofd e n
motivation or to the complex variety (diversity) of form (multiformity) of
the environmen®. Nonetheless, iloes not lead (take, guide, carry,

escort, go) [us] in(to) research practice (praxis) much further if, in
[respect of] the laudable (commendable, praiseworthy) intention
(purpose, aim) of avoiding (evading, eschewing, steering clear of,
shunning) dogmatiss, the affirmation (protestation, (solemn)

declaration, assertion) [that] all [things] (everything) interrelate(s)
(connect(s), is interwoven) somehow with all [things] (everything) and
[that] all [things] (everything) are (is) mutually (reciprocally) eretined
(conditioned), takes the place of concrete questions over (about,
regarding, on) each and every respective relevance of causal factors.
Because, as true as this may be in abstracto, it does not though (however)
necessarily (unconditionally) explaine individual (separatsjngle

isolated case (instance) in (during) which one sole (only, unique, single)
cause or onanique (or oneoff(time)) (singular) constellation (i.e.
correlation) of causes can be the deciding (decisive, crucial) factor,(Denn

so wahr dies in abstracto sein mag, #&tkts jedoch nicht unbedingt den

BCf. Marrouds r emar ks Coprmissenee.1%8ff., observations),
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einzelnen Fall, bei dem eine einzige Ursache oder eine einmalige
Konstellation von Ursachen den Ausschlag geben kann). The acceptance
(or assumption) of a muktausality( Mu | t | k with segalditot(id t )
view of, in connection with) the totality (entirety) of phenomena
constitutes, indeed (actually, in fact (reality)), a good antidote against (to)
dogmatism. Yet (But, However,) the totality of phenomena is not the
usual(customary, normal) object (or subject matter) (topic, motif, theme)
of research practice (praxis); in it [research practice](,) the task (or
problem) (job, duty, question, mission) of #hetermination (or
investigation) (establishment, ascertainmeatitrg and hierarchisation

of causalities in (during) every concrete case or contextti@melation)

(connection, correlation) (is) hence (set, posed, put) (arises) always anew.

Berlinbébs doubts (thought s, refl ectio
(against, to) Popperodos epistemol ogi c
mentioned [above], not dispelled by the common confession (i.e.

declaration) of faith in (acceptance (acknowledgement) of)

methodological individualism. Both [opposing] tendencies (lines

(schools) of thought, directions) [regarding (for and against)

epistemological monism] inside of the latter [methodological

individualism] however erred (were wrong (mistaken)) for the same

reasons, albeit in the reverse (contrary) sense. Berlin made, mehest

of the protection (preservation, safeguarding, conservation) of freedom

from [in respect of, before] all forms (shapes) of determinism, in practice
(practical terms) no distinction (difference) between law and causality,

and comprehendedraspedunderstood, construegerceived,

interpreted}he (ontological) distinction (difference) between nature and

society as one [a distinction] between determinism (in every form) and

freedom. Popper brought, on the contrary, law and causality, in the
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interess of the (epistemological) convergence (reconciliation, approach)
bet ween [of] nature and society, tog
causal explanation is explanation by means of (throlag¥{s], underlies

(is at the root of) the construction of amalogical(explanatory) model

(of explanation)pf universal validity (der Konstruktion eines
nomologischere r k | 2 r u nuniverselldr&eltung), for which the
name ACovering Law Model 6 was establ
relevant] discussion @bate) [that ensued]. According to that
(Accordingly), the causal explanation of an event consists of two groups
of statementgor propositionsjopinions, pronourements, assertiopns

one of them contains th{@itial, starting, commencing) conditions (ae

start in the beginning) [initial (i.estarting) conditions
(Ausgangsbedingungen), which determine the event, i.e. the
circumstances under which it [the (said) event (in question)] takes place;
the other formulates the gendeak bindedness (determism or law

based necessitfy) which prevails in those initial (or starting) conditions,
and via the effect (impact, influence) of these latter [initial conditions]
causs (induces, brings about gives rise to, creates, generatbg coming
(bringing) dout (genesis)f the event. [The] [relevant] Law[s] and initial
(i.e. starting) conditionmust(have t9Q, taken (all) together (all in all, all
things consideredjesult in(yield or produce) (amount ¢the event, that

Is, the event can be deduced frmse [factors, that law and those initial
conditions] not only in the form of a finding (or ascertainment) (result,
datum, fact), but already in the form of a prognosis (forecast, prediction;

Prognose¥°. The claim (demand, requirement) of this modefao) (

190 Open Societyll, p. 262. The model was (repeatedly) expounded (explained, explicated) and

defended by Hempel (many (several) times); see his
In nuce (i.e. in a nutshell), the model is already found in Weber, who wants to found (establish, base)

historical explanation in the joint (or combined) effect (impact, influence) (synergy)
(Zusammenwirkung) of fAont ol ogéabaulthekamaeteisitugtionf k n o wl ed g
and Anomol ogi cal knowl edgeo (knowledge of certain (
([in respect] of experience) (Erfahrungsregeln) about (on, regarding, over) the manner (way) in which
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universal validity (is) obviously (evidently, apparently) based (rests) on
the assumption [that] the formal (i.e. fonelated) identity of its [this
model 6s] | ogi cal structure, at al/l p
itself sufficient (adegate, enough) in order to make the ontological
difference between these levels epistemologically irrelevant;
consequently (therefore, thus), the ubiquitous unity of the formal{form
related)epistemological [aspect, element, dimension, sphere] (die

u b i g Einher desFormakEpistemologischen) conceals (covers up
(over), masks, obscures) like a miraculous veil (wie ein Wunderschleier)
the difference in [regard to] the ontological [aspect, element, dimension,
sphere] (die Differenz im Ontologischéf and simply spirits it [this
difference in the ontological (aspect, element)] away. This seems (strikes
one as) paradoxical if (when) one simultaneously is of the firm belief
[that] society and history constituted(,) in contrast to nature(,) which
knows no personality and no will, the unfolding space (room for

unfolding, field of activity; Entfaltungsraum) of human freedom and
dignity. So (Thus,) Berlinds fears (
therefore not unfounded (unwarranted, baseless, groundless,
unsubstantiated). Indeed (In fact (reality), Actually), the peculiarity of the
ontological level, upon which human things (i.e. affairs) (matters) stand
(are), offered such (so) (a) strong (a) resistance to (against) the model of
unity (uniformity) (unitay model) (Einheitsmodell) that this [model of

unity of the ontological levels] had to be watered down (diluted) to [the

point of] irrelevance. Before we [Prior to us] see(ing) how it (that) came

humans (people, meaye in the habit of (accustomed to) reacting); in the course of this (into the
bargain), every constituent (integraelement (part) (componertdj the [a] situation or of the initial
conditions should (is supposed to) be able to be fitted (inserted,)ddgén a(n) (experiential) rule

([in respect] of experienceY\issenschaftslehr@. 276ff.). Weber of course was (did) not think(ing) of
a(n) (explanatory) model (of explanation), which would bridge the gap between [the] natural (i.e.
physical) [sciencg] and (intellectual6piritual) sciences) (the humanities); he nonetheless suggested
(proposed) something structurally similar precisely with regard to the field (area, sector) for which the
Covering Law Model is (the) least suitable [i.e. the field eftlumanities].
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about (happened), we want to recall (recollect, call to miadbhe said

model 6s] fundament al (basic) weaknes

Let us (We shall) begin once more (again) with the distinction

(difference) between law and causality. Causal explanbtioneans of
(through) law[sjwould only (then) be problemless (i.e. probl&mme)
(unproblematic, without problems) if (when) [a] lawls] definition (per
definitionem) contained (comprised, included) and implied all causal
factors which determine (condition) a phenomenon. But that is not so [the
case]. So that the phenomenon carsbbsumed under the [a] law, (it

takes) a causality or cause independent of the law concerned (in question)
(is required (needed)). A subsumption of the phenomenon under the [a]
law (not) mediated by any (no) particular causality or cause would only
(then) be a possibility (considered) if (when) the law exclusively applied

to (was valid for) that phenomenon. Yet a law must, should it be (allowed
to be) called a law (at (after) all, anyway (anyhow)), apply to (be valid

for) a number of (several) phenomenlieth belong to a certain type, that

Is, it [a law] does not apply to individual (single, separate, isolated)
phenomena, but to one type of phenomenon, and it cannot include
(capture or cover) (register, record; erfassenattesdant (surrounding)
circumgances(,) under which these phenomena come forward (or occur)
(happen, appear, present themselves); every phenomenon has, by the way
(incidentally), several (multiple, many, various) aspects, and it is
subsumed under the [a] law not as [a] whole, but omiccordance with
theaspect receptive (susceptible) to it (that) [(the) law] on each and every
respective occasion. Since the phenomenon, apart from (except for,
besides) (the) typical [aspects](,) also has specific asgectse r den
typischen auch sp#ische Aspekte hatsince it is thus (hence) not

absorbed (assimilated) in toto by (does not thus go into) (the) [a] law[s]
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(in toto), which can only concern (affect, pertain to, regard) (in [respect

of ] 1ts [the | awds] twipal(@asmnur(it or sense
seinem Sinne) Typisches betreffenkann si nce i1 ts [t he ph
subsumption thereunder [under the law] is partial and consequently must

take place (occur, happen) under specific conditions, so (then, thus) must

it [the said subsuption] be mediated also by a causality independent of

the | aw[s]. Certainly (No doubt, Of
engineds) breakdown (failure), a nat
the breakdown is due wegligencedi rectly t

(carelessness), which does not in itself have anything to do with the law;
certainly (no doubt, of course), one falls from the [a] tree by virtue
(means) of the law of gravitation (gravity), but one [simultaneously] falls
because one slif8. Especially with regard to social and historical
phenomena, which are borne (carried) by human subjects (die durch
menschliche Subjekte getragen werden), it can never turn (work) out
(succeed, be successful) [that] the same relation is (be) established (mad
produced, manufactured, restored) between these subjective bearers and
the laws which are supposed (meant) to (should) determine (condition)
their acts (or actions), as (like) [in respect (the case) of] that [(the)
relation] of one class withqwards vis-"-vis) its element$? That, which

here as law, e.g. the psychological law of a stable disposition, would have
to explain the mode (way) of acting (action) in a concrete case, cannot
constitute (or provide) (produce, make) [a] sufficient condition tfoe)(
explanation, because it is by no means certain that the actor, without
exception, will follow his disposition and not that which for instance
commands (demands, requires, calls for) consideration for external

(outer) factors and constraints (or congioihs) (coercion(s)). The

¥IMandel baum, #fAPr6ml emo, esp. pp.55
192 Danto,Analytical Philosophyp. 230ff..
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assumed (adopted, accepted, supposed, presumed) dispositional law (Das
angenommene dispositionelle Gesetz) is prevented (hindered) here in its
effect (impact, influence, result, consequence) by the intervening (or
interposing) (iterfering, stepping in; das Dazwischentreten) of this
particular causality, whos#etermination (or investigation)

(estabishment, ascertainment, tracing) requires (needs, necessitates) a
likewise particular (i.e. specific) (special) investigation (exatnma

Inquiry), just as in other cases the effect (or impact) of laws is enabled
(made possible) by thetervening (or interposing)f another particular

(i.e. specific) causality. [A, The] dispositi@an regardless (irrespective)

of external (outer) fetors and constraints (or compulsions) (coercion(s)),
and even fiagainst every reason (i . e.
(Vernunft)o, |l ead to an afcghmgn (act
That, however, happens (occurs, takes place) in concrete cases, not

aways and everywhere (all over (the place)); that is why [a, the]

disposition is [the] cause of this or that act (or action) (Handlung), not

[the] law of action (Gesetz des Handelns) in general.

The Covering Law Model therefore disregards (ignores, shofigs
overrides, rides roughshod over, defies) the sufficient conditions of
act(ion)s and historical phenomerand it does not itself constitute a
necessary conditiofin respectjof [for] explanation (explanatory
condition;Er k1 @ r u n g sbbcausathe] @ion (gga), gbjective,
target) of historical explanation is not (the) proof [that] a certain person,
under the determining (i.e. determinative) influence of a certain
disposition, would always act in the same way (manner), but it [the aim

of historicalexplanation] is the understanding of [to understand] his [the

said personé6és] acting (act or action
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meaning (or sense) connected with it [that actfigjvhich in turn ((then)
again) is inseparable from the logic bétsituation, no matter

(irrespective of) whether situation and disposition stand (are [foursd])
“-vis (to(wards)) each other in [a] positive or negative relation(ship)
(Situation und Disposition in positiver oder in negativer Beziehung
zueinander steimg. Over and above (Beyond) that, the (sociological)
classification (assignment, allocation, relation; Zuordnung) of a
phenomenon (with)in a class of phenomena does not in the least mean
[there is] carte blanche (an open invitation (excuse)) to treat |ghaiecl

with) the phenomenon concerned as [a(n)] instance (case) of the
application of a law, and indeed (in fact, namely) (also) (then) not (even)
(when, if) regularities could be ascertained (noticed, observed,
discovered, found out) here. A phenomenonmayg. be cal |l ed A\
Arevolutiono, yet only a bad (poor)
that the conclusion [that] it [the said phenomenon] may (should, ought to)
be explained just like every other phenomenon of [with] the same name
or [that] forall phenomena of [with] the same name, the same
explanation anthw bindedness (determinism or ldb&sed necessity)
applies (is validy* Here the essential difference (distinction) between
[the] naturalscientific [pertaining to natural (i.e. physical)esate] and
sociologicalhistorical way (manner, mode) of explanation appears
(emerges, makes itself felt, shows itself). In [regard to] (During) the
former [way of explanation, case] one can suppose (assume) [that]
phenomena of one and [the] same clasparelown (due, reduced) to

the effect (impact, influence) of the same constant (or invariable) (steady;
gleichbleibenden) causality, i.e. the sdmg bindedness (datainism or
law-based necessityiy [regard to] (diring) the latterfway of

¥pray, fAHistorical Explanationo, p. 109.
19 Dray, Laws p. 46ff..
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explanationcase] thei always only (very) loose (slack)common bond

(or interrelation) {ogetherness, linkage, interdependence

Zus amme n g edhphenongehkaenside of (within) the same class
does not (offer any) guarantee (for) the ubiquitous effect (impact,
influence) of causal factors; the investigation (or exploration) of (research
into) the same [causal factors] must start in every case anew,(;) a
deductive method (grocedure) (ein deductives Verfahren) does not
come into question (is not a possibilitygre, at most (best) a comparative
(comparing) [method (is the only possibility)]. Against [In relation to]

that, the possible (potential) ascertainment of regularities by sociology
would also not change (alter) much [i.e. many things (the situation)].
Becuse it can never be certain in advance that the phenomenon
concerned belongs to the rule and does not constitute the exception to it
[the said rule]. Sociological regularities do not absolve (release, excuse,
deliver) [us] from the duty (obligation, resmmbility, onus) of (historical)
(causal) research into (of) (historical) causes (historischen
Ursachenforschung) in every concrete case. (Both) Sociology and history
thus (equally) (both) go against (oppose, resist, reject) the Covering Law
Model, notwitlstanding (regardless of) their each and every respective

dealing[s] (contact, handling, association, relation) with regularities.

The illusion (deception, delusion; Dietischung) [that] the unity of

epistemology can cover over (up) (or conceal) (obscliozyn out)

ontological differences opened up (ripped, tore (open, up)) a(n) further
(additional) fatal h o I(egplarfaprg)mpdeli n Pop
(of explanation). It was overlooked that laws and causalities possess

(have) sufficien{explanatory) strength (power or force) (of explanation)

(Er kI 2 r yonly @hen) ahiert (if) they are specific for [(with regard)

to] each and every (respective) ontological level (in question, concerned).
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Otherwise, they [laws and causalities] can aanbest (most), for the

occurrence (incidence, existence; Vorkommen) of a phenomenon, many a
(some) necessary condition[s] which are not necessarily relevant for the
explanation undertaken, since they [these laws and causalities] have [a]

specific charater only at another ontological level. Thus (So), secial

historical action cannot annul (cancel, override) physical laws, and in this
respect the latter [physical laws] constitute its [seial st or i cal act i
necessary condition; it would, however,diesurd to hold (consider,

regard) the pointing oyindication, hinting, referencallusion,

reminder)of (at, to) such laws (to be) (as) a sufficient explanation of that

action. Nevertheless (However), Popper commits precisely this absurdity,

when he, irfthe] application of the Covering Law Model, draws on

(quotes from, resorts (has recourse) to, engages) the physical law of
combustion (burning) in order to exp
the pyre (or at the stak&) The in itself correct (rightdscertainment

(realisation, observation) [that] Bruno by virtue of the same natural law

was burnt as the wood of the pyre, on (in) which he stood, leaves

however, furthermore (on top of that), the decisive (crucial, critical,

deciding) question open: whidten was the difference (distinction)

bet ween Bruno and the wood? From the
explanation there was apparently (evidently, obviously) none (no)

[difference]. Beyond this perspective, a second [question], in this context

no(t) less desive(,) (question) likewise (also) remains: why did (was)

Bruno of all people (stand) and not any[one else] (other [person]) [the]

just as (similarly) combustible (burnable, flammable) [as the wood or

other persons (people, humans, men)], on (in) the(oyrat the stake)?

Assuming (Supposing) here a nomological explanation were (was) at all

195 poverty p. 145.
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(generally) appropriate (or called for) (in place, suitable, apt), then (so,
thus) it [the said nomological explanation] would at least have to take into
account (conderation) (consider, bear in mind, allow for) the
(ontologically pregiven (preexisting, already given) (ontologisch
vorgegeben)) difference (or distinction) of the combustible (burnable,
flammable) material (stuff, matter, substance) and to adapt)¢alfgn,
adjust, suit, bring) (the) explanatory (expository, explaining, explicating)
law to ((into line) with) theconstitution (composition or texturej the
ontological level of interest (und dasr k | 2GQesetz dee

Beschaffenheit der interessiedem ontologischen Ebene anpassen), i.e.

to formulate it as [a] historical law and in the course of this (at the same
time, into the bargain) use terms (Termini)(,) which only have meaning
([a] sense) in [a] historical context. But (However,) already ttesrgt to

put forward (or establish) (set up, formulgteopose, advancslich a

|l aw (for instance in the for m: Aher e
shows (exhibits, demonstrates) that here (the) talk of law is incorrect (or
improper) [has been (is beihmisused]. The consciously (or

deliberately) (intentionally) carried out (executed) change (changing,
alternation) in (of) the ontological level consequently (therefore)
(automatically) calls (questions) the epistemological recipe (prescription,
cure or emedy) (das epistemologische Rezept) (into question)
(automatically) Thi s makes understandabl e Po
(aversion, disgust, loathing) to take into account (consideration) the
change occurring (ensuing, arising, resulting, setting (kickingglinhe

same (after all, anyway, nevertheless), that is, to distinguish
(differentiate) between Bruno and the wood. A logically legitimate
working out (elaboration, drawing up) of the [a] nomological
(explanatory) model (of explanation) would have to catsta hierarchy

of laws whosdiers (grades, levels, stag&tufer) would correspond with
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(to) the ontological scale (range, gamut, spectrum; Skala) of the
phenomena [which ought] to be explained; thus (so, then, in this way) the
mixing (blending, mixtue) or confusion (mixing up, mistaking) of
physical, sociological, historical and psychologiaathropological laws
with one another would be avoided. Yet (However,) this clever
(intelligent, smart, wise) procedure (or method) (process; Verfahren)
would erd in selfrefutation(disproving, disproof, rebuttal). Because
nomological explanations in society and history are only possible under
the assumption that there are social and historical laws(,) which are
distinguished (distinguish themselves, stand (argled) out) by (due to)
[the] same stringency as natural laws (or many of (amongst) them [such
laws]). Popper, however, took the field (crusaded or campaigned)

precisely against this fAhistoricisti

If one, under theseircumstances, regardless (nevertheless, nonetheless,
all the same, still), sticks (clings, adheres, keeps) to the Covering Law
Model, then only the path (or road) (way) to tautology remains (stays)
open. The law, which is supposed (meant) to (shouldpexgie

concrete case (instance), essentially (basically) represents (constitutes)
then a formalised description (account, portragia) a description

rendered into forms) (eine formalisierte Schilderung) of this same case
(instance), i.e. the historicanalysis, which was tailored (geared) to
(tailor-made, designed) (for) the [that] case, is recast (or remoulded)
(repoured) in(to) abstract theoretical terms (wird in abstrakte theoretische
Termini umgegossen),(;) in this form [it (the law) is] detac{ssdered,

cut (torn) off, removed, separated) from the case (instance) and then
applied anew to the case (instance). One can nomologically explain
Caesarod6s crossing of the Rubicon onl

nomological law as follows: whenever (ey¢ime) someone, who as [a]
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person is identical to Caesar, finds himself in the same situation, [then]
(he) [will] do(es) exactly the same [thing] as (that) [Caesar] did at that
time (then). The nomological explanation consequently puts forward (or
formulaes) (proposes, advances, establishes) its law ex post facto, i.e. in
(the) |l ight of the actords already t
implemented) decision to act thus (so, in that way). Had (Were) the
decision (turned out) otherwise (differdy}j, (then, so, thus) one would
have to put forward (or formulate) another law. The relation(ship)
between the phenomenon to be explained andxpnatory

(expository, explaining, explicating) las hence not clear

(unambiguous, obvious) and not bingi®®. The scientific observer does

not ascertain (determine, find out, establish) here the law(,) which is
supposed (meant) to (should) underpin (back (shore) up, substantiate,
corroborate, support) the explanation, and indeed in the form of a
prognosis, buin reality the actor determines which law has to apply (be
valid) during the explanatiotdowever, it [the situation, matters, things]
would have to be [the] reverse(d) (opposite, the other way around) were
(if) the Covering Law Model (were) to be in tpesition (capable) of
keeping the promise of the prognosis of events (occurrences, incidents).
Not without reason (for nothing) (It is no coincidence that)(,) this promise
therefore remained vague, although it had to be put forward (or
formulated) (proposd, advanced, establishedth emphasis

(emphatically, vigorously), since it constitutes the touchstone of
nomological explanation in the framework of a universally applicable
epistemology?’. That is why (Because of that,) Popper declared

(proclaimed, pragssed) nolens volens (i.e. (whether) (not) willing (or)

96 Aron, L e - opp. 471ff., 187.

¥"Hempel in factrejectel r e pudi at ed) Hayekds moderate position,
supposed (meant) to (should) refer to types of phenomena, not to individual events (occurrences,
incidents) (fiReasonso, p. 97). Cf. footnote 177 abo
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(un)willing (not) [willing or unwilling]) his agreement with the thesis of

Ahi storicismo [that] a prognosi s on
science just as in physié§ He certainly did notry anywhere to

formulate checkable (i.e. verifiable) prognoses or to elucidate (explain,

illustrate) the reasons for tiséanding up (defending, espousing) or not
(non)standing up for (defending, espousing) (espousal (or advocacy), or,
nonespousal (ononadvocacy)Eintreten bzw. Nichteintreterfin

favour] (of) prognoses in the past. According to (In line with) his

ideological options (i.e. choices) he concentrates on the mere conceptual
(notional) distinction between two types of prognoses: thdteof t

Ahi storicistico Aprophecyodo, which wa
(total, whole) course of historgie den Gesamtlauf der Geschichte

erfassenwil , and that of the Atechnol ogic
Asoci al é%Ypetwhik bepraisegy(extols) (by praising) the

latter [type] as [a] contribution to the shaping (moulding) of a meaningful
(sensible) life inside of an open society, he forgets what he wrote

elsewhere about (on, regarding) the in principle (fundamentally,
basically)agreeable (dbeneficial) (pleasant, soothing) effects (results,
consequences) of the unintended consequences of action. If these effects

(are) by and large (on the whole, in general (the main)) suffice (sufficient,
enough) for the formation (or developnteof institutions and for the

regulation of social life in accordance (compliance) with the pointer (or

sign) (Fingerzeig) of the liberal invisible hand, to what [avail] [what is

the point] then [of] fAsocial enginee
basisof laws, and action on the basis of scientific prognoses, would then

only be a pressing (or urgent) (compelling) desideratum (demand) if it

98poverty p. 36,cf.p.122A p. 13ff. he ascribes (attributes, put
perception (view) [that] prognoses are either very difficult or impossible!
199 oc. cit., p. 43.

546



applied (was true (valid, in force)) (i.e. if it was the case), for the
purposes (in the sense) of (in accordanitk)whe philosophy of history,

(to cause (manage or establish) (create, make)) [that] the [a] transition
(crossing, passage, passing) from the realm (kingdom, domain) of blind
necessity to the realm of knowing (wissenden) freedom [would be caused
(or manged)]. Whoever takes the unintended consequences of action as
[a] historical factor seriously, must at any rate (all events, in any case),
seriously (earnestly) ask themselves (wonder) about [the] possibility,

limits (or bound(arie)s) and function of prazges.

The inability (incapability, incapacity) to keep the promise of the [a]

prognosis does (is) not, though (however), lie (found) in the tautological
character of explanatidsy means of (through) a law. It [This (Such)

inability] lies (is found) jusas much in the necessity, under the pressure
ofthont ol ogi cal [ forms of] resistance
Wi d e r ¥ihthenacka (realm, sector) of society and history, to

(considerably) water down (dilute) that law, which was supposedfinea

to (should) have enabled (made) the prognosis (possible)(, considerably
(substantially, significantly)). Through (By means (way) of) the double
(dual, twin) concession straight fro
authority, from an authoritative (dependaflieliable) source), that a
probabilisticstatistical and inductively proceeding way (manner, mode)

of explanation can [could] be placed side by side with a nomological(ly)
deductive [way of explanation], and that nomological explanation would
oftenhavd he status (value or I mportance)
sket?®®hetshe Covering Law Model 6s ori gi
lowered [fell, diminished, reduced] to [the point of] abandonment

(surrender) (sold out, betrayed). One, that is, returned iniggdotthe

YHempel, fAReasonso, p.90ff..
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old (ancient) wisdom [that] in society regularities are able to (can) be
indeed observed, however these [regularities] do not allow (permit) any
certain (safe, secure, sure) prognosis for [about, regarding] the [a]
concrete casd&his applies 8 valid) again (in turn) irrespective of

whether the regularity covers (includes, captuees; f) @0&%tor 90% of
cases, and also [irrespective] of whether one can rely (count, depend) on
it [the (said) regularity] for practical purposes (ends or goals}.ybung
doctor (general practitioner), who opens his practice in the [a] village,
proceeds with considerable (some, reasonable) certainty (sureness) from
the assumption that he does not have to wait long for clientele (i.e.
patients) (customers); but hammot at all know in advance whether

Smith and Jones (Miller and Meyer) will count (number) [be] (towards)
[amongst] his patients, even if (when) the [a] plague [will] afflict[s]
(descend]s] on, strike[s], ravage[s]) the villagers. The causality of the
paticular (specific) case always retains (keeps, preserves, conserves) its
autonomy (or independenca$-"-vis regularity, even if this [regularity]
comes very close to (or borders on) [a] law. What [a] prognosis can, and
what it can never, achieve (do, f;em, accomplish, manage), we infer
(take, gather) from this ascertainment (observatiof}his

ascertainment] may of course not be interpreted to the effect (stage, point)
that (where) a (statistical) prognosis is possible only during (in) [regard
to] regularities, not in the individual (separate, single, isolated) case
(instance). It [Thead ascertainment] means (says) that [a] prognosis at
the level of the regularity is something other (different) than (to, from)

the prognosis at that [(the) level] of the individual case, and that one type
of prognosis cannot be deduced from the othge[tyf prognosis].

Prognosis in (during) an individual case means knowledge of a particular
(specific) causality and i1ts [this ¢

owes so little to the knowledge of regularities that it even stems (comes,
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originates, emaates) from the mistrust (distrust) [in respect] of (against,
vis-"-vis) them [such regularities]. It [The said knowledge] implies, that
Is for its part, the [a] clear separation (division) between (statistical) law
and causality as well as the assumptmetéptance) of this latter
[causality] (because without causality the prognosis would be [a]
prophecy), and indeed as [an] independent (autonomous) category,
notwithstanding (in spite (irrespective, regardless) of, despite) every law

and every regularify.

As [we have] said, Popper hardly thought (or worried) about the logical
tension between (the) fAtechnol ogical
law[s] and the social function of the unintended consequences of action.
Just as little did he reflect upon timeompatibility (orinconsistency) (die
Unvereinbarkeit) between the Covering Law Model and another favourite
motif (theme, subject) (Lieblingsmotiv) of his social philosophy, namely,
situational logic (der situationellen Logik), which is supposed (meant)
(should) guide (steer, direct, conduct) the [an] actor during (in) action.
[The] determination of action through (by (means of)) the logic of the
situation (durch die Logik der Situation) means that both on the side (or
part) of the actor as well as tme side (or part) of the situation all
(everything) is in principle open: the situation constantly (continuously)
changes (that is why (hence) it hisdogic, it is no crystallisatioof

logic) and the actor must be ready to follow the changing sityatiut

his own fixed (steady, stable, rigid, firm, settled) prejudices
(preconceptions) or affects (i.e. emotions). The logic of the situation puts
the logic of the disposition out of action, and the ability of the actor to

follow the logic of the situatio and not himself, provides (supplies,

201 As Veyne (has) formulated it aptlgta causali®n 6 e st @ait® mmeer flai t eme cdest un
autonome[ iCausal ity is mgotiani smper heonmeeda oins Wtre mo Jl
histoire, p. 115ff.).
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delivers) (the) proof (evidence) of his rationality. Now Hempel (has), in

the framework of the defence of the nomological (explanatory) model (of
explanation) against Dray?o6'sfromr gument
[a, the] nomological point of view), believed (thought, opined) [that]
propositions (theorems, clauses, sentences) about rational motives can be
subsumed under propositions about dispositions so that (the) explanation
through (by means (way) of) rationabtives is, after all (still, all the

same, nevertheless), nomologfalwhy dispositional laws are hardly in

a position to explain concrete act(ion)s always and everywhere, why, that
Is, dispositions can indeed be causes, but not laws, was already
expounad (elucidated, explained, explicated) in this seétfoithe
incompatibility (or inconsistenc f Popper 6s situati onal
assumption of dispositional laws and with the Covering Law Model in
general (on the whole), which (is) now a matter Koéiest) for (to)

[concerns] us, appears (comes up, shows itself) indirectly, but eloquently
in the willingness (readiness, eagerness) with which thePapperian,

that is, behaviouristic wing of methodological individualism (has, had)

took up the nomolgical (explanatory) model (of explanation). Homans
adopted (made, appropriated) it [the nomological explanatory model] (his
own) in order to epistemologically underpin (back (shore) up, support,
sustain) the, asserted (claimed, contended) by him, preae¢tenc

primacy) (priority; Vorrang) of psychologys-~-vis the rest of the social
science®“. (Behaviouristic) psychology should (is supposed (meant) to)
formulate the laws from which (the) social and historical phenomena can
then be deduced. Causalityaissorbed (assimilated, taken up) by (goes

into, [is embodied in]) (the) law[s],(;) there is no mediating (or

2f Reasonso, p. 100ff ..
203Cf., in relation to that, Nage§tructure p. 555.
2435 The Relevance of Psychologyo, pp. 313ff., 319.
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intervening) causality (vermittelndeéa u s aletween [the, a] law and
[the]individual (separate, single, isolatedjse (instance), that ikere

cannot even be [a] causally determined (conditioned) exception to the [a]
law. This gap ((loop)hole, void) stands logically and really (in reality,
actually, tangibly) in the way of the transition from (the, [a]) law to (the,
[a]) concrete case. Homaucannot make (render) [it] clear (or plausible)
(explain) why (the) universal psychological laws (stimedeiaction or
rewardpunishment) have been connected (associated, combined, linked,
joined), in various (distinct, different, dissimilar) places ahdagious
(distinct, different, dissimilar) times, with completely (entirely, wholly,
totally) different, in fact very often absolutely (really) opposing (opposite,
conflicting), content(s). Regarding (Concerning, In) this (regard), he
[Homans] of courseeffers to historical research, but the question (it) is
exactly (a question of) whether this reference can be legitimised on the
basis of the nomological presuppositions (preconditions, prerequisites) of
the theory. Because that which is [needs to be]potated (inserted,

added) here as causality between [the, a] psychological law and [the, a]
historical concrete case, and amongst other things (inter alia) determines
(conditions) the difference in (of) the value content(s) (Wertinhalte).

a social ration and the primeval (original or primordial) social

dimension in general (d. h. eine soziale Beziehung und dig ¢ enl i ¢ h
soziale Dimensiogberhaupt), is a limine pushed (put) aside (to one
side) through (by (means of)) the necessary binding (lendgining,
connection, dependence) of behaviourism to (with, on) methodological
individualism. About that, what(ever) is necessary (the wherewithal) has

already been saitb.

205Ch,. I, Sec. 5.
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e. Microstructures and macrostructures (Mikrostrukturen und

Makrostrukturen)

Hayek and Popper 6s medarhdndtaswegi c al I n
know, approach (come close to, reach) the theoretical reconstruction of

society as such [starting] from [the point of view of] individuals and their
act(ion)s; the[ir] embarrassment (or piinent) in [regard to] the matter

(affair, subject, thing, case) (was) hid(den) behind rhetepohiical

attacks (invectives, sallies) against the revolutionary hubris of contract
theory.The question (problem) about (as to, over, in accordance with) th
relation(ship) between micrgmicrostructures] and macrostructures was

posed only indirectly in (during) the attempt to explain (account for,

illustrate, explicate) theoming into being (creation, genesis, emergence,

origin, ensuing, resulting, emerg)of institutions through (by (means

(way) of)) the mechanism of (the) (i
consequences of action (of individuals). It [The said (This) question]

gained (obtained, acquired) considerable (substantial, significant, serious,
major) importance (or significance) (meaning) when methodological
individualism blazed a trail via other paths and in modified forms. The

revolt (rebellion, uprising, insurrection, revolution) against Parsons

directly or indirectly renewed (the) argumentation againsi h ol i s mo, o
(but, just) this time the | atter [1th
turned not against the philosophy of

The rehabilitation (restoration) of the individual as [an] actor took place
(occurred, hppened) in the framework of the turning away from (break
with, renunciation of) Parsons partly through (by means of) the
development (or formation) of the behaviouristic variant of

methodological individualisAf®, partly through (by means of) a(n)

%See Homanso6s programmatic article (essay, paper) 0
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unprecedeted (unequalled, unparalleled, matchless, unheard of, without
parallel) flourishing (blossoming) o
to]) which the approaches (attempts) of symbolic interactionism and the
phenomenology of the lifeworldi(i e A n ssynibalieched e s

l nteraktioni smus und der)wdpeniixado menol o
(blended) with findings (results) of psychological investigations (studies,
analyses, research) of (into) ndsmal/l
(Aleingruppendynamif). The (That) mixture (jmble) (has) wanted to

be[come] theoretically autonomised (autonomous) under the name of

Afet hnomet hodol ogyo, yet (nonethel ess
could not entirely (completely, wholly, totally, quite) assimilate its older
componentsAll the same (After all, AnyhowAt leasj(,) in [respect of,

relation (regard) to] (During, With) ethnomethodology, which in the

1960s and 1970s in the course of (connection with) (thanks to) the mass
democratic (and culturakvolutionary) privatisation ohie public

[sphere] (pertaining to the [Western] cultural revolution) was [became]

the [a] fashionable trend, a characteristic feature of the overall (total) anti

holistic and antsystemic school (line) of thought (tendency, direction)

particularly (espeailly) came to light (the surface) (was revealed): we

mean (are thinking of) the tendency towards unwatdoedh (i.e.

undiluted or unadulterated) (pure, unmixed) empiricism, so to speak (as it

were), as [the] radical(lyjfphenomenological realisation d¢fet nee

positivistic programme of the building (or construction) of a science on

the basis oprotocol statements (i.e. statements, minutes or records (of
evidence’d’. Under these presuppositions (preconditions, premises), one

could not go very far theoretically (in terms of thedrgt any rate (in

207 Cf. Collins, Conflict Sociologyp. 7ff.,as well as our remarks (comments, observations) on (about,
regarding) the empirical characteristic (trait, feature) of (the) methodological individualism in Hayek
and Popper, under c in this Section.
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