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REZUMAT

Istoria istoriei de la Jules Michelet,
Leopold von Ranke pdnd la Fernand Braudel si
Jean Francois Soulet, i-a grupat pe istorici in
scoli, tendinte, curente, practicdnd o taxonomie
adesea contestatd, care nu este insd lipsitd de
temei. Motive de naturd epistemologicd obligd
istoriografia la deschidere si globalitate.

Anii '80 au marcat o schimbare importantd
in scrierea istoriei, demersurile istoriografice
vizdnd mentalitdtile §i viaga cotidiand, trecerea de
la 0 macroistorie inspiratd de stiintele sociale la o
microistorie narativd, stimulatd de antropologia
culturald. In prezemt, istoria istoriei nu se mai
poate dispensa de sociologie, antropologie,
stiingele politice, psihologia i istoria religiei.

Terenul pe care se duce azi confruntarea
cea mai spectaculoasd de idei e teoria istoriei,
epistemologia, intr-urn climat ce presupune o
multitudine stilisticd §i un pluralism al modelelor
de interpretare.

Cuvinte cheie: scrisul istoric, macroistorie,
microistorie, antroplogie culturala, epistemologia.

1. Teoria istoriei §i interogarea
scrisului istoric

Istoria ca realitate trditd este in
prezent, mai mult decit in secolele
anterioare, supusd unei schimbari rapide si
spectaculoase. In conditiile in care
prezentul produce trecutul, discursul istoric
acompaniazi de aproape istoria, ca realititi

consubstantale. Motive epistemologice
obligd istoriografia la deschidere si
globalitate.
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ABSTRACT

History's history from Jules Michelet,
Leopold von Ranke to Fernand Braudel and Jean
Francois Soulet, grouped the historians in schools,
trends, currents, practising a taxonomy often
challenged, but not without basis. Reasons such
epistemological historiography requires opening and
globalization. The 80’s marked an important change
in the writing of history, historiography approaches
targeting mentalities and everyday life; switching
from a macro history inspired by social sciences in a
narrative macro history, stimulated by cultural
anthropology. At present, the history’s history
cannot be dispensed by sociology, anthropology,
political science, psychology and history of religion.
The land on which today leads its most spectacular
confrontation of ideas is the theory of history,
epistemology, within an environment that assumes a
lot and a swylistic pluralism of interpretation models

Key words: historic writing, macro-history, micro-
history, cultural anthropology, epistemology.

1. History’s theory and historic
writing interrogation

History as lived reality is nowadays,
more than the past centuries, the subject of a
rapidly and spectacular change. Given that
this produces the past, the historic discourse
accompanies history, as co-substantial
realities. Epistemological grounds oblige
historiography to opening and globalisation.

Under the influence of various
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Sub influenta diferitelor teorii
stiintifice gi a curentelor filosofice, ca si a
multiplelor schimbidri din societate, teoria
istoriei igi propune mai mult ca oricdnd
reconsiderarea istoriei ca formid de
cunoagtere §i a statutului de istoric,
reevaluarea metodelor de cercetare, a
discursului istoric, relativitatea cunoagterii
”a ceea ce s-a Intdmplat cindva”, notiunea
de fapt istoric si nu in ultimul rénd
concepte si teorii, periodizdri, relatiile
dintre istorie si stiintele sociale.

Cuvéntul isrorie este susceptibil de
ambiguitate pentru publicul larg, fiind el
insusi 1n centrul interogatiei. Pentru
istoricul Neagu Djuvara, dintre multiplele
definitii atribuite istoriei, cea mai relevanti
apartine lui Henri Marrou “cunostinta si
povestirea trecutului uman” [5, p.12.]
pentru Cornelius Castoriadis, istoria este ,,0
inregistrare, o cercetare si o reflexiune
critici asupra trecutului”. Pe de o parte,
istoria reprezintd - trdirea efectivd a unui
grup uman intr-un anumit spatiu i un
anumit timp, pe de altd parte descrierea
comparativ infinitezimald pe care o face un
observator al acelei trdiri [5, p.12].

In cultura germans, fardi si se
inregistreze succesul anticipat, s-a dorit
asocierea termenului german Geschihte
trecutului real, istoriei trdite, in timp ce
histoire, neologism francez preluat prin
filiera latind din limba greac#, urma si
desemneze istoria scrisd sau istoriografia.
Francezii au incercat sd inldture posibilele
confuzii intre istoria reald si reflectarea ei
stiintificd prin scrierea cu majusculd
(Histoire) a istoriei tréite §i cu literd micd a
istoriei scrise (histoire). De altfel, expresia
Istoria istoriei specificd istoriografiei
franceze va fi folositd in aceastd scurtd
expunere cu acelasi infeles ca gi scrisul
istoric sau discursul istoriografic. In
practica zilnicd cuvantul ,istorie” este
folosit Intr-un registru mult mai larg, orice
fenomen ce a decurs in timp, In orice
domeniu si la orice scari avind propria
istorie,

scientific theories and philosophical trends,
as well as the many changes from the
society, history theory aims more than ever
reconsidering history as a form of
knowledge and  historical status,
reassessment methods research, discourse
history, the relativity of knowledge "of what
happened once", the notion of historical fact

and last concepts and theories, time
relations between history and social
sciences.

The word history is likely to doubt
for the general public, being himself in the
centre of interrogation. For historian Neagu
Djuvara, many of the definitions attributed
to history, the most relevant is the one of
Henri Marrou "knowledge and past human
story". To Cornelius Castoriadis, history is a
“record, research and critical reflection on
past”. On one hand, history is actually the
living of a human group in a given space
and some time on the other, compared
description infinitesimals that an observer
makes of that experience[5, p.12.

In German culture, without the
success registered in advance was wanted
the association of the German term
Geschihte of the real past, the history, while
histoire, French neologism taken through
Latin from Greek, meant written history or
historiography. The French have tried to
eliminate possible confusion between real
history and its scientific reflection in writing
with capital letter (Histoire) of lived history
and with a small letter written history
(histoire). Moreover, the expression of
specific historiography History’s history of
French will be used for this short exposure
with the same meaning as historiography
speech or writing history. In daily practice
the word "history” is used in a register more
broadly, any phenomenon which went over
time in any area at any scale with its own
history.

For the American philosopher
Arthur C Danto, between lived history or
real one (History as Actuality) and written
history (History Thought) comes an
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Pentru filosoful american Arthur C
Danto, intre istoria traitd sau reald (History
as Actuality) si istoria scrisa (History
Thought) se interpune wun intermediar
obligatoriu — urmele lisate de istoria reald
(History as Record), fird de care acea
realitate trditd nu ar fi fost cunoscuta.

Statutul istoriei ca stiintd este pus
sub semnul intrebirii de citre reprezentanti
ai filosofiei critice a istoriei, precum Paul
Veyne in lucrarea ,,Cum se scrie istoria?”,
considerdnd ci ,istoria vorbegte despre
ceea ce nu se va vedea niciodatd de doud
ori”, In timp ce ,existenta §i cunoagterea nu
se confunda”[10, p.9]. Prin esenta ei istoria
este cunoastere prin documente, de aceea
naratiunea istoricid se plaseazd dincolo de
orice documente, de vreme ce niciunul
dintre ele nu poate fi evenimentul. Cu alte
cuvinte, pentru Paul Veyne istoria numiti
de el insusi ,,fiica memoriei” este o istorie
,.mutilatd” pentru cd nu existd obiectul de
cercetare si instrumentarul adecvat unei
stiinte veritabile.

Prin comparatie cu ceea ce afirma
autorul mai sus citat, nu putem sd nu ne
amintim de reactia de respingere a istoriei
ca stiintd de citre Aristotel. In faimosul
pasaj din capitolul 9 al ,,Poeticii”, Aristotel
afirma: ,poezia este mai filosofica si are
mai multd greutate decit istoria, c#ci
poezia infitisazd mai degrabd universalul,
iar istoria particularul. Prin universal
inteleg a atribui unui anume fel de om
vorbe sau fapte potrivite, dupa legile
verosimilitd{ii;, chitre aceasta n#zuieste
poezia, addugéand nume proprii
personajelor. Prin particular, infeleg ce a
ficut si ce a patimit Alcibiade, de pildd”[8,
p.9.]. La 500 de ani dupéd Aristotel, Lucian
din Samosata, autorul primei. lucréri
sistematice despre istoriografie: Cum se
scrie istoria, istoria incd era opusi poeziei,
pledand pentru opere pe care Polibiu le
indeparta ulterior cu eticheta dispretuitoare
de ,Istorie tragici”.

Preocupat
istoriografiei

de
roménesti,

problematica
in mare parte

obligatory intermediary — the traces left by
real history (History as Record), without
which that reality could not have been
known.-

History’s status as a science is
questioned by the representatives of
history’s critical philosophy, like Paul
Veyne in the work ,How is history
written?”, considers that , history talks about
we are not going to see twice”, while
existence and knowledge are not the
same”[10, p.9). through its essence history
is knowledge through documents, as none
of them can be the event. In other words for
Paul Veyne his named history the ,,daughter
of memory” is a “mutilated” history because
there are no research objective and adequate
instruments to a veritable science.

By comparison with what the author
above affirmed, we cannot remember the
rejection reaction of history as science by
Aristotle. In the famous paragraph from
chapter 9 of “Poetry”, Aristotle said:
“poetry is more philosophic and is more
important than history, as poetry shows the
universal, and history the particular. By
universal I understand to give a person
words or facts according to the laws of
truth-like; towards those is poetry going,
giving names to the characters. By
particular i understand what Alcibiade
did.”[8, p.9.]. at 500 years after Aristotle,
Lucian Samsosata, the author of the first
systematic work about historiography: How
is history written, history was the opposite
of poetry, pleading for works that Polibiu
will remove with a contemptuous etiquette
as “Tragic history”.

Concerned about the issues of
Romanian historiography, in large part
altered by communist ideology, and
historical discourse analysis "extra muros"
Alexandru Zub noted that at present the
most extensive dispute goes on land of
epistemology, literature anticipating even in
the title Query graphic sign of the need for
reconsideration of the history written in its
entirety: EH Carr and HI Marrou - What is
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alteratd de ideologia comunistd, dar si de
analiza discursului istoric ,.extra muros”,
Alexandru Zub remarca faptul ci in prezent
cea mai vastd disputi se duce pe tdrdmul
epistemologiei, lucrdri de  referinti
anticipand chiar din titlu prin semnul grafic
al interogatiei, nevoia de reconsiderare a
istoriei scrise in ansamblul siu: E. H. Carr
si H. I. Marrou — Ce este istoria? Francis
Fukuyama in The End of History? in 1989,
pentru ca peste trei ani semnul Intrebarii si
dispara din titlul sintezei [11, p.12].

Invitat s& colaboreze la colectia
wDestins du monde” meniti sid ilustreze
preferintele ,noii istorii”, Fernand Braudel
afirma la jumditatea secolului XX ci
aproape totul se cuvenea repus in chestiune,
inclusiv  limbajul, ceea <ce implici
deopotrivi teoria, observatia factologicid si
comparatisti [2, p. 6].

Abordénd relativitatea si limitele ei
in istorie, Neagu Djuvara ii reproseazi
fostului sdu profesor Raymond Aron
prudenta in ceea ce privesgte asertiunile sale
despre  imperfectiunea inevitabili a
observatorului (istoricului) gi a mijloacelor
de cercetare, formulate 1in lucrarea
Introduction & la philosophie de [’histoire
din 1938. Istoricul romén, pentru care
lucrarea lui Aron este cea mai buni sintezi
de filosofia istoriei, explicd relativitatea
fundamentald a sintezei rezultate din munca
istoricului prin natura obiectului sidu de
studiu ~ materialul istoric, care nu este
stabil, nu e Incremenit, ¢i in continui
migcare. in opinia sa o istorie definitivi nu
se poate scrie, drama istoricului constind in

faptul cd dupi doud - trei generatii
viziunea asupra trecutului se schimbi
pentru cd apar noutdfi in euristici,

metodologie, schimbari ideologice printre
istorici [5, p.5].

Familiarizat cu diferitele polemici
care fincearci si rezolve ceea ce
teoreticienii  istoriei  numesc  ,criza
discursului istoric”, autorul formuleazi
rdspunsuri pertinente, argumentate, la
obiectiile privind obiectivitatea istoricului,

history? Francis Fukuyama in The End of
History? in 1989, for over three years to
question the title away from synthesis [11,
p.12].

Invited to contribute to the
collection “Destins du monde” preferences
intended to illustrate the “new history”,
Fernand Braudel said in the mid-twentieth
century that almost everything is properly
reinstated in question, including language,
which involves both theory, factologic and
comparative observation & {2, p. 6].

Approaching the limits of relativity
in history, Neagu Djuvara reproaches his
former professor Raymond Aron the
prudence regarding the assertions on the
inevitable imperfection of the observer (the
historian) and means of research,
formulated in the paper Introduction a la
philosophie de ['histoire from 1938,
Romanian historian, for which Aron's work
is the best summary of the history of
philosophy, relativity explains basic
synthesis resulting from the work history by
its nature the object of study - historical
material, which is not stable, not stone, but
constantly moving. In his opinion a
definitive history can not write, drama
history consists in the fact that after two -
three generations vision on the past changes
that occur in news Heuristic, methodology,
ideological changes among historians [5,
p.5].

Familiar with the various polemics
that attempt to resolve the history of what
theorists call "crisis of historical discourse,
the author makes the relevant answers,
reasons, objections to the objectivity of
history, causality and determinism in
history, written history the ability to
truthfully reflect the reality lived. Partisans
opposed to determinism in history, N.
Djuvara recognizes the importance of
unpredictable  occurrences,  especially
actions of exceptional individuality. Besides
these arguments are actually made and the
arguments of principle: the very purpose of
history is to employ the quota, not the
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cauzalitatea si determinismul in istorie,
capacitatea istoriei scrise de a reflecta
veridic realitatea tr#itd. Opundndu-se
partizanilor determinismului in istorie, N.
Djuvara admite importanta intdmplarilor
imprevizibile, in special actiuni ale unor
individualitdfi exceptionale. Aldturi de
aceste argumente de fapt sunt aduse si
argumente de principiu: scopul insusi al
istoriei este de a se Indeletnici cu
contingenta, nu de descoperirea unor
constante §i a unor necesitati [5 p.38].

Pentru ca reflectarea scrisd a
faptului istoric s# fie, in constinta
istoricului, cit mai aproape de realitate,
este propusd metoda COUNTERFACTUAL
CONDITION, potrivit cdreia convingerea
se afli la originea unei metode folosite
deseori de istoric pentru a clntdri §i a
intelege mai bine ce s-ar fi intdmplat dacd
actorii momentului ar fi luat hotédrdrea
inversd sau oricum o altd hot#rdre decét cea
pe care au luat-o. Experienta in cazul
istoriei este imposibila, faptele nu se pot
repeta, singurul substitut de experientd la
dispozitia istoricului e aceastd Inchipuire a
ceea ce s-ar fi intAmplat dac# actorii istoriei
ar fi actionat astfel. In realitate, fird si-gi
dea seama, se folosesc in continuare
rationamentele de aceastdi naturd 1in
descrierea evenimentului in a céror
desfigurare ar fi intervenit vointa unor
factori umani [5, p. 45].

Fapt istoric este considerat orice
triire consideratd indispensabild pentru
intelegerea unui moment din trecutul uman,
o verigd necesard pentru ca un lant de
intAmpléri si& formeze o  poveste
inteligibils, in ceea ce priveste natura
cunostintei istorice: comprehensiune sau
explicafie, istoricul romén Impértigeste
teoria scolii Heidegger — iene, promotoare a
hermeneuticii existentiale, pentru care
comprehensiunea  este  imediatd i
primordial3 prin intuitie. Explicatia, adici
relatia cercetiirii stiintifice cu purul ,,dat” al
faptelor si cu legile, nu poate fi decit un
derivat. In concluzie istoria nu e inteligibild

discovery of constant and of appropriate [5
p.38]..

So the the written reflection of the
historic fact to be in the historian's
conscience closer to reality, is proposed the
COUNTERFACTUAL CONDITION
method, according to which the belief is at
the origin of a method very used by the
historic to measure and understand better
what would have happened if the actors of
the moment would have taken the reverse
decision or any other decision than the one
they took. The experience in the case of
history is impossible, the facts cannot
repeat, the only substitute of experience is
this imagine of what could have happened if
the actors of history would have acted
different. In reality, are wused the
rationalisms in describing the event in
which development the human factors have
intervened. [5,p. 45].

Historical fact is considered any
experience deemed essential to an
understanding of the human past, a link
needed for a chain of events form a story
intelligible. Regarding the nature of
historical consciousness: understanding or
explanation, the history of Romanian school
theory shares Heidegger - Iene, a promoter
hermeneutic existential, which is immediate
and comprehension primary by intuition.
Explanation, namely the relationship of
scientific research with pure "given" the
facts and laws, can only be a derivative. In
conclusion, history is not intelligible except
through psychological, direct
communication with the other, not by
logical reasoning that can only come later,
as a control and not as a revelation by
intuition. Explanation in history is due to
fact that all cases are to be sought in the

history of.
Intellectual  honesty is . the
investigator's  preferred  concept  of

objectivity of history, as dictum Sine ira et
studio. Distortion of historical fact,
whatever its nature is the result of four to
lie, identified there real history through
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decét prin psihic, prin comunicarea directd
cu celdlalt, nu prin rationament logic care
nu poate veni decét ulterior, ca un control
si nu ca o descoperire prin intuitie.
Explicatia in istorie este cauzald pentru ci
orice fapt are cauze ce trebuie ciutate in
antecedentele lui.

Onestitatea intelectuals a
cercetdtorului este preferatd conceptului de
obiectivitate a  istoricului, conform
dictonului Sire ira et studio. Deformarea
faptului istoric, indiferent de natura lui este
rezultatul celor patru forme de a minti,
identificate in Existd istorie adevdratd :
prin fals (prezentarea unor fapte inexacte),
prin omisiune (se ascunde o parte din
faptele aflate), prin addugarea unor fapte
niscocite celor reale, a patra formi,
interpretarea voit eronatd a unor fapte
exacte.

Pentru a ilustra modul in care a fost
scrisd istoria este necesard o scurtd
prezentare a momentelor principale in
istoriografie fara a c#dea In capcana
istoricismului.

2. Repere in evolutia discursului
istoric intre modernitate si
postmodernitate

Gruparea  istoricilor 1n  scoli,
tendinte, curente, nu este lipsitd de temei
chiar daci aceasti taxonomie este adesea
contestatd. Fara a exclude ceea ce istoricii
numesc istoriografia anticd si medievali,
vom insista asupra secolelor XIX - XX
datoritd complexititii istoriei reale si a
modului in. care s-a realizat naratiunea
istorica.

Secolul al-XIX-lea a fost adeseori
definit ca un "secol al istoriei". Valabild
pentru prima sa jumitate Indeosebi,
comparatia  este elocventd pentru
importanta acordati cunoagterii trecutului.

Interesul pentru descifrarea
trecutului s-a concretizat nu numai fin
aparitia unei masive productii
istoriografice, ci gi in p#trunderea spiritului

false (inaccurate presentation of facts) by
omission (to hide some of the facts
available), by adding the facts make-up real,
the fourth form, deliberately misleading
interpretation of facts accurate. To illustrate
how it was written history is a brief
introduction to the key moments in the
historiography without falling into the trap
historicism.,

2. Bench-marks in the evolution of
historical discourse between
modernity and post-modernity

The grouping of the historians in
schools, trends, currents, it is not without
reason even if this taxonomy is often
contested. Without excluding what
historians call ancient and medieval
historiography, we will insist on the XIX —
XX centuries thanks to the complexity of
the real history and to the way in which the
historic narrative has realised.

The XIX-th century has been often
defined as ‘"history’s century". Valid
especially for its first half, the comparison is
illustrative for the importance accorded to
the knowledge of the past.

The interest in deciphering the past
has materialized not only in the apparition
of a massive historiography production, but
also in the penetration of the historic spirit
in the most various domains of the cultural
and vpolitical life. Without renouncing
entirely some traditional trends, the historic
writing will modify thus in accordance with
the changes through which Europe passed:
the French Revolution from 1789, the
Napoleonic period, liberalism’s affirmation
and the gradual constitution of the national
states.

Thus, under the influence of
romanticism, the historiography suffered a
visible modification, by paying attention to
the national history. The historians, they
themselves direct witnesses or actors
involved in the development of the
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istoric In domeniile cele mai variate ale
vietii culturale i politice. Férd a renunta
complet la unele tendinte traditionale,
scrisul - istoric se va modifica astfel in
functie de mutatiile prin care a trecut
Europa: revolutia francezd din 1789,
perioada napoleonjani, afirmarea
liberalismului si constituirea freptatd a
statelor nationale.

Astfel, sub influenta romantismului,
istoriografia a suferit o vizibild modificare,
prin atentia acordatd istoriei nationale.
Istoricii, ei insigi martori directi sau actori
implicati in derularea faptului istoric,
individualizeazd i idealizeazd trecutul,
factorul rational fiind inlocuit cu factorul
emotional, analizi criticd cu imaginatia [3,
p.172}. Truda de arhivar a fost devansati de
procesul amplu de mitizare a istoriei, prin
scoaterea personajelor istorice din epoca
lor, apartindnd de cele mai multe ori
timpului medieval, si atribuindu-le virtufi
inexistente [1, p.54]. Sub influenta
istoriografiei franceze, reprezentatdi de
Jules Michelet, Fr. Guizot, A. Thiers, si a
conceptului de natiune in sens etnic, N.
Bilcescu, in "Roménii supt Mihai Voevod
Viteazul" a creat unul dintre cele mai
cunoscute mituri istorice din cultura
roméni, "Mihai Viteazul", prin inzestrarea
sa cu congtiinta nationald si transformarea
in campion al unificirii national - statale.

Spre deosebire de istoriografia
francezi tributard romantismului, in spatiul
german istoricii au acordat o mai mare
atentie problemelor metodologice i
atitudinii critice. Leopold von Ranke, spirit
critic si erudit, in dorinta de a descrie
lucrurile "aga cum au fost ele in realitate",
a asociat adevarata istorie cu documentele,
in special  documentele diplomatice,
politice si militare, Adept al
europocentrismului, a fost preocupat de
istoria universald, consideratd indeosebi ca
rezultat al evolutiei popoarelor romanice §i
germanice.

Fard a realiza o rupturd completi cu
prima jumdtate a secolului al-XIX-lea,

historical fact, individualize and idealize the
past, the rational element being replaced
with the emotional one, the critical analysis
with imagination [3, p.172]. The toil of
archivist was surpassed by the ample
process of the transformation in myth of the
history, through the extract of the historic
characters from their age, belonging mostly
to medieval time, and alloying them non-
existing virtues [1, p.54]. Under the
influence of the French historiography,
represented by Jules Michelet, Fr. Guizot,
A. Theirs, and of the draft of nation in the
ethical sense, N. Bilcescu, in "Romanians
under Mihai the Brave Hospodar " has
created one of the most popular historical
myths from Romanian culture, "Mihai the
Brave", through his endowment with the
national conscience and the transformation
in champion of the national unification-
state.

In contrast with the French
historiography =~ dependent on  the
romanticism, in the German space the
historians payed more attention on the
methodological issues and critical attitude.
Leopold von Ranke, critical spirit and a
scholar, in the desire to describe the things
"as they were in reality", associated the real
history with the documents, especially the
diplomatic =~ documents, political and
military. Advocate of the Euro-pocentrism,
was concerned with the universal history,
regarded especially as result of the
development of the Romanic and Germanic
nations.

Without realizing a complete break
with the first half of the XIXth century,
dominated by the romanticism, the second
half of the century represented a total
distinet picture in what represents the
writing of the history, through the historical
vision, method, the content of writings,the
attitude towards the object of the history
and its social mission. Under the influence
of the French positivism of comtean type
and the device of Leopold von Ranke: "All
from the document nothing without it", Th.
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‘dominati de romantism, a-II-a jumitate a
veacului a reprezentat un tablou total diferit
in ceea ce priveste scrierea istoriei, prin
conceptia istoricd, metodd, continutul
scrierilor, atitudinea fatd de obiectul
istoriei si menirea ei sociald. Sub influenta
pozitivismului francez de tip comtean si a
devizei lui Leopold von Ranke: "Totul de la
document nimic in afara lui", Th. Buckle,
Fustel de Coulanges, J. Burckhardt, Th.
Mommsen, Ch. Seignobos, A.D. Xenopol si
Nicolae Iorga - ultimii doi in istoriografia
roménd - au dorit 0 cunoagtere exacti a
faptelor, prin supunerea documentelor unei
critici riguroase. Invocdndu-l pe R.
Descartes, Fustel de Coulanges afirma ci
"nu trebuie s& credem decit ceea ce este
demonstrat, convingerea in istorie nu se
formeaza prin cuvéntul magistrului, ¢i prin
documente", "mai mult istoria nu este o
arti, ea este o stiintd purd" [3, p.216].
Dorinta de cunoagtere exhaustivi a
surselor, l-a obligat pe istoric si-gi limiteze
cercetdrile la o anumitd perioadi, la un
anumit domeniu sau chiar la un anumit
subiect.

Munca istoricului se
profesionalizeazd, in comparatie cu
perioads anterioars, dominati de oameni de
culturd cu preocupéri multiple, autodidacti
in ceea ce priveste istoria. Universititile au
transformat istoria intr-un obiect de studiu
separat, in paralel cu inflintarea scolilor
specializate pentru des#varsirea pregitirii
intr-un anumit domeniu al istoriei sau cu
intensificarea legaturilor dintre istorici.

Ceea ce gcoala criticd a surprins mai
putin sau deloc in istoriografie - aspectele
de viaja economic#d, sociala si chiar
fenomenul cultural -, prin preocuparea
pentru istoria politics, evenimentiald, a
realizat Scoala franceza. Istoria
mentalitatilor sau Noud Istorie, numitd in
mod curent "$coala de la Annales”, dupi
numele revistei lansate de Lucien Febvre si
Marc Bloch, in 15 ianuarie 1929 [7, p. 5].

Spre deosebire de "istoria istorizanta
sau evenimentiala" cum a fost caracterizati

Buckle, Fustel de Coulanges, J. Burckhardt,
Th. Mommsen, Ch. Seignobos, A.D.
Xenopol and Nicolae lorga — the last two in
the Romanian historiography — desired a
more precise knowledge of the facts,
through the submission of the documents to
a rigorous critic. Appealing to R. Descartes,
Fustel de Coulanges stated that "we don’t
have to believe only what is proved, the
beliefs in the history doesn’t form through
the magistrate's word, but through
documents", "more the history is not an art,
it is a pure science” [3, p.216]. The desire of
exhaustive knowledge of the sources, has
obliged the historian to limit his search to a
certain period, to a certain domain or even
to a certain subject.

The work of the historian is
professionalized, compared with the
previous period, dominated by men of
culture with multiple concerns, self-taught
persons regarding the history.

The universities have transformed
the history into a separate object to study, in
parallel with the founding of the specialized
schools for consummation of the
preparation in a certain domain of the
history or with the intensification of the
connections between historians.

What the critical school overheard
less or not at all in historiography —
economic aspects of life, social and even the
cultural phenomenon -, through the
preoccupation for the political history, that
one referring to the events , has realised the
French School.

The history of the conception or The
New History, commonly named "The Scool
of Annales", after the name of the magazine
launched by Lucien Febvre and Marc
Bloch, in January 15, 1929 [7, p. 5].

Unlike "the event history " how it
was characterised the positivist
historiography, the global history proposed
to be problematical and to deal with men. In
this respect, L. Febvre stated in 1933, in the
inaugural lesson from the Collége de
France: “The history, science of the man,
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istoriografia pozitivists, istoria globali si-a
propus sa fie problematici si si se ocupe de
oameni. In acest sens, L. Febvre afirma in
1933, in lectia inaugurald de la Collége de
France: “Istoria, stiin{d a omului, stiintd a
trecutului uman §i nu §tiint3 a lucrurilor sau
a conceptelor... Indatorirea istoricului este
si regiseascd oamenii care le-au trdit”. Un
asemenea proiect ambitios, destinat si
surprindi mentalititile §i viata cotidiani, a
devenit realitate printr-o impresionanti
cercetare inter si pluridisciplinarg, in lungd
duratd, cu aportul geografiei, etnografiei,
demografiei, economiei, sociologiei,
antropologiei, psihologiei colective i
lingvisticii. In anii de pionierat, L.Febvre
deplangea faptul ci “nu avem nicio istorie a
iubirii, a mortii, a milei, a cruzimii, a
bucuriei” [4, p.424].

Matei Doggan, in lucrarea sa ,,Noﬂe
stiinte sociale”, afirma cé istoria este una
dintre zonele cele mai avantajate de
inlinfuirile transdisciplinare, pentru ci
suprematia istoriei politice a fost redusd
printr-o serie de specialititi: istoria sociali,
culturald, intelectuald. Prin folosirea
disciplinelor exterioare amintite mai sus
istoria pare s# fi atins nivelul sdu maxim de
inovare [6, p. 108].

Marc Bloch, P.Chaunu, M.Vovelle,
R. Mandrou, J. Le Goff, G. Duby, E. Le
Roy Ladurie, JI.Delumeau si Fernand
Braudel, au revolutionat, prin studiile lor
despre structurile cotidianului si
comportamentele colective, ceea ce istoria
evenimeniiald, axatd pe surprinderea
faptelor politice §i militare, a omis din
campul sdu de investigatie.

Autorul amplelor sinteze despre
“Mediterand si lumea mediteraneand in
vremea lui Filip al-II-lea” si “Gramatica
civilizatiilor”, Fernand Braudel definea
cele trei paliere pe care se situa in
conceptia sd istoria: “La suprafati, o istorie
evenimentiald ce se inscrie in timpul scurt -
o microistorie; la jumaitate pantd - o istorie
conjuncturali urmeazi un ritm mai larg si
mai lent. Dincolo de acest recitativ al

science of the human past and not science of
the things and notions... The historian’s
duty is to find again the people who have
lived it”. Such an ambitious project, meant
to surprise conceptions and daily life, has
become reality through an impressive
research inter and plural-disciplinary, in the
long term, with the contribution of the
geography, ethnology, demography,
economy, sociology, anthropology,
collective psychology and linguistics. In the
pioneering years, L.Febvre deplored the fact
that “we have no history of love, of death,
of mercy, of cruelty, of joy” [4, p.424].

Matei Doggan, in his work ,The
new social sciences”, stated that the history
is one of the most favoured zone by the
concatenations, because the supremacy of
the political history was reduced through a
series of specialities: the social history,
cultural, intellectual. Through the usage of
the exterior discipline aforementioned the
history seem to have reached its maximum
level of innovation [6, p. 108].

Marc Bloch, P.Chaunu, M.Vovelle,
R. Mandrou, J. Le Goff, G. Duby, E. Le
Roy Ladurie, J.Delumeau and Fernand
Braudel, have revolutionized, through their
studies on the daily structures and the
collective behaviour,  centred upon the
surprise of the political and military facts,
have neglected from his field of
investigation.

The author of the vast synthesis
about “The Mediterranean and the
Mediterranean world in the times of Filip
the II-nd” and “The grammar of
civilisations”, Fernand Braudel defined the
three levels on which has situated in his
opinion the history: “On the surface, an
history which join in the short time, at half
of slope — a situational history follows a
rhythm more wider and more slower,
Beyond this conjuncture recitative the
structural or long term history, poses entire
centuries™ [10, p.112]. The history of the
conceptions joins in this last level.

Ideology of the history by the inter
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conjuncturii istoria structurald sau de
duratd lungd, pune in cauzd secole Intregi”
[10, p.112]. Istoria mentalitatilor se inscrie
in acest ultim palier.

Ideologizarea istoriei de citre
regimurile  totalitare  interbelice i
postbelice a deformat in mod brutal atat
interpretarea fenomene si perioade ale
timpului istoric, cét ¢i perceptia la fel de
falsa 1n réndurile opiniei publice.
Longevitatea regimurilor comuniste a
provocat o adevératd crizi in istoriografie,
prin punerea la zid a elementelor de
obiectivitate §i rescrierea istoriei prin
prisma luptei de clasi si a inevitabilului
triumf al comunismului in intreaga lume. in
numele asa zisului egalitarism i al
internationalismului proletar, al cultului
conducdtorului au fost create mituri si
utopii de care cu greu se debaraseazi nu
numaj generatiile educate in spiritul istoriei
mistificate, dar §i unii istorici care au ficut
carierd prin istorii- oficiale. A existat totusi
in universitdti o deschidere a istoricilor
veritabili fatd de studenti, prin cursurile
prea putin pervertite de marxism -
leninism. Specialigtii recunosc existenta
unui decalaj istoriografic intre ex statele
comuniste §i istoriografia occidentals,
pentru a cdrui depigire este necesari o
reconstructie a istoriei din temelii.
Demitizarea istoriei, demers anevoios, a
dobindit deja un statut respectat, istoricul
Lucian Boia fiind un adevirat deschizitor
de scoald istorici.

Revenind la tendintele actuale din
Istoria istoriei, firdi a se renunfa la
deschiderea promovati de Scoala de la
Analles, un interes major se manifestd
pentru Istoria recentd, asociatd cronologic
cu Holocaustul, al doilea rizboi mondial si
cu regimurile comuniste. Istoricii utilizeazi
alituri de documente — in mare parte
arhivele au fost redeschise — surse orale,
desi a fost pusd in discutie impartialitatea
celor chestionati, martori sau subiecti ai
evenimentelor abordate. Istoricul insusi se
poate gisi iIntr-una din ipostazele de:

war and post-war totalitarian regimes has
distorted brutally both the interpretation
phenomenon and periods of historical time,
and the perception equally false in the lines
of the public opinion. The longevity of the
communist regimes has challenged a true
crisis in historiography, through blaming the
elements of the objectiveness and rewriting
of the history through the angle of the class
struggle and that of the inevitable triumph
of communism in the entire world. On
behalf of the so called egalitarianism and of
proletarian internationalism, of the cult of
the leader were created myths and utopia
from which with difficulty get rid of them
not only generations educated in the spirit
of the history mystification, but also some
historians that made career through official
histories. Existed however in universities an
opening of the authentic historians toward
the students, through the lectures less
pervertible of Marxism — Leninism. The
experts recognize the existence of a
historiographical difference between the
former communist states and Western
historiography, for whose overtaking is
necessary a reconstruction of the history
from basements, The historian Lucian Boia
being a true opener of historical school.

Returning to the present tendencies
from The history of the history, without
renouncing to the opening promoted by the
School of Analles, a major interest
demonstrates for The latest history,
chronologically  associated with the
Holocaust, the second World War and witrh
the communist regimes. The historians
utilize alongside the documents— most of
the archives were reopened— oral sources,
although was brought into question the
fairness of the questioned ones, witnesses or
subjects of the approached events. The
historian can find himself in one of the
situations of: protagonist, witness (assists
from interior), observer (scans from the
exterior the development of the facts) [9, p.
471.

A direction change have produced
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protagonist, martor (asistd din interior),
observator  (scruteazd  din  exterior
desfasurarea faptelor) [9, p. 47].

O schimbare de directie s-a produs
in anii ’80, de la istoria sociald spre istoria
mentalititilor, de la istoria structurald la
istoria vietii cotidiene, de la o macro istorie
inspirati de stiintele sociale stimulatd de
antropologia culturald, schimbare ce denotd
un dinamism aparte - in  evolutia
istoriografiei [11. p. 23].

Se poate afirma astdzi, mai mult ca
oricand, ci istoriografia se reinnoieste pe

seama extensiei, largirii  orizontului
epistemic, a sporului documentar in
cregtere exponentiald, a innoirii

metodologice. ,Istoricul e prin definifie un
cilitor in timp si in spatiu, fiindcd rostul
profesiei sale ¢ si reconstituie devenirea

umanititii sub unghi cronotopic, s&
circumscrie spatio - temporal
fenomenologia istoricd, asigurdndu-i o

structurd coerenti si rationald”, afirma
Academicianul Alexandru Zub [12, p. 280].
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in the 80s, from the social history to the
history of conceptions, from the structural
history to the history of daily life, from a
macro history inspired by the social
sciences stimulated by the cultural
anthropology, change which denotes a
special dynamism in the evolution of the
historiography. [11. p. 23].

It can be said today, more than ever,
that - historiography is renewing on the
extention expense, enlargement of the
epistemic horizon, of the documentary spore
in exponential increase, of methodologically
renew. ,,The historian is through definition a
traveler in time and space, because the sense
of the profession is to reconstitute the
formation of the humanity, to circumscribe
spatial temporal the historical
phenomenology, ensuring a coherently and
rational structure”, stated the academician
Alexandru Zub [12, p. 280].
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