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SUMMARY : our thesis approaches that complex of manifestat(ideas, concepts,
theories, debates and polemics) that starting fileenmiddle of the eight decade of
the XX-th century, became known in the Romaniarnucal and literary area, under
the denomination of “protochronism”. From a preperahtly epistemological

perspective, but with necessary completions from dhea of the literary history,
historical anthropology, etc, we tried to bring eutxploring the heterogeneity of the
phenomenon — the parentage of the ideas and ttstiibdtion on the theoretical

paradigms, coupled with the discourses of the issubeir instrumentation in the
ideological context of the epoch, etc. the condusiof the thesis is that
“protochronism” is the avatar of the from the 7@s&f the XX-th century, of the

debates generated by the identity crisis founding éntire Romanian modern
culture.

This present thesis proposes to examine one ofnib& animated debates
that took place in the circles of Romanian inteliadity in the 70s-80s of the XX-th
century (with some anterior adumbrations and pmstechoes), debate started from
a concept and a term — that of “protochronism” tocl would definitively remained
linked — launched by Edgar Papu and amplified thetil the acquisition of the
dimension of an ample discussion about the stracturd sense of the historical
destiny of the Romanian society.

The immediate academic motivation is that, aftencst four decades since
the outbreak of “one of the most fiery literary @wiics of the last decades” (A.D.
Rachieru), de definition of the protochronist phmemon continues to be as
ambiguous as it was during the epoch of the figsgusions that it provoked; on the
other hand, even if the term (and concept) had b&éed in the twilight zone of the
self consciousness of the Romanian culture, oemained the almost exclusive
attribute of the stigmatization strategies, thedrmisal, epistemological, and political
issue that it generated continues up to presemstita disturb the spirits, only that
under different labels.

A subject of such complexity presupposes an appraacthree big levels,
conjugated in the reality of the fact, but methodadally different: (a) a first level ,

descriptive: offering the map - authors, groups of interesticlas, books,



manifestations, polemics, distribution on magaziwéges, etc — and the chronology
of attitudes, it corresponds to the classic pasittiverary history; (b) a second level,
epistemological: aiming both the epistemological quality of ttleory and the
epistemological quality of the facts, of which isae/ on which the theory applied;
(c) a third levelpragmatic takes into consideration the instrumentalizadrthe
respective theories and facts in a polarized idgodd field (political, religious, etc.),
of the influence of such types of factors on theeges of some ideas or on the
development of polemics, debates, etc. due tdaittethat the epistemological level
the most suitable to offer the necessary conceptadfications (as well as because
it is practically, the least represented in thdibgraphy of the theme) we considered
it a priority in our research, without neglectitng classical proper reconstruction of
literary history data or the necessary historisakiological, political, cultural, etc.
contextualization, pursuing the relevant contribatof other interpreters (Katherine
Verdery, Mircea Martin, Alexandru Tomij etc.) The foray into this level involved
the enlargement of the frame of the discussiooydter to be able to follow not only
the “protochronist” argument in itself, but alsothvits theoretic parentage relations
as well as paradigmatic situation in the field loé tsimilar or competitor theories.
Therefore, our investigation was forced to climwaods the epistemological
“founts” of the “protochronist” theories, that tewards the arguments formulated by
Titu Maiorescu (by the “theory of the forms withaubstance ”) Eugen Lovinescu
(by the “synchronism” theory) etc.

But, due to the fact that the discussion of thesmered theories involves a
frequent calling upon pluri-semantic terms — “crdfy “civilization”, “historical”
time, and so on — it felt the necessity to formailaivn points of view, to function as
objective references as much as possible.

In consequence, in first section of the work (8.1.2.) we tried to build a
neutral reference term, a general setting to fatéithe presentation the subsequent
presentation and discussion of the data of thelpmobbecause, even though started
at the literary (i.e. “cultural”, “symbolic”), thelebate extended — since Maiorescu
and Lovinescu — until the preconditions of the wat that is until the
civilization/societal level, that of the historicalsocial-political-economical

processes. Therefore, the reference neutral mddeiteraction relations between



societies/civilizations that we proposed was elatsat starting from the concept of
“civilization” proposed by S.P. Huntington, amendextcording to several
suggestions extracted from the thinking of the Eleristorical school from
“Annales”, from the cultural anthropology (trichoty reconsideration of the
traditional distinction between *“culture-civilizah” , fructification of essential
concepts of the acculturation theory) etc. by tlagtipularization of this general
model according to the specific historical evolataf the Romanian modern society
(8.1.2.2.3.) At the historical-organizational levitlis consists essentially from an
evolutional crisis, a structural crisis of the gyst(assembly crisis of all the systems
of the society), a crisis provoked by a synchraimze modernization/ development
(in relation to a civilization model promoted byetloccidental societies), managed
extremely inefficiently. In the cultural-symboliclgm, to this evolutional crisis
corresponds a quasi permanent identity crisis whitlvarious forms, occupied the
central position in the cultural-intellectual dedsmt from Romania, in the last two
centuries, precipitating in time under the form wdritable “cultural complexes” the
two big complexes (to which all the others subcath) are, in reality two faces of
only one:a complex on inferiorityhat at the extreme level tilts, complementaritg a
compensatory, in another onef superiority The “protochronism” file, - with
everything it implies, including the antecedentpresented in the Maiorescian
theory of the *“forms without substance” and the ibegcian theory of
“synchronism” — rightfully belongs to this chaptef the two “sister-complexes”
(81.2.3.)

Thesecond partof the study draws out attention on the theomesng$tructed
successively by reference to the previous one) tityato assess our relation with
Europe in search of the lost “times” of the histalievolution, in order to try and
outline (starting from Maiorescu and passing thiougvinescu, but remembering as
well other relevant contributions in this directfjdhe epistemological “prehistory” of
the “protochronism” as well as the specificity afigar Papu’s contribution in this
context. Therefore, first it was attempted a caiticeconstruction of the theory of
“forms without substance” of Titu Maiorescu, stagtifrom the reference texts, as
well as the most relevant interpretation textsl.@).l similarly was done with in the

case of the theory of “synchronism” proposed byL&vinescu, having taken into



consideration especiallfhe history of Romanian modern civilization  aie t
History of contemporary Romanian literatu¢®.1l.3). passing synthetically through
the other “synchronizing” theories from the firsalfhof the Romanian XX- th
century (8.11.4), our research concludes the ptagiem of the conceptual “frame” so
as to arrive to the proper file girotochronism(8.I1.5), introduced by a necessary
historical conceptualization (8.11.5.1.1.) as wal through an exploration of its
epistemic “anteriority” : models, analogies, pasg& (8.11.5.1.2.). Ascertaining the
heterogeneous characteristic of the phenomenorgralkysis of this “file” (of ideas)
comes to the point where it sustains the necessigpistemological discrimination
between the theoretical position put under the sfrfgrotochronism” (1) (811.5.3.) —
Edgar Papu’s protochronist idea (which in realdges not contradict the theory of
synchronism, but only develops a systemic possibdif this, foreseen even by
Lovinescu), as well as the “neo-synchronistic” oofellie Badescu (8.11.5.3.2.)
finishing by framing them within the same theoratiparadigm founded on the
existence of two terms (occidental reference anch&wan world) no matter the
manner of distribution of the accents, the firstcfdental reference) remains always
dominant.

The third part of the study follows another group of thegriencountered
this time in the position of search/invention of thmgal “times” and of symbolic
compensational identities. Operating a second epist major delimitation, our
research intends to demonstrate the fact that #gerity of the theses of this type,
formulated in this epoch under the aegis of “prbtoaism” and locatable in the
arguments of the other “protochronists” (case fithatsons: Paul Anghel, Dan
Zmfirescu) belong, in reality to another theordtigaradigm —“protochronism” (2)|
(8.1l1.1.) — an autochthonic paradigm in which timst term (occidental reference)
fades, in various degrees, tending asymptoticallyards zero. Also in this section
is approached/included an external case of the chtitonic project which
accompanies the modernity of the Romanian Worlchsee which — by analogy with
a famous formula, “pasture-ism” — we denominateatéfather-ism” (8.111.2.) and
which refers to an extreme type of “autochthonigmanifested especially in the
historiography and in the intellectual-ideologitalel related to this) which does not

recognize but one being (and absolute) — the atitonhone — that it projects in



mythology and “fantasy”. In this respect our dentoatgon looks to show, marking a
third major epistemological delimitation that, evémugh the “forefather-istic”
theories may be identified in the “protochronidtétoric, the “forefather-ism” is not
identical with “protochronism” (as it was statedrsgiimes abusively), because the
arguments of this paradigm have nothing in commdh wnose ofprotochronism
(1), and rarely meet partially, at limit, the argems formulated by the
representatives oprotochronism(2). At the end of this section — 8.1Il.3. — are
followed eventual relations between the protochsonand some ideas of Constantin
Noica or Mircea Eliade.

Thefourth section of the work formicates systematically thest important
conclusions that can be drawn on basis of the étieat delimitations operated so far
(epistemic distinctions between the various arguatere paradigms, pragmatic
distinction between a “savant” protochronism ane 6of campaign” etc) out of
which two resume the major significations of themdastration: understood as
historical momentprotochronism constitutes practically the occasid resuming
(after two decades of “freezing”) the interwar dission about the “Romanian
specificity”; analyzed per se as theory (theorieasyl discourse (discourses), the
protochronism represents the re-apparition on deelogical scene of the post war
Romanian World of the autochthonic theories onglaee of Romanian and of the
Romanians in relation to the world and especialynbdernity/modernization and its
challenges. From the summing of these conclusialhsesult this way thelefinition
of the phenomenon: protochronism is theatar (profoundly influenced by the
political-ideological context of the epoctipm the decades eight and nine of the XX-
th centuryof the traditional identity debate that stakesniwdern Romanian culture
(a debate generated by that profound identityfislit at the symbolic level by the
Romanian modernity which — together with its cateke from the civilization level,
the structural evolution crisis- marks the wholedemity of the Romanian World).
From such a larger perspective, the concept ifmelpbosed by Edgar Papu, starting
point of the entire protochronistic episode, proiebe only a “comparison working
concept” (Stan Valea), a legitimate one, but emstegically fragile.

At the same time, at the end of this section ofri€@osions” it is presented

also a synthetic analytical chart of the systenusspbilities of the analyzed theory



correlated with the positions effectively sustairtkaling the debates occasioned by
protochronism.

In the fifth section of the thesis we look at the evolution bk t
“protochronism” problem after 1989 (8.V.l.) to ageén that under the conditions of
the freedom of expression regained after half okltury, the identity debate gave
up definitively to the “protochronist” disguise daa backing on the traditionalist
positions sustained in the first half of the XXdéntury (to which added too little
theories and new arguments). In this context thregne“protochronism” proposed
by Edgar Papu disappeared practically entirely fitwn self consciousness of the
present Romanian culture; in exchange all the gnaht forms of so-called
“protochronism” survived the year 1989 and in tHeeady known forms (very
rarely) or, the most frequently, under other dem@tions and in other combinations,
are today more in bloom than ever (to the exténh® possibilities of information
of the moment is sketched a summing map of thes¢éeggorary manifestations
without which the general frame would remain inctetgy. In fact the things could
not have been different, is concluded in a “Fir@atatusion “(8.V.2.) as long as the
profound causes that caused the apparition ofgh@dchronist” phenomenon — the
identity crisis and the structural one — have neased to act (or act even more
strongly than ever).

Finally the last section, the sixth, contains (si&ely) the critical

bibliography used in the elaboration of the work.
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