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The lllusions of Writing a Perfect History: Some
“Archaeological” Contributions

A perfect history can be considered an exigefumya
“better world”, and this metaphor is present in warit of
writing and of criticizing texts from Renaissancernowadays.
How to write a perfect history was in the mind ehgrations of
scholars. This cultural and political illusion déyeed
disciplines such as Logic, Philology and GrammalJassersal
Disciplines of Analysis. The development of writtenlture —
writing and printing — made possible to observe neliminate
the “contradictions” from texts and from socialdtiohl
systems! In this way, Modern Logic, Grammar andldigy
were founded by series of mathematical reasonirgchwwere
introduced irthe spirit of perfecting humanist knowledge

Perfect History is the epistemological necessity o
perfecting the existent historical knowledge. Tigsrfect
history made possible the development of criticad analytical
spirit and it is linked to the idea of written fasg. | mean that
perfect history is preoccupied wpw history is writtenand by
how history could be better writtefror depicting similarities
and differences of written histories and humanjtiesany
scholars of Renaissance analyfieagir grammar their structure
of enouncesand the relationships between them. They

conceptualized...
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The conceptualization is the “product” of a modern
scientific thinking instead of the fact that vamowscientific
methods have existed in ancient civilizations. The
conceptualization is in the same time practical drabretical
and it is an epistemological process which is goedrbythe
principle of representatianTo conceptualize means to invent
some concepts for criticizing and analyzing livislgenomena in
order to reduce them to.scientific or ordinary explanations
And this ‘reduction’ is a loss of History, of expeice and,
maybe, of Humanity. But in the same time it is “an
achievement” in making abstract, rational, logicdgsed and
secure systems of power-knowledge which governveantd,
our modern society. The idea of security in the Vi&ebased on
a closed and secured system of power-knowledge!

N. Machiavelli and Jean Bodin believed in this tten
history as “perfect knowledge”. For Machiavelli,itte&n history
can explain and represent everything from past pres$ent.
Italian humanist conceived history as a solutiondaily social
and political problems, usinthe method of comparisortor
Bodin, written history must be founded by the denhec
reasoning/deductive knowledge. A “perfect historgs Bodin
believed, can extract from social and politicalroyes... general
laws'. French jurist and philosopher wished history ¢éadme a
deductive science, guiding the Man to “a betteCialepolitical

system. This presence of “better” is the core ofque history. |
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do not think that this modern belief in “better’Improducethe
bettet

The European Christian tradition imposestory or
narrative as ausual form of expressing historical research
Medieval Christianity diffused the idea of story asuniversal
form of writing history History is history only and only if it ia
story, only if it hasa common or usual narrative structuvath
beginning middle andend This narrative mentality is derived
from Bible and combined with the Greek and Romamwikural
traditions. Sande Cohen pointed out that in the tév/es
historical culture “nonstory = nonhistofyand from this Anglo-
Saxon Academic Community’s perspective “what igidcive
about them is their utter reversibility (positivadanegative),
suggesting a rather fluid semantic netwdrkrThis equivalence
also imposed a “black-and-white” view upon sociatyl history
and gave birth to fluid relativistic interpretat®on society, man
and history. We have a circular construction oftdrisal
narrative which can be considered “a contradictidnécause
people’s life and problems are never ending andedain
historical text must havan end “must have” a limited sum of
messages and findings! For this reason writtenohés are
incomplete and revisable, because are writings hvigi@nnot
please everyone and they do not haveeal end only a

conventional one in a very figural meaning.
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For La Popeliniere (1541-1608), universal histmythe
correct and perfect history” because was considéngdhe
French historian as “the representation of all ghif and this
representatiorcan be understood as an original and unclassified
report between historian’s mind and the externatiatp
political, historical facts. Every historian has itown theory”
and every collection of historical facts requireghaoretical
approach. In this sense “history” and “theory” dogether,
interconnected and almost undistinguished at theel leof
composing a text; at the level of making a nargativ

Francis Bacon (1561-1626) in his well-known bobke
Advancement of Learningl605) mentioned the concept of
“perfect histories®, when he classified the civil history in three
types: chronicles perfect histories and antiquities
Characterizing perfect histories, Bacon said thai tdivide in
three other types: “a time, a person or an actiote
commented in his well-known style these types sfdmy.

David Hume in hisTreatise on Human Naturél739)
wrote about “perfect ideaSWhich are something deeply linked
to memory and imagination, but closer to imaginatiban to
memory. He considered that the so-called “indivesiparts” of
ideas must be “filled with something real and edqsf.
Otherwise, ‘perfect ideas’ can be viewed as enaince
formulated at the crossing point of memory, of itnagon and

of reality.
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Universal history became the model of perfect Inysto
having inside “historical data” and “meanings”. Faore than
two centuries, this form of history was the avaatedg of
European humanist thinking. This universal history
characterized by the study of documents, the @malifon of
metaphors, and the idea of “making sense” with thése
discontinuous and disparate evidences/or piecesrohives
And “making sense” requires argumentative thinking in an
evident or verifiable wayfollowing the Cartesian Ideal of
Cogito and the Kantian Ideal of Rational Laws. laswthe
lllusion of a pure and perfect reaspphysical and mechanical,
which can govern people, things, realities, inahgditheir
linguistically and logical conditiondUniversal history (17-19"
centuries) is “perfect” and it is in the spirit &fescartes, of
Newton, of Kant.

Social and political norms produce forms of behaxio
forms of (re)structuring thinking, and forms of ®mized
knowledge. But theseniversal norms of knowing and being
cannot produce contents or substances, which areedefrom
original and creative thinking of individuals inra@ection with
realities. These norms can only reduce specifictecda of
knowledge and of reality tan empty form of global behaviour
Scientific and political norms try to control andape all these
specific human conditions, activities, productiaral services

usinga sophisticated mechanism of power-knowledtech is
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represented by present institutions (universitigmlitical
structures).

Modern theories depict and criticize some conceyid
ideas from histories and other humanities for potirig them.
And this ‘spirit of perfection’ createsreew knowledgewhich is
complementary or contradictory withe old knowledgeln this
way, theoretical thinking endlessly increast®e forms of
historical thinkingwhich are combined with selected number
of historical contentghistorical data, books, activities, social
and political deeds, personal experiences etc.).n&iee many
differentforms of historical thinkindike a puzzle! | do not see
many originalcontents of historical thinkingt the global scale!

In this way, theoretical thinking develops andch&farms
the idea of humanist knowledge, having as a resplurality of
forms of historical thinkingwhich shapéhe contents of written
histories and all “un-theoretical” histories have theoratic
insights in theirsystems of productionAll these social and
epistemological processes from the"l#nd 17 century have
contributed in the invention and crystallizationtafo types of
languages(scientific and literary), maintaining the utopia of a
“perfect knowledge” and the Enlightenment, inclglibant and
Rousseau, are in this paradigm. For example, tea of a
Critique — as an autonomous discipline — which aliscs the

“key” of the creative function, which identifiesehaesthetical
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values of writing are exigencies of humanist thirgkifrom
France of 17 century.

The Linguistic and Hermeneutic Type of Modern igtie
was, always, obsessed by... a “perfect knowledgethismway,

a “perfect knowledge” — a certain knowledge whiemmot be
revised and it is “an ultimate version™ — is aclable intwo
types of perfectianl) the analysis of contents from X, Y object
of study (e. g. books, activities, social phenomepalitical
struggles, arts); 2) the discursive or narrativastauction of X,

Y object of study (the forms of expression). Thefeaion of
narratives and the perfection of the analysis ofest are
obsessions of this literary modern critidliavhich influenced
the “know-how” of historians, of writers, of philoghers etc. If
the novel is considered by Forster the narrativestaction
hardest to criticiz€, the same thing can be said about the book
of history because these distinguished types ahtiaes (novel,
book of history) combine a fictive way in which ham
experiences and certain understandable and comnmmiédge
are presented to public, to audience.

Science and Ideology became parts of history duhis
belief of a perfect humanist knowledge. That histwas thirsty
after scientific and inextricable involved inideological
conditions A Science of Ideas and the Logic of Argumentagion
became parts of modern historical knowledge andhyyeer-

concrete fact that history as a modern disciplisidinked to
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ideas argumentsand ideological positions speak itself toa
politicization of humanist thinking History served as an
efficient mean of governing people in this modeartipership
power-knowledge.

Universal history, as was conceived by Frenchsatas
school of 1% century and general historical research of the
documents in the I8Bcentury, especially in German cultural
space, have conducted humanist knowledge towardsntain
philosophies of history: 1) Weltheorie (theory bétworld); 2)
Comte’s positivism. Both philosophical importanednies have
the same purpose: to explain the world, to expdaiciety using
real data and observations. For example, HerdedsHegel's
philosophy, Comte’s positivism, Evolutionism of th&d"
century, or Einstein’s relativism not refer to “aayv of
understanding the world” (some individual explaoas), but
these theories arthe ways in which we can understand the
world having the strong belief that could no one beebetht
least this illusion othe best theorgyhat can be conceived was
the psychological mobile of their time...

| think that a turning point in the history of hamties was
Schiller’s inaugural lesson at the University ahdéMay 1789),
suggestively entitledVhat is Universal History and Why We
Study It?in which two important issues for humanist knovged
were formulatedthe content of a knowledgadthe utility of a

knowledge For Renaissance’s humanists this problem was not
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iIsolated from society and politics. None of an autic

reflection about knowledge could be isolated fromgisty and

politics which are inextricably parts of historidatowledge. If

moderns separate “the content” and “the utility”kofowledge

under the influence of Utilitarianism and for iammediate scope
— maybe a commercial one! —, Renaissance’s hunsamste an
entire different view of these concepts-problemseyl would

never say: “What are the new arts and why we nmiadmam?”

Positivism “decomposed” the epistemological paksds
of writing a perfect universal history, which meam$oo0k of
history that can satisfy everyone. And even if akbof history
would please the public, this book could not befgmtrat the
level of narration or discourse, of succession ddas or of
arguments. There is no perfect history becausentbdern
world instead of its technological progress is ltptanperfect
and profound contradictory at the level of actiohthought and
of social and political dynamics.

Difficulties of universal histories in the foundat of a
coherent and visible humanist knowledge are derfvah two
major situations: 1) historical knowledge has anomplete
epistemic structure and it is gradually formed frargeneration
to other of scholars; 2) more facts and events arendeas and
explanations in one single text destroy the colwmyeandthe
common level of understandingVe can only try a cultural

illusion that we will write a perfect humanist textand even if
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this text is perfect from all points of view, thgsnot regarded in
this way by contemporary people. They only see eéridence
the “errors” or the “mistakes” of a certain knowdgedand man!
They are too mentally shaped ipilism!

Even if we have thismcompleteness of historical research
and writing history can be considered perfect fromo major
reasons 1) written history and political thought cannot
subscribe toa unique and universal standard of knowing
provided by the results from mathematics and plsyisistead of
using these types of reasoning by analytical pbpby of
history; 2) historical thinking and written historgannot be
totally controlled by political establishments. erehumanist
domains really change the society even if we havmereasing
pressure exercised upon historians and humaniststhiby
political factors in order to follovgome “favourable” ideas and
perspectives of writing about pagtrom these two major motifs,
history can be considered perfect with an evidagurél
meaning.

The structure of science is much more complex tian
structure of history because science does not dmp
“verifications” and “meanings” and it has to demivate series
of hypotheses based on observations and experiméntse
history and humanities which haaespiritual and imaginative
advantagein relation with sciences, mathematics and physics

have a practical advantageand the calculus represernits
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structure To write novels, to compose poetry, to do histri
research represent spiritual activities and hatle in common
with a practical scope of engineering projects, of abend
political markets We do not compose a text (poetry,
philosophy, history) for a special purpose, forecse scope of
an ad-hoc situation. Unlike the practicality of hehatics, of
economics, the practicality of humanities can bgarded as a
relationship of man with the past and present kedgg in
order to understand the differences and the sitndarbetween
societies, civilizations, epochs, persons, actanactivities.
History will be “perfect” if the historian will utkerstand
the differences and similarities between cultusesieties and
civilizations and he will try to make sense of them his
personal creative way. Educating human spirit isnet@ing
different and greatest in contrast with modern emxakemporary
technological systems of power-knowledge. Theséerys are
oriented in the education of psychological funcsiarf brain and
for profit. They do less for spirit and cultural mo
intellectualized activities! For this reason, theodarn
mathematical and pragmatically education cannotrovg the
actual condition of humanity. We can only grow ummbers, but
we cannot fulfil our souls and sensibilities usexgual modern
and contemporary technological and electronic systevhich
invaded our life and humanities. There are too mamslaving

and consuming ‘dispositifs’. I am using this temmarh Foucault
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for designating media systems, social networkserit,

gadgets, all the electronic objects which modify bahaviour
etc. | think that these atomic devices represenaltration of

the authenticity for communication and for reat liBut people
are attracted by these factories of images, of@sgions and of
artificial dreams! We have the chance to becometsohnd to
have a “perfect world” with a “perfect history” -n ampersonal
one! When impersonal dominates personal, humares! d

Histories cannot be written perfect because thetron
has a different epistemological condition from th&tion of
literature or that of philosophy. Historical fictios subdued to a
past reality and this objective past reality isoime irreversible
direction (rreversible time. Literary or philosophical fiction is
much more flexible and open to various interpretai than
historical fiction which is conditioned by an irexgible
historical time. Every historical time has its owontent of
fiction which is the colour of a certain epoch.

Until Foucault — who succeed a considerable bheakgh
in the changing the Western epistemological cooil#i —
modern and contemporary philosophy and literatuseduto
address t@n unreal world to a wishful world and thinkindor
shaping and changing the present reality, the pteseman
conditions (political, economic, cultural, sociatcg. | see
written history as a critical, narrative or disauespresentation

of historical data and it addresses to a presatityewhich is,
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always, a political reality from a historical pastHistorical
thoughts cannot try to create an ideal world or ighful
thinking, but to offer to present thinking, to cemtporary
people a variety of social, of epistemological afdpolitical
aspects.

For this reason, historical thinking is utilitydafor politics
Is inevitability. Politics as practices are not tgls or “evil” and
they do not have something in common witls modern ethical
separation(*good” versus “evil”). To judge politics in thiway
Is aMasque from Understandirgnd Modern Discourse arig
ethics is a surface from a deeper understandingwbht is
politics. The subjecwhat is politicsis not at all a fluent and
exactly question with one, two or three definitivednswers
provided by scholars and specialists! To beliea tfistory is
“good” or “evil” became a Symbol of Religious Melity in
essence, a Symbol of Modern Political Thought whathays
judged and separated people, things and knowlecgeding to
its own standards and norms

Romanian cultural critic and writer Romul Munteanu
(1926-2011) made an irony to this unilateral petiogpof how
IS history, said that “if history is painted by a mythologlyawil,
the imagination of people from all times was nemeocent™?
Dialectics is present in the imagination of schelaather than

in reality! And dialectical imaginations are respilnle and
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directly involved in the atomization of modern igalby its
virtual devicegmedia, Internet, electronics).

| see modern philosophy and literature closerdabiogy
and politics rather than written history, whichnghe proximity
of political general conditions. And this ideologis a
mystification of social and political problems imder to take
advantage from aad-hoc situationanad-hoc realityor it is a
subjectivist or partisan interpretation of factslaf events for
controlling the general discourse and, implicittite political
power. Mystification is for manipulation and forrdgeoolling the
social map of powerModern philosophy and literature are not
at all linked to the proper meaning of ideology saence of
ideas. | think that written history is intimatelyased ona
science of ideasAnd history of ideas, epistemology of history,
and philosophy of history can make sense in thimefa — a
science of ideas as Destutt de Tracy (1754-1836hed. But
not a mathematical science of ideas... | do not thin&t
mathematical reasoning has a proper function mittiellectual
project of tomorrow!

The Force of Ideology is maintained in societigs1) the
people’s ignorance; 2) the docile acceptation cfagl and
knowledge in conditions of freedom on the basisMufdern
Dogma of Authorities of Knowledge and of Behavio8J;the
absence of civic and critically spirit among ciails and

intellectuals; 4) the blindness of doctrines andidgological
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partisanships in civil societies; 5) the fragmepotabf society in
closed and exclusivist groups of power-knowledgpeeially
among leading intellectuals and politicians; 6) tmgth of elite,
called to save the society. These aspects of “treef of
ideology” — my ironic emphasis — make impossiblke ihea of a
perfect written history. Written histories are, alyg, placed in
some “ideological positions” from Right to Left abeéyond in,
somehow, taxonomic labels (“radical”, “moderate”,
“conservative”, “liberal”, “socialist”, “nationalis,
“cosmopolite”).

A perfect history was history with meaningbut after
Marx and due to him, a meaningful history was ramdyenough
for... a complete or perfect history. Perfect hisgerhave been
decomposed into all possible ‘imperfect historiesThe
meaningless histories are something deeper in ad€ology
and in modern lifestyle! Who made “a meaning” fs?u do not
think that Reality and History have a meaning dt After
Marx, our world is a meaningless one... And this niegless
world can be understood as a permanent strugglaiiy life for
“a better” condition of man and mankind.

The Principle of Sufficient Reason (PSR) and thadiple
of Non-Contradiction (PNC) do not have an episteagmal
function in relationship with, a somehow, underdiag of
history and of modern reality because of two argusiel)

historical thinking and the formation of historicehowledge
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were not founded on “sufficient reason” from themamt that
historical thought and historical data cannot beitdi and
enough good and, somehow, are over passed by ngw afa
thinking and by new discoveries, are transformethigtory by
the what is called the general progress of knowleddd life
and history are made by contradictions and onlyenodritique
with its exigencies imagined the idea of writterstbry as “a
non-contradictory narrative”. We have somethingt tban be
easily read and assimilated by a large public:atiae histories
and humanities. Narration became the skeleton aftenr
history! Historical texts cannot be perfect becawse not
governed by “sufficient reason” and becausality in itself is a
contradiction If historical reality is a contradictiohow could
beits historical text a non-contradictory narrative? loogannot
be sovereign upon historical knowledge.

If the modern analytical spirit and the deductimethods
are good for technologies and mathematical calcutbsy
cannot be endowed with creative functions for aatsd
humanities. This modern analytical spirit, whichrveel as
epistemic basis for Hermeneutics and Semiotics,ldcow
longer improve the epistemological condition of Hamiies.
This belief ofa better knowledgand a better worldis part of
Enlightenment’s social and political projects. 1&will make a
circular and mathematical analysis of a paintingvating this

does not mean that we will be able to create sangetsimilar
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just because we understood “the composition” oe ‘@lements”
of that thing. This illusionistic reasoning of medeworld is
derived from forma mentis of Enlightenment, where
Mathematics was the perfection of all knowledge #redQueen
of all Sciences.

A perfect mechanism is something usual, something
iInhuman which has a social and fixed utility. Foxample, a
bridge has the utility of crossing the river. A nsapiece of
humanities is something unusual, something thatnaare
reduced to a commonality, only in subsidiary (ueessl
observations and findings) or in abstract
(numbers/statistics/econometrics). The major tetigetaand
illusion of this modern world is that of breakiniget humanist
spirit, the poetic spirit, calculating and numbgrill the
subsidiary messages of a work of art from the psgpof
sketchinga model,of depictinga recipe A book of history “is
perfect”, because it does not have to subordinate t
mathematical reasoning as a universal standara@king, and
In the same time cannot be perfect because it nisgeently
analysed by this modern analytical mind with taxonomic
authoritarian disciplines Every historical text is filled with a
profound idea of imperfection. That's why bookshidtory and
humanities have developed historiography and thebhjistory
as analytical domains of historical studies. Thatfs/ historical

texts are source of reflection for humanists anidbpbphers of
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history. That's why cultural relativism and altetima or
unofficial knowledge have a stake in humanities, ado, in
social and political practices. From different pastives and
points of view written history and its historicaleials from the

West are perfect, but also imperfect...
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