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What does it mean to say that a
writer “interprets” history?

> If he means that the writing of an event is not the event
itself, this is a trivial observation and irrelevant to
adjudicating conflicting historical reports.
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>

>

What does it mean to say that a
writer “interprets” history?

If he means that in the writing of an event, the writer,
always modifies the nature of the eventitself, then how.
could he possibly know this?

v"  He would have to know the exact nature of the event in order
to observe that a given writer's reporting of the event was a
modification.

But then if he has access to accurate knowledge of the event
itself, then there is no problem in the first place.

What does it mean to say that a
writer “interprets” history?

The above criticisms apply mutatis mutandis to Browns
comment "we are interpreting people's interpretation.*

The fact remains that it is impossibleito deny that one
can observe history objectively or that one can read
someone’s observations objectively:
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The comment “history was written

by the winners* falsely implies that

>

>

the winners' reporting of history.is
false or misleading.

Since the Allied Forces won World \War |I, does this
mean that the Nazis were not as evil as the "winners"
have claimed?

The comment “history was written

by the winners* falsely implies that

the winners' reporting of history.is
false or misleading:.

It is not true that history is always written by the
winners. The Romans subjugated the Jews, yet our
understanding of Jewish history during that period
comes from such writers as' Josephus.
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THE TRUTH OF

HISTORY

C. BEHAN McCULLAGH

"First, scientists tell us
that our perceptions are
caused by things in the
world stimulating our
sense recgi')jOrs ... This
being'so, our
perceptions are best
described as providing
us with information
about reality, but not
necessarily mirroring it
precisely. ...
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"Second,,our
perceptions are
influenced by our
culture;y™". So our
perceptio@f the world
are not'pure sense
impressions of it. ...

“Finally, our. perceptions
are influenced by our
needs, interests and

desires. ...

15



"For these three reasons,
at'least, it is'wrong'to say
that our perceptions
simply correspond to the

world!

Every translation is an
interpretation. What this
means is that every time
people set out to translate
a text from one language
into another, they must
make choices about how to
interpret the text. Translators
are often faced with several
different potential meanings
in English for a particular
word, sentence or passage in
the oldest biblical texts. And
these ancient texts differ from
one another as well.

In working just with
translating the Lord’s Prayer
from ancient Aramaic texts
into English, Neil Douglas-
Klotz generated an entire
book (Prayers of the
Cosmos) rendering about
a dozen different possible
translations of this one
beautiful prayer.

Whenever a text is
translated, it is not what was
originally written.

You simply cannot
translate from one
language into another
and maintain the
exact meaning of the
original language.
Every language

(P-17)

carries the worldview of the
people who wrote and spoke
it, and these worldviews
differ, often dramatically. The
worldview that comes with
modern American English

is very different from the
worldview of the ancient
Hebrews, or the ancient
Greeks or those who spoke

{ Aramaic like Jesus.

And that doesn’t bother
me at all. In fact, I like to read
many different translations
of the Bible because they
offer fresh insights and
interpretations. Coming upon
a new translation of a familiar
passage is like opening a new
door upon the beauty and
mystery of God’s work in
the world. It opens my mind
and heart and helps me to
grow in humility and love,
Knowing that I can't ever
know it all, especially about
the Bible, keeps me from

idolizing my particular
worldview. The
various p ectives
offered by differing
translations of the
Bible keep me open to
the expansive nature
of God’s truth.

THE REV. EDIE BIRD is the vicar of St. James'
Episcopal Church in Eureka Springs.
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Every translation is an
interpretation. What this
means is that every time

carries the worldview of the
people who wrote and spoke
it, and these worldviews
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language into another
and maintain the
exact meaning of the
original language.
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grow in humility and love,
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know it all, especially about
the Bible, keeps me from
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worldview. The
various perspectives
offered by differing
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Episcopal Church in Eureka Springs.
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Every translation is an carries the worldview of the
interpretation. What this people who wrote and spoke
means is that every time it, and these worldviews

The
various perspectives
offered by differing
translations of the
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the expansive nature
of God’s truth.

translations of this one grow in humility and love,
beautiful prayer. Knowing that I can't ever
Whenever a text is know it all, especially about
translated, it is not what was | the Bible, keeps me from
originally written. idolizing my particular

You simply cannot
translate from one
language into another
and maintain the
exact meaning of the

worldview. The
various perspectives
offered by differing
translations of the
Bible keep me open to

original language. ' the expansive nature

Every language of God’s truth.
THE REV. EDIE BIRD is the vicar of St. James'

Episcopal Church in Eureka Springs.

Every translation is an carries the worldview of the
interpretation. What this people who wrote and spoke
means is that every time it, and these worldviews

Whenever a text is
translated, it is not what was
originally written.

1 Aramaic like Jesus,

various perspectives
offered by differing
translations of the
Bible keep me open to
the expansive nature
of God’s truth.

language into another |8 offered by differing
and maintain the " translations of the
exact meaning of the Bible keep me open to
original language. £ the expansive nature
Every language i B of God's truth.
THE REV. EDIE BIRD is the vicar of St. James'
Episcopal Church in Eureka Springs.

18



Mlchefoucault"."-

({926 1984)

determines!us hasithe form,

a warn rathenrthanithatiofial ”{f .

languageirelations!of; power\
not relationsiofimeaning’ s
History:has!nomeaning 4y
' though this!is notitolsay;
that it.is'absurd or:
incoherent.

I\/Ilche' Foucault"’."-
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analysisidownitolthe sma/leSt '-
detail=butithis}in e
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intelligibilitylofistruggle s
" or strategies/anditactics!

[Michel' Foucault, Foucault'Reader: Ani Introduction! to
Foucault'si Thought with Major. New, Unpublished; Material;
ed. Paul' Rabinow: (New:York:Pantheon Books; 1984); 56]
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‘Howevericlearlyioneldemonstrates
thelinnercontradictionsiof all
relativistiviews:litlisiasi Heidegger:
hasisaidiallitheselvictorious' =&
argumentsthave: somethingiofithe
attemptito:bowlionelover: However:
cogentithey:may.seem; they: still
missithe: main; point:In'making. use

ofithem one’is proved.right,; and yet:‘,

they,do not.express any.superior:
insight ofivalue:.

“lhatithelthesisiofiskepticismiorn
relativismirefutestitselfitoithelextent
thatiiticlaimsitolbeltruelisian
irrefutablelarguments Butiwhat
doeslitiachieve2iThe! reflective
argumentithat proves successful
herelreboundsiagainstithe'arguer;
foritirenders the truthivalue of:
reflection: suspect. It'is notithe
reality.of skepticism or: of truth-
dissolving: relativism' but the truth
claim of all'formal argument that:is
affected.”

[Hans-Georg Gadamer, Hermeneultik: Il: Wahrheit . und: Methode,
Band 2, Gesammelte: Werke (T ubingen: J. C. B. Mohr, (Paul
Siebeck),1993), 350, as/cited in Thomas A. Howe, Class Notes
PH515! Philosophy: of Hermeneutics, 338]
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& Sincelthelclaimslof{historicismi
arelindeedlselfrefutingyand
sinceNaslGadamerg
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Skepticismlogrelativismjrerites;
itselfitolthelextentithatfiiclaims;
tolbeltriielislanlirrefutable
argumentdthenlthelimplications;
ofihistoricismldolnotfollow!

Thomés Z\. Howe
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LDid ancient writers
care about historical
aceuracy and Truth?

»

{he writings from other historians

| Show.that ancient people

_ understood the differences
ibetween history and myth.

»
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i [his is especially true with the

| Hgbrew mindset (within which the

New: Testament was birthed) which
understood the sacredness

of history.

»

John*Burrow
(1935-2009)

J O H N BaJR RGN

26



“The central concerns—
above all with history as
truth-telling and, at least as
anideal, as free from bias—
were already very old ones
and, though shaken, are still
in'some sense with us, for
those of us for whom a
distinction between say,
history and imaginative
fiction is still an important
one.

John'Burrow
(1935-2009)

“In' this view'Herodotus was
taking an important step in
distinguishing his own
Histories from the work of
the poets, and Thucydides,
though he may have judged
unfairly, was invoking
relevant criteria when he
sneered by implication at
Herodotus as belonging with
authors less concerned to
tell the truth than to entertain
the public. ...

John'Burrow
(1935-2009)




“Of . course, in'the history, of
historiography zeal for truth
had been a spectrum rather
than an absolute—truth
mattered, fairly obviously, Phy
more to Polybius than to Y t
Livy—but someone who Q'I :
wholly and perhaps willfully N
falls of the negative end of ’ y ' ‘\
thescale ... counts rather as ey A"
a parodist or imitator of '
history."

[JohniBurrow, A History of Histories: Epics, Chronicles,
John*Burrow

Romances and Inquiries from Herodotus and Thucydides

to! theiTwentieth, Century: (NewxYork: Alfred A: Knopf,
2007, Xivaxv] (1935-2009)
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Historicism is self-refuting.

} Lol [tiis. undeniable that our faculties of knowing enable us to
| a know,reality objectively.

Ifithislwere not so, we would not be able to Jjudge that
anyone from the past even had a historical "situatedness” in
the first place.

Thislisiso (as' even Gadamer admitted) since our
observation of their historical "situatedness” would itself
have to be the product of our own historical "situatedness."

Thisiproblem is not unlike the;problem that arises from how
S?,’?ﬁ contemporary apologists define a "worldview."

"Our worldviews function in many
ways. They function like
eyeglasses. You ever heard the
term ‘Looking at the world
through rose colored glasses. If
you have a colored pair of lenses
and put them on your eyes,
everything looks that way. Your
', worldview functions like that. It is
the lens through which you see
the world—through which you
view the world—and how you
\ interpret reality."
b VOdd ie Bal{ch_a m. [Voddie Baucham, DVD "Family Driven Faith,” Stand for Truth

California Christian Apologetics Conference 2008-

——

—

-
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Historicism ignores how human
beings know reality.

“'@urintellect is able to know certain metaphysical aspects or
‘constituents” of sensible objects.

s One such aspect is the nature of the things.

X2 Knovﬁ'ﬁg the'nature of particular things enables us to know.
certain'truths about particular things that fall beyond our
iImmediate experience.

" 4

gSensible things [are
that]ifrom which
human reason takes
thelorigin of its
knowledge."

[homas!Aquinas’tSummalContral Gentiles, |, 9, §2. Trans. Anton C.
Regisi(NotrelPame:iUniversity of Notre Dame Press, 1975), |, 77]

i = 4
i ' 5

Thomas Aqumas
(1225-1274)
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gsOQuriknowledge, taking
itsistart from things,
proceeds:in this order.
Eirst, it begins in
sense; second, it is :
completed in the )
in tellect. H | ? .
- N, M

i 4.(ch|cago Henry Regnery, 1954) The three volumes were Thomas AC]UInaS
inted Truthl(Indi lisi Hackett, 1994
ruthl(Indianapolis: Hacke )] (1225 1274)

Historicism ignores how human
beings know reality.

“'@urintellect is able to know certain metaphysical aspects or
‘constituents” of sensible objects.

s One such aspect is the nature of the things.

X Knovﬁ'ﬁg the'nature of particular things enables us to know.
certain'truths about particular things that fall beyond our
iImmediate experience.

" 4




"The chief problem built into
induction is the problem of
classification into universals.
For a universal to be absolutely
established inductively requires
that a comprehensive and

exhaustive sampling be made."

[R. C. Sproul, John Gerstner, and Arthur Lindsley, Classical Apologetics: A Rational
Defense of the Christian Faith and a Critique of Presuppositionalism (Grand Rapids:

Zondervan, 1984), 87]

R. C} Sproul
1939 2017)

e

John Gers
(1914-1996)

:

A‘rthur Lindsley

R. C} Sproul
1939 2017)

-

John Gerstner
(1914-1996)

A‘rthur Lindsley
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"The chief problem built into
induction is the problem of
classification into universals.
For a universal to be absolutely
established inductively requires
that a comprehensive and
exhaustive sampling be made."

[R. C. Sproul, John Gerstner, and Arthur Lindsley, Classical Apologetics: A Rational
Defense of the Christian Faith and a Critique of Presuppositionalism (Grand Rapids:

Zondervan, 1984), 87]

If by 'absolutely
established, they
NEERRNEL WE
wouldibe®
omniscientfabout
it, then,l
completelyfagree.

"The chief problem built into
induction is the problem of
classification into universals.
For a universal to be absolutely
established inductively requires
that a comprehensive and
exhaustive sampling be made."

[R. C. Sproul, John Gerstner, and Arthur Lindsley, Classical Apologetics: A Rational th e n I d I Sag re e .
Defense of the Christian Faith and a Critique of Presuppositionalism (Grand Rapids:
Zondervan, 1984), 87]

But if theyjare
meaning
absolutel.y

.
establishedjalong
the contours!of
human, knowing,
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"The chief problem built into

induction is the problem of

classification into universals.
For a universal to be absolutely

What is moere!
such a view is
decidedlyn ot
Thomisticjidespite
Sproul's claim to
be Thomistic.

established inductively requires
that a comprehensive and
exhaustive sampling be made."

[R. C. Sproul, John Gerstner, and Arthur Lindsley, Classical Apologetics: A Rational
Defense of the Christian Faith and a Critique of Presuppositionalism (Grand Rapids:
Zondervan, 1984), 87]

34



