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Historical facts by themselves are not history.  They must be worked up; or, to use a better figure, they must be organized—that is, be brought together and integrated with reference to their relations.
First, analysis is involved in the recognition of the facts with which we deal.  Complex facts must be resolved into simple ones.  Many facts called simple are really complex, and must be analyzed before they can be understood. . . .

History makes an equally strong appeal to the faculty of comparison or judgment.  Events and characters are a constant challenge to the balancing power of the mind. . . . Then judgment passes into reasoning or thinking proper.  Here the characteristic mental act is inference, or the drawing of conclusions from premises.  If the study consists of the mere committing to memory of facts, it will do little for any logical powers; but studied philosophically, due attention being paid to the discovery of relations and the criticism of method, it becomes a noble exercise of thought. . . .
As the author of several well-known historical text-books says, "The object of teaching history is not to cram with facts and dates (useful and indeed necessary as these are), but to awaken thought, and especially to teach the habit of thinking intelligently about the political events of our own and other countries. . . ."
It may be objected that historical questions are not practical questions; that they come from books and documents, and not from the haunts of living men instinct with thought, passion, and will.  There is truth in this view; no proper school subject is just like real life, while history can be made almost as abstract as mathematics itself. . . . If the teacher deals with human beings, and not merely names, dates, and other items of fact, there will be no lack of interest. . . .
One of the best known forms of motive power is the patriotic sentiment or love of country.  And it is mainly at the altar of history that patriotism feeds her fires.  The patriotic orator or poet indeed invokes the inspiration of the mountains and rivers, the vales and hills, the firesides and battlefields, of the fatherland or the mother country; but this is only because these material monuments are the imperishable symbols of the deeds and thoughts of men that are associated with them. . . . The flag, be it the Union Jack, the tricolor, or the Stars and Stripes, is not the piece of parti-colored silk; it is the national emblem for which patriots have suffered and died. . . .  Of late much attention has been paid to teaching patriotism in the schools of our country. [4-15]

Facts of themselves do not constitute proper knowledge; they are at best but information, and the man who possesses them in the largest abundance is not necessarily the best instructed man.  Facts do not exist separate and alone either in Nature or history; they are always connected, and they can not be understood or explained out of their connections.  The bones of the human body thrown loosely into a box are not a skeleton; a pile of dry plants is not an herbarium; they must be brought together and secured in their natural relations.  The possession of a mass of botanical or geographical facts, no matter how large, does not make a man a botanist or a geographer; his facts must be organized, fact brought to its related fact, as bone to its related bone.  In other words, these studies are not wholly empirical. . . .While facts do not make a man a historian, he cannot be a historian without them. . . . [68- 71]

1) What are the main points made about the relationship between history and facts?
2) How does what Hinsdale describes match up with your educational experiences, history courses or others?  Explain.

3) Do you agree or disagree with his argument?

