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AAbe A Al AHdg @3k dEold, Adatol4 Walx s AL WS ApAlo| o]
EZ A F4oletn ¢4 Ak WilliamHDray &= “ A A} ” gb= o § 7}

€ old 4o A4 & #49 55 ujshs Ao, w ol dHoz Aty AF 2
ANE oolshe Aoz 23 Y £ A7t 528 °—1*P4 ol#E Hg w4y, gl ¥
23 Aol B E5e) He4olabe ¥ 4 AUslch Paul Kirnol ofskd “mufab,  Z4)4f,
THALZ WrE A4b e e U4 1900 Aol a2 AAel FAHCL"? 2 7
o}, fall o, 4 ZdE YFrs +¥ L 2v 4~ Fol YA E (Renaissance Humanist) S
o AAbdel ofsto] #Ysfo] o] 3EWL “da M4t shbo] g0 o] Aate AH2F
of &3t Fuiol Aal wa} Aete 2 (Christian Cellarius: Christoph Keller) 9c}t. 17 A 7]
* EFEY FoULEQ A srE A4 nAME HE A 252 38w AYE
AU P 1T A7) ol F9 3 8Yo) e w2t AF 93 U £ Yol 4 4A A H
oAl 7R A3 o Bl o HAm YE b, o) g A Fio w4, A
B4, B34 Foll it NE T =F¢ ul@oR slm, 4d9 dalstat E.M. Zukov )

1) William H. Dray, Philosophy of History, Prentice-Hall, Inc. 1964, P.1
2) Paul Kimn, Einfohrung in die Geschichtswissenschaft, Sammlung Géschen, 1972, S. 9.
3) Astw, A9 o), T4, 1981, p.1s7.
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A FEZL A FA48 ofge] Zukovrl7|2E 3tx Q= otEas F99 #A4 (Diem
arxistische Interpretation) & 48 Z g og i & Zo] EEo Hfyel gln & F

xA et

2. Zukov 8] o] &

1974 4 #548 Koln2) Kiepenheur & Witsch Z3At7} A3 # &9 4} $Fo2 Yo F
& A& “ Universal Geschichte "ol A& 48 A& A EM Zukov &} =§& /i3 Heiz 3
t}. olalle] F& Zukov 9 « (ber die Periodisierung der Weltgeschichte ( R F£9 Al +
Fofl Hake ) "o gofolct

AAAY A F5 FAlel et Ae Be gabataiel Abs Sapso] o A FH  Fo &
71 sheh At FEe A WH FFAE A st depd sl Yubst(Eine W
issenschaftliche Verallgemeinerung) & 7b5# sk 94b4 A8 A& ggdsted  EFol
Heb, Foincs A AAAY AW FHE A & Y8 dod, AAAE AFgdAdA =
ZoAlol o 2i=(van Niederen zum Hoheren) <l 7hAMS] 9] A A A<l AYE g e Uk
35 (HZ F4A0] opd ol oo} s, A A F7h Aol A ol stlolet, wepi
HAALE BE u]l &9 Aapo| vl (Weltgeschichte ist Geschichte aller Volker) AlA|AF9] of 4
€ ol@A TAHY Mo AP UF, FIAAU 9 T wHdU A AdFe o
E Aolth #ifky & 25dolE F3AHH A vlzA 4 dFso] de A oY
AE F e Atggol A ¥H shom she A F dE A v Abdolsh f2l7h HEAHRL F
HY follA dHAL AE g9 Awd -fr’:"é'% FA% o el AlAAY] HHAAHID SEE
ol Y 4 gt Aolth Al JFY WAL Hulsol odaleid] dFab vhgd & (nach dem G-
utdiinken) £ Aby EudAbs MAALRA AAdchs A ohAl fefsh 4 e A WE (i
BR) € $% orde fhi (als Zentrun des Weltalls) 22 2& He $F3 43 vl=ddql &
Eohm ¢ 4 Aok AAAY A FE A zE A7 AFs due vy ARde S
Aol wWZw Al <dAlx MMk (Dialektischen und historischen Materialismus) 9 #wgh
Edio] 7|2E T2 Q= vf2as F9)2] A4lg (Die marxistische Geschichts-wissenschaft)
£ A3l Y& wAdE AAske 8 44 Aol g shedlA Fdds A=A S
sta, ded, FAe 71‘% HASE GR2AL AMY o= FFrbs grge] WAl ofde o
A AM g 7HY, A3, F%,01F, on Z7HE ofu g A7 ASAA S A Aoz F&ol H

H4oletn ¥ 9«1‘4. P.—ii‘_ Fo] Axree i WA Aol v E 2 wmAst, §

|

ol

WY

S
h=
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g7t e whep ol T2 Aol A2 dehdbs AL obdet drigtr Aciak WAl 4
71 ok AbSA ke A" WAl A SHE WA AZE HuA, YdbEel w
B AAsiel oleiat el B whlel $hel, A Aol = ARSI 1) A ALeDic
Urgesellschaft) 2) ko4l A}8](Die Sklavenhaltergesellschaft) 3) %714 A}3] (Der Feu-
dalismus) 4) 2R 9] A}3] (Der Kapitalismus) 5) AF3]3=9] A}3|(Der Sozialismus)9 5 oA
TAAYE F Ak 1) o YA Al o5 A Ags ofg e 24 okl B3 443
4 HAdsel ge AT BE ul S dl9glo] of 2L A Ao 27 AR A %
ou, AR ARl FAd el FUSA H4 S 24 ozt od A, =
27101, 2AS A BE AAEE F7 A6k ¥ ddEe d) F s And AN 2
AF od G o e @A Aok A 2749 kg e Aps Al Wae] $HE wEAx
AEA =AE A&k FHAY Aldol BE H QAo wHL Al A2 HiE A}
A @Aolet dFe dehue Aol Hzo AF Abslojat FAo HeF WA Fula 4
719 2) o moll A Abglolet fAA WHo HAY HE5L WY Beg ¥ o] 24e
TAAY A THE Sobd xol M AFAEZ wAA A Aoleh xolAl A4S A4 2 A
e @2 23 ¥k o g debdeh Adabvtel A A # A de FYesn
2 Hels 49 RUER @# (die sogenannte patriarchalische Sklavereidolch, o %
528 AL koA AHAD S PAF 5 el 25245 kolobs S AFoza T4
o O ARE ZF ob ks Mool 9] o2 e dHeeE A o Yo kol ARy o] o §s}
o 259 48l 23 FAUA AF2E £4 482 (die freien Landbesitzer) 7} Aledg
B Aolsh A8FAA 24 AAk 0% 4o wde 54 ol FolUckn HE 2AL
HAAM ol obet ¥y uwhy T w4 ubEA An AR AU A shAdE FAL
WA o] Fol Ak AE Azxstm Aok WA Abslel A oAl Absl2e) o) (BFF) I =
ol xdll A Apslel 4] 3) off skt BAA AMS 29 oldx §H o] BU Al w4ste
Ao ASIA AL Aol A G A4 =5 SAA uAAHA kol T HA
S A AR 2ol 45 A& W w4 A Al 4™}l s W Aoloh B AL
of delAe AAFe she] Mg FHaqt s 593 599 vob we WA Aw
ol Bglet o] A7l xal xFof vl Y& kFY AL eERE A A A2 Ao
A sje HAoleh & Abdle =l A AS 9 B o], A SAo FHLEHE e F
AH el 24 SHAH 2 Holeh B2 Al ol YEYE 4) o Y 3 AREF
o] Abslel]l o4 A == Zolvt.(Die Feudalgesellschaft wurde durch die kapitalistische
Gesellschaft abgeldst) A2F9] Al £71 FAA 9 T2 Fo4 45w AAHcoh =R2
TIA GG A4 Aol FAof ol AFE ek AFEFYAH AaAE 13c~ 14c

!
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Alo] olefg] A F7toll A z YobE G £ A 16 C Vet =9 ¥ ud (Die niederlandi-
sche Revolution) & & & Aol o &gt HulFo FAolglovt datatd AL  AEFH
A AA o) WA g ke P AFSA EdE 7l
dAs wHg e oA =7k F3A S
s dynd e 2 Ao e Wi AEae *}9]4 =29 4‘% Al Aoleh Jol
(1820 ~ 1895) = 2AA ol et FRAU ¥2zobs A4H S4E Ao Proleh

A 16 Co 54 3l A AT 17C 4= Aul 8o A4z 18CY ZFa Hof
o] z7to}c}, B

22T Absl = QA FAR F4E b K2 dF, vlE, 9 ke Adb dd g v
Z gket. 3 o] 2R T Abs| 9 hAlE TUZ YA S AlEsol AHop ¥ Aeoleh @ &7 Al
Eoll Wg 22T A FAR F3A FE AL A7), @ st AlAAMAR WA
5]o] FAo] 2EFoAH gab v gol 2 H o8 AL ATt dAHS AuEtE A7 @
AR F o)zt Bgsty Al F5F2] ohAdas imperialistische Stadium) 2 Joj7be $44W 8 £
ot Al7lolot. A rlel Ao Al 5o whAlat AA] dAle] wiketn z2lm obx|et chAlel| 3
dobs 5) o AbslFo o A3 zAo| Yol dohE Xolch Hzo T eleiol ¥ (-
ie erste proletarische Revolution) & 1871w ZTehrofl4] o] Yror} whrle xul  Apsl=
EE 7beAdEd o ¥ AN Wl 4+ ddeh z2eu g2l 2% (Die pariser konm-
une) &, FHHol 7lubg Fx A AFASIZF AebA b Aldol AF7F shAket Az Yok
HAE olv] 2ol o Fgong, obfx HAAY F88 He4H o2 715Hn e R0l
o}, JA} WY rhE sl AlAlE ZHse AA ALY AT E5F EAF e AEF
o= 2259 Abs) AA WO Ze(AAA AYada A Ad8doz st oplH ) A F
of Estxn AlYd U7 YA AREA YA FHE TR AsiFAA G ARASE o
= dAlebe &4 Ash vhA R o g Zukove AAALY A FHE Aol FHoted e o4}
Gag A delvtete] ardtatEse] FTEATE AL LR ke vlelzty g A
t}.(Die sowjetischen Historiker wirden eine Zusammenarbeit in dieser Richtung wirmstens
begriissen) 74 ohZas Fol9 oab Aol Wehn Uk LHE WA AAA % + 9
A

3. Marxist sj A9 9%

Zukov A}AJo] ¥tE] 3 ¢ o] 29 o] B8 Marx9 “Zur Kritik der politischen Ckonom -

e” (AAg vig)} “Das Kapital” A& Z)o| 73tz Art. Berlin 1951,Seite 14 & Zur

— 358 —



ZUKOV S 44 +42& §

Kritik der politischen Okonomie @] (In grossen Umrissen kbnnen asiatische, antike feuda—
le und modern birgerliche Produktionsweisen als progressive Epochen der Okonomischen Ge=

sellschaftsformation bezeichnet werden > “ i) & opdio}d, mufx, BAx ¢ Zof Ar]

Absle) 44 opA e AAA A3l F4e WA Arlzd B 94 ek s Marx] F

1= [« e R

>

9] Ql & ntg Zukov 9| o] &9 AL of ¥ 3 Qrpxr shlth, Das kapital 2% 4§29 “ De

te fabula narratur/ (liber dich wird hier berichtet # ] "® = “ 59 9] ulxal of 9] bz
o) #HeHA g AT REE 5Y Saes

rxist o] A Fol Zato A APQz Ay AP A Yol 4 5 Ao
Y “Marx £ ol & F75 93 AHobe) Sate ZF3Hoe A4EY Y 44 §F AEe st
2 sk MA JFe FEeHE 2AsE Y YAE el AR o2 Hdo] Bty sict
2 ool Zdc duiol A AFLAL 2 dFRo] olefd A2 HAAA Febetd 2HL F
AHoZ a. F74 Y471 L 225k o) & st b. 2L YF — At ZEa Ehefofs}
C. ===t uli3} (Verelendung) 508 Ed T4 Aut A AH Ay e a, g g z7
A7) A8 b, ERApolo oAb 4% ol FTA AFY HA =3 Foldh

% mE2 A7 olhsh ek

Econonuc Capitalists

Antecedents {State Power)

Growlth ot
Cupnntalist Enterprises
Socual Proletatiat
Antecedents {Class Political

Organization

Early Middle Late and Class

Consciousness)

Stage of Development

of Capitalistic Society

Figure 2-1  tronunne and socisl antecedents of dass conthal and revolution i captatist sucely

4) Karl Marx, Das Kapital, Dietz Verlag Berlin, 1959, S. 6.
5) anthony Giddens, The Class Structure of the Advanced Societies, Hutchinson of London, 1978,

P. 144.
6) Ra Chang-Joo, Political Sociology, The Publisher SaSeowon, 1983, P.P. 61-67
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19 C9o A#y Marxy 20 Co A#pol obd ek “<Uzk At 4bgo] 2wt AAbe Uz
9) 3l arSo] A= Ze]cb”” (Men are the product of history,but history is made by m=
en) “EF3 AEAY Fa3 At AA A FFol AMetH A A Aol A3
Aol %E Aol BUgeh 2e 2 HUE 2%oA 27k YBde v We s @
Aol RAMog o Fshn Uck: AL BAT FE dth7Y UM HAZ AU Flde
= AAY wolu A EE 237 shoh 2ol fele o Be ANE DA Lopop 8
Ash 2gchebs 9elol 2m AE ofAzkd S4L 2o 4m Ak ALEe) solw 27k 9o
shehm b Ae 29 $uol Fold Qe Ak A AR ABE FFRAE B coheE
o 22lx 9os ® 27 wAe d A FA¢ Ao FaHE4 o 57 uodE 43
Moz ®al shm sl Aotk 1947 ALF ol h Marxe] BHold Lol chg
Re FRY FoAY 0FE G B4 Ak AN LFE AL PRl w29 &
A BY T2 20h 4ok FA AA Al A3k Av)Hz Hd ubd s stedse] deh F
A 9fE 29 AFel gt 2 o Uskh vlF MarxE (28 §3) Engels b o % 29
Aeb) o)A £ obzkel F94E gAY, AT #A 3 AAHE ool Ha 29 =
oo dhyre §Ue A F7h-5Y Zda 2em G o4 e Amel s o Foid 9
o dAG A FollA, olF At A HEL 222 FH Marxvh AdAbA FEE
< ¥4 dd FG A4 ZUE ez AvkF 2242 iy £ HE, zaro AgF
o] ARAF U of £-o) A Sto)c}, (classical German philosophy,French socialist thought,and
British political economy) 28]\ 27} 2249 wete] wa g Histad v Yo Bk 4
A el Eweld vl 3o 49 hg Fasheh RARS 943 Y AR Aol =
18501 ol $9 —of Ao WA T 9| Eshw Ush MarxE FZ o FAbslol 4 Bol WA of
29 B4 FUs} makao] 448 A4z AL Qe Aoleh e wot JRY A
Hol Errlezd Hagdehd, — 2z 53 o2 g 2Rr|7}F “BHFY " “ LT "
o EyAolm Yt Hzz duts — Zgs9 Fdo| glolAY o9 e
e AHal ols) 4 ek Marx: “ AEAS 7Sh “Zofaba] " 7hel oY ek B e -
Agrel - absife ofzel 3utA % 3 Hggozs « 4iAld " oy o|ErtE &
B oolwioh 2o Marxe) B3l E ¢ 2AFY "o el 7o) Aubsbe Kpde] o
W2 MG 7 oh« Zeh A "o 234 ojsio] vehdeh of ZAFo o ALFeE M-
arx Aol Yo o2 ¥kl F237 by FEE ol F3 ot (That constitutes the

£ okl
E A
[e]
o
)

7) Edwin R.A. Seligman, The Economic Interpretation of History, Columbia University Press,
New York, 1902, P. 101.

8) Ibid., P. 96.

9) Ibid., P. 98.
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major historical division which he himself observed to have occurred.)---- 1947] 83
A Marxsl AL UE (—E R BT CARFY "ol dzol Aot AF F8
& R4t ool AAN L EAE £8%m Ak AAE AUY Aolch Feluns o

&, 4udM Marx o] & A E ke, 2T Zdel o At Edln U4
9 37 37 A% §Yozd Eo ALFo AwAFY ULEE o R FelYune o
2 dokeh zEv Aol AodH 23 EXE £fske AF A Ex Marx7t AN
A veh 84 AEr BAF AAA 53 AU AAS wgshn Qddeh 2 Sl
A4 Jumkers (EAAF)S Y 24 o5 AEE 20477t & AR AAAHA 4 ¢
& ASR, 2eln ogA dhel o A kS Solske Ao] of Yot AHH ¥ AA

A g olsfsted e E7HA G HAeleh —1*117]19! sk ol F FUE #A8 “ AL} 4}
3 7 (Capitalist Society) 2b WA & i%}o} s 19471 %7 ol % Marx7} <Ygx
A7 e HTst A Al AdFaY o «I ol 4l %’Q*°J° BE 27 Abslef
A A2 Foks ek S FR3E o ’*}‘/%_J-e— DFQF Marx 9] “u|3%8 =4 ” (emiserat-
ion thesis) 7k 2 Fofof olefof 23t shte] S “o)A” o2 mesiopd zex U
Marx o} 74 o] & ue} aHEFoof zrlel A 4H Fof 4 %& FHAHAE YT =¥
Aol ek d F59 (ool AU AU ¢ A geb — Holx Marxel Aol s

A 2 ojule] YBE AAddet zev) AR w4 AP Marx e FA ol £3 A
39z ok AbAle Al o4 oAzt ek AT AHAA A EAA 9] HFel dv
wEo 4 ArlE 49le AHez £ o YAFEE 234E 5 drke Aol Marx ] A A
o] 72 wAolch 2oy AAFESE 24 FUL Ylkkm, o] 4L Marx7t HAdE
Ha3 o928 Zud4, Be sy F3ha Hojo of APt F AT “AA" 9
oluje) Zujoll A, £& F7) Marx F9 252 AZF9 ol 29 FuolAde AdusolAE otdlch
o A5 A 100 HA T3 2E5AFY AA FAL Adel F7t
A stoh zelv olH AL 4dH AT el Fig G vl H frh] Hoke ANY ZE A
go) vt Ax 2 Aaso] gk W $23 AL A Fulol doiAe] Falg Aol
(Particularly important is the apparent fixity in the distribution of property) : A4F &
G99 B2 &4 A F A T Y3 ALFY) FHE A AL 87N ¥
Falm, AEFo = 449 o A4 £FAl AF % AT =& FU A I
MM YA zad AF ool AR £ FUAW) H7| ol A 4eh 2 F3lo]  sFo}
sbz Qebs Abdol HT Fd Abolo] — ol & FAol b w3 FA=UY vl T 2
B Wbl sielch web 18 ColF AR A8I7 259 AFEE WEAA Robd, 27
Se A4 A TS WsAAE Aunnke FA5AY 439 2ede dAY SAE
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9 3b < 49 HEshs B3 Euol4 Aoz 33 o JAE uigd
ol Marxi= g ftiol Al bl ukgh AHale] R A ¥4 W Fol, AAM B W 7t 21

dof S g AFAZdezA AEFolst g o 45l Heb c AN HAE pEHoz
depul el Aol & F¥ o LT 449 Aolzte HE MarxE A4 s ERcL” N Ma-
rxist 9 95E 95 FH L dAEol o Mg wn dovt or]4 J.H.Hexter o F
AgFoes €& Poofw 3ok “Marxisto| &9 LFE Folust sHe AL ofF Buiset,
FAlE A4 4 Marx o] AbslHE o] Eoletw she Aol gE A&el 2 et Marxl o
o Aol Aol A7 e fF Aol YAl chopstm B Wit dse] MY
Boach 94712 E 194700 ol2% daty EEe Marxz}t Z1Ed AT A& Fstch
$o g Marxo H¥H A4 — AAl viig & Abs] AR Hard el e 2,
Abdl kel WA Pz, 252 4588 9 2F 2 BAA glol Fx HAY A4 Wste
ol &ol sk Fulol 4 BAs| EAso Yoh: F HMarxisto] 2Fe Bweo J4(44) o2
Y St 43 w2 g £ Rt oy G A7bEo]  “Button button where is the bourge-
oisia??Wels sk whihgh Arlol 4 dokes A 2 FolE o o4 ¥4 wolE AR
o & ¢ wEshd sh= AL ofdeh $2le ol @ HFE FHoE YE TUL wes
QEe7t? AA ol d A 2g sl Akl TYE, AxbrbEe] E4 WFS e wolof ¢, v)a
nrmixl Abs i she) o] o] sef A& <kEe, BAl, 2AL f7t AEE shAn Folg YA

& Eo A "ol wepd e AEE HAFHe AA oAU BE5FU AFY ¥ A
T G4 Wioh sofol shef, A2 AAY SAolebe s R YA Holl4 BE F AL 4
14 R AAA A dopyt vk wed @ BAA @ HEzols, @ L eb ol
FEH AMEZE 340 @ @) A Aol AAdekA) ge Auol FEL @M oy
o7 19417] ol F ATl E AL} abslsh o} AbeFo 2 Al GEsel Ao FEsim
Aee el dn Aok

T A%

Zukov M ¥ Marxist Q&) A T2 ol Eol A3 PP vH AN 25 AAdE

10) Anthony Giddens, The Class Structure of the Advanced Societies, Hutchinson of London, 1978,
P.P. 143-152.

11) Children’s game. (Here it means bourgeoisie.)
12) J. H. HExter, Reappraisals in History, Harper & Row, Publishers, New York. 1963, P. 16.
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Abs|F o o} AR 7 TEY W obet o] Ao ol Feho AL, kelAE 2
2l AL b E fAH D ek AL AL A2 E4H0E GAR) FE FEL

2 AlgEol & AL opdchoe BE oA Hag AAA HA ATY FE S 4
At T2 A3 s x4l wBsHA A Wi a4~ AHd (Ein Prokrustesbett)®
s A7 Hm Geb” P 3 she Hol A el E stEasFole] HUA okl AA
Abe] Ach Fiol ol g Aok dehE ol AAAdE dAS FEE T F e d¥E HS=
Aok, “ 7h4oletE ol &4 FAFS AAHH HAo H&GchE AL ol E dS AR F
Fahste Ag wache 2 B4 L oY A @] A4l e Aolx Y <l T
of ol AL AZ ook A FHE ofd & Agfol7l shA g W AbhEe A4 01611
of Ao FHE shAl W & gy Aolsh Asbolal el @East A4 AFe] EHE AHAN A

olmg ofabrtel &7 obdlet B e Ael Azdol & Aoleh “RE 4PH—AE} ot
W2 Q7bs Aol o vhabzbl 2 oA A mlFs etavbAl 2 delfrs, =3 %, o
&, 5, ANTEA) A P FL ¥ sdol WA Yol sldste BAA Az
He — & Az TEshE 49, #d, YA et ((Ale lebendigen Kritte, der Mensch wie

<)

°1

die Pflanze, die Nationen wie das Individuum, das Menschengeschlecht wie die einzelnen Vélker, ja selbst
die Erzeugnisse des Geistes, so wie auf einem in einer gewissen Folge fortgesetzten Wirken beruhen, wie
Literatur, Kunst, Sitten, die dussere Form der biirgerlichen Gesellschaft, haben Beschaffenheiten, Entwik -
klungen Gesetze miteinander gemein.)™® 7 2] B 2 £U T4l H %

“Germanische Dichtung bis zur Mitte 8. Jahrhunderts, Die friihmittelhochdeutsche Literatur (800—1150),

Hofisch-ritterliche Dichtung (1170—1250), Dichtung im brgertichen Mittelalter (1250—1500)

Renaissance—Humanismus—Reformation 16. Jahrhundert, Das Zeitalter des Barock (1600—1720)

Aufklarung— Rokoko—Sturm und Drang (1720—1785) Klassik (1786—1810) Romantik (1797—1830) Das

neurzehnte Jahrhundert (Biedermeierzeit, Junges Deutschland und Politische Dichtung, Biirgerlicher

Realismus, Naturalismus, Impressionismus) Das zwanzigste Jahrhundert (Symbolismus, Expressionismus,

Die Weimarer Republik, Literatur im Exil und im Dritten Reich, Vom Ende des Zweiten Weltkriegs bis

13) E. M. Zukov, Uber die Periodisierung der Weltgeschichte in Universal geschichte, Kiepenheuer
& Witsch, Kéln, 1974, S. 115.

14) ¥ F, Ak AHFE, QAR 373, p.3.

15) Wilthelm von Humboldt, Uber die Aufgabe des Geschichtsschreibers, in Kurt Rossmann’s
Deutsche Geschichtsphilosophie; Austgewahite Texte von Lessing bis Jaspers, Deutscher

Taschenbuch Verlag, GmbH & Co, KG. 1969. S. 206
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zur Gegenwart)” @ o 4 4o YAAY 0T 7b5at Aoleh  © A4 AEAt A of
o 2o g 49 e A4 5o BAE Y5 o, ldee (BA)F ¥

4] o] e,
(Das Geschift des Geschichtsschreibers in seiner letzten, aber einfachsten Aufldsung ist Darstellung des

¢ HE
=g

Strebens einer Idee, Dasein in der Wirklichkeit zu gewinnen.)’'i?

dol A 2% ool 443 YehE Hshe FEAE 2L A4 A2, EH. Carr o %8
ol “abdel 2 whopdel A glo] sebtfol WA AAST O S SolSo fE Y BF
&3l Aol A dlob ohis Aoloh zal @ AU HHMold, R, Hol 4 A 5
of Al Folztd HAlo] & FIHE HE oY 7ol Arkx] 28 7ot} “The Tradit-
ional Society, The preconditions for take-off. The Take-off. The Drive to Maturity, The

i mlo

Age of High mass —Consumption ’ —% A A3t Rostowd] 7H 5 US4 Uz “BE Abj A
4o Asteln, ojeld 4ol Ualg oW g HAlo] ohd FAA Za) ZAo|A Atofol giepr
(All Social institutions are the result of a growth, and that the causes of this growth are to be sought not
in any idea, but in the conditions of material existence.)®

2 3he A AAA AR st AdEA e £ Ak Holch 44 ko) W sk
A A ZE ARA A E o) Zheh £ ABL B AT} AlehE A4S E chEg
oo, 7 Bode HYALAL Aok e 1SS HEseh ol %A 259 $HA Aol
A ARSI AL o) S b AHEL =Y 259 A H Aol Heby e, ALY

TE e Ash - 2022 209 RE AT 9FEL oabols 2o)w Wy
ShFAd AEE Aoleh o AQlo) Aol ol FowM YASHE ALHTA Z 4ol
ARSIA A et neln $AA G4 W BHel sk WAL wa W Hy
o AR Te) AYH R Selst Alslebn YHE ASA BAE F4on 2elm o R4S
°f B AAA 2o & SAdAN Y b A E FAGeh o mhAbsl, 2
. FE2O AT AU4AE A 24 d2A 2 A Qe oapy e %

2% HAE dedz o ®
{With the change in the social relations by means of which individuals produce, that is, in the social

relations of production, and with the alteration and development of the material means of production,

16) Grabert-Mulot-Narnberger, Geschichte der deutschen Literatur, Bayerischer Schulbuch-Verlag,
1982, S. 3ff.

17) Wilhelm von Humboldt, Ibid., S. 212.

18) E. H. Carr, What is History? Penguin Books, 1967 P. 15.

19) Edwin R. A. Seligman, The Economic Interpretation of History. Columbia University Press,
1902, P. 23. .

20) Ibid., P.P. 39-40.
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the powers of production are also transformed. The relations of production collectively form those social

relations which we call society, and a society with definite degrees of historical development. -~ .

Ancient society, Feudal society, Bourgeois society, are simply instances of this collective result of the

complexes of relations of production, each of which marks an importance step in the historical

development of mankind.)

AAre AAA 4 o) &8 AA HLsted A ALt ol .
249 AR e B9H dPe AL o2 HEdE ¥AY FE AAAL, FAHA A
F-oll 2ofA AAA gele] AR RoflA Fo3 g shacte AL Y Fule F¥
3 slof g7l W golel zau B4 AAA Qalg BT 1
BT AberEol Yot AAbalol W AAA o kol 7”54 AFcke Ax A Ao okFE
ol2} gk dhgkoll 2o T AFst o] ol £ AA XY 1 FFHAEA A FAAtE A 28
wehg ool ohdeh A Marx Atale], AAl A Lol g 71ddE stglet. 29 AE Fole
ehedetal 24 AE Qew 29 fapd 4o A%
Ayt FAlel gt 2o Sdell = APet AEs A Slek 29 3 FelAE AR %—v
2 AN T Abs| 29 M Bhell efdF Aelcl, Marx & F8 Al 8cloz A9 17C—°4
Ak AbE o] bzt 18C 9 A4¥ e FAH o2 dtod ol gt A WA -E st A WA
Aol 4 HEAGeq 2eln chd o 23EH AAALLZ ol At $4H wstel ol 7}
W AR 243 228 52 FAATAAAZY sl HE2 Frshl A
@ Ao Marx$eh mofelE 2ol A2 583 48 A dgkor], A2o] gleks 3
£ AdAbzel ohveh dxiAkgeldeke A e U oz sk delel AAYdel 2 A
olol FZ #rlARon, ndl zelolxet 2o} o sl B R olEg AN AdEs
olok Shetx F43 AFAE Marx ek 12w 19C 2ol ok AAH wEe F5 ol
ZAA doldates Ag H2E A ARE 4 A Marx "

“(For it is obvious that we may refuse to admit the validity of the theory as a philosophical explanation
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of progress as a whole, and yet be perfectly prepared to admit that in particular cases the economic
factor has played an important role. It is natural, however, that the economic influence in any given set
of facts should be emphasized primarily by those whose general philosophical attitude would predispose
them to search for economic causes. It will not surprise us. then, to find that much good work in this
direction has been accomplished by the originators of the theory and their followers. Marx himself made
no mean contribution to the facts. Some of his statements are erroneous, and not a few of his historical
explanations are farfetched and exaggerated; but there remains a considerable substratum of truth in his
contributions to the subject.

Of these contributions the most familiar is the account of the transition from feudal to modern society,
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due to the genesis in the seventeenth century of capital as a dominant industrial factor and to the industrial
revolution of the eighteenth century. It was Marx who first clearly pointed out the nature of the domestic
system and its transformation into the factory sysiem of our age, with the attendant change from the local
to the national market, and from this in turn to the w'orld market. It was Marx, again, who called attention
to the essential difference between the economic life of classic antiquity and that of modern times, showing
that, while capital played by no means an insignificant role in ancient times, it was commercial and not industrial
capital, and that much of Greek and Roman history is to be explained in the light of this fact. It was Marx,
too, who first disclosed the economic forces which were chiefly responsible for the political changes of the
middle of the nineteenth century.) 2V’
AALE Wabe AAA A2 Jhe) BRtkol A gk Wol Rgldlcl “AA Azte A 3
Fol 2 &g F-A sk ofAbell glojAe] 9 J =9 8 e!-‘a’— d; EA ol Eolh. = &R
o4 2 EHAG “ola WA ol o Eabs vk Al A Fe) Mol ok Wi, Aol Qo]+
o] feld S AAA g FASL vk vtAHo R HYY gl AFE B dodm gl
o Zoleh”
(First, that the theory of economic interpretation is a fatalistic theory, opposed to the doctrine of free

will and overlooking the importance of great men in history; second, that it rests on the assumption of

M
<
o
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s }ﬂ

‘historical laws’ the very existence of which is open to question; third, that it is socialistic; fourth, that it

neglects the ethical and spiritual forces in history; fifth, that it leads to absurd exaggerations.) ™

5. A <

Al 8 FAo] fat EHA =A.o Karl Heussi 2] “Das Problem der Periodisierung” o
5 G.V.Below2| “ iber historische Periodisierungen” of A 2] -Zdlo]ct 19214 e Heu~
ssi o F& 1925°3~ Below7h Zubgt Ao sjof geh Ad F8e 270l oAy o
Ape) e obmE, olafel Aol pelw Age] Hel 4 o9 M Ak Aol ehm 4 2ol
Adl 89 Ade de SARA ATAN, Labs dya o g dad E4 e
bl g Azke) wd @EE 3 Yk olel of shed

Karl Heussi= '‘Aber 1. die Einschitzung der Wichtigkeit der einzelnen 'Zeitwenden’ und ihre

Zusammenordnung zu Perioden lasst sich nicht einfach von dem ‘Gegeniiber’ ablesen, sondern erfolgt

unter Einsatz des standortgebundenen historischen Urteils, und 2. die Aufeinanderfolge der

Zusténdlichkeiten, z.B. der Phasen der Sprachgeschichte, vollzieht sich in so zahlreichen, gleitenden

21) Ibid., P.P. 68-69.
22) Ibid., P.P. 89-90.
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Ubergingen, dass auch hier die Periodisierung nicht einfach vom Objekt ablesbar ist. Auch darf man
nicht eine dieser Zustindiichkeiten, z.B. die Sprachgeschichte, fiir die Periodisierung aller tiberigen
Reihen der geschichtlichen Entwicklung mafigebend sein lassen. Man unterschitzt denn doch die
kompliziertheit des Problems der Periodisierung, wenn man glaubt, mit dem einfachen Hinweise auf das

Mittelhochdeutsch das ,,Vorhandensein'* des ,,Mittelalters** erweisen zu Kénnen."
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(Even though it may be conceded that this unitary conception is premature, and even if it is practically
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(51

certain that Marx’s own version of it is exaggerated, if not misleading, it is scarcely open to doubt that
through it in large measure the ideas of historians were directed to some of the momentous factors in

human progress which had hitherto escaped their attention.) 24}

obFE ‘o= A Aldiel oA @ w g Az, AA, Absl, S, Fa o zen BE o
zol @AYol dAh- Ay LY —  pupr Zu s Ad, w2 Ad, w= £
AT Al 5 — & Az ‘ut}{— A W A ol WE ASsla AF Bl glof
A o & g8 s oo Hely Z Aol izl

(Wer glaubt, beweisen zu kénnen, daf in einem bestimmten Zeitalter dufere und innere Politik,
Wirtschaft und soziales Leben, Wissenschaft, Religion und alle Kiinste ein einheitliches Geprage
getragen haben — etwa ein individualistisches oder ein barockes oder ein von der Aufklarung
bestimmtes — , der hat die Pflicht und selbstverstindlich auch das Recht, dies in Untersuchung

und Darstellung zu erhirten.)” 25>

23) Karl heussi, Die krisis des Historismus, Verlag von J. C. B. Mohr, Tubingen, 1932, S. 86f.
24) Edwin R.A. Seligman, Ibid., P. 165.
25) Paul Kirn, Einfiihrung in die Geschichtswissenschaft, Sammlung Gdschen, 1972, S. 10f.
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— Summary —

Zukov’s Periodization Theory

Han Kee Young

The economic interpretion of history is developed to the period making. Ancient society. Slave-
holding society feudal society, capitalism, and socialism, are simply instances of the collective result
of the complexes of relations of production, each of which marks an important step in the historical
d~velopment of mankind. Even though it may be conceded that this materialistic conception is
premature, and even if it is practically certain that Marx’s own version of it is exaggerated, if not
misleading, it is scarcely open to doubt that through it in large measure the ideas of historians were
directed to some of the momentous factors in human progress which had hitherto escaped their
attention. Whether or not we are prepared to accept it as an adequate explanation of human pro-
gress in general, we must all recognize the beneficent influence that it has exerted in stimulating
the thoughts of scholars and in broadening the concepts and the ideals of history and economics
alike. Zukov's “‘Ulber die Periodisierung der Weltgeschichte™ is a presupposition in periodization.
Period making is necessary to the convenience of understanding history.
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