Does not the admission(S) //that values / held by the historian/ necessarily enter into the history
/that he writes// deprive(V) history of any objective character?
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Can history in these conditions be more than a reflection of the whim of the historian?
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Now it seems to me foolish and misleading to deny the subjective element in history.
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Anyone who believes in the divine right of kings - a belief beyond the scope of argument - is
bound to regard the last 150 years as a period of retrogression; and, if he is a historian of that
period, he will weave his facts into a pattern of decline.
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But this does not mean that history is purely subjective. Life rejects these logical dilemmas of

choice between opposites.
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The question of whether man is free or determined, like the famous question about the hen and
the egg, permits of two contradictory answers, both equally valid. History is both subjective and
objective.
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The historian takes his raw material, the dry bones of fact, and, articulating them under the
inspiration of his own sense of values, turns them into the framework of living history.
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