
not seriously undermine the view that the criteria of Validation are
objective.

Let me translate this into terms relevant to the historian. There can be
no legitimate doubt that in the course of the past 200 years the material
conditions of the population in the "advanced" countries of the world,
has, on average, substantially improved. The fact cannot be seriously
disputed, though there may be argument about when this improvement
began, and about the rates, fluctuations and divergences of this process.
Though in itself neutral, this fact will be widely regarded as having
certain ideological and political implications, and insofar as there are
historical theories resting on the assumption that it has not taken place,
such theories are wrong. It is open to me as a Marxist to do one or more
of three things. I can legitimately deny that Marx, at least in his mature
years, held a theory of absolute material pauperization or Stagnation, in
which case I eliminate this element from the theory, and am no longer
obliged to seek for evidence of it. I can reformulate the theory of
"absolute pauperization" in a way which might enable me to include
other elements, hitherto unconsidered, which might offset the improve¬
ment (e.g. "insecurity", or mental health, or environmental deterioration
etc.). In this case there might be partisan argument of two kinds: about
the legitimacy of extending the concept of „pauperization" in this way,
and about the actual measurable movement of the various indices
involved, their weighting and combination. Lastly, I may maintain the
old argument, but seek to establish that the improvement represents
merely a temporary or long-term fluctuation in what can still be held to
be a secular downward trend. In this case I am either removing the
proposition from the ränge of falsifiability altogether, like those con-
stantly revised predictions of the end of the world which millennial
sects engage in, or I am laying it open to falsification at some time in the
future. Similar considerations apply, if I regard the improvement as a
regional phenomenon, which might (or might not) be offset by deterio¬
ration in the rest of the world. What I cannot do is simply to deny the
evidence. Nor can I, as a historian, legitimately refuse to accept the
criteria of falsifiability, insofar as my views rest on evidence either past,
present or future.

In short, for everyone engaged in scientific discourse, statements
must be subject to Validation by methods and criteria which are, in
principle, not subject to partisanship; whatever their ideological conse-
quences, and however motivated. Statements not subject to such
Validation may nevertheless be important and valuable, but belong to a
different order of discourse. They pose extremely interesting and
difficult philosophical problems, especially when they are clearly in
some sense descriptive (e.g. in representative art or criticism "about"
some specific creative work or artist), but cannot be considered here.
Nor can we here consider statements of the logico-mathematical type,
insofar as they are not (as in theoretical physics) linked to Validation by
evidence.
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