Against jo’zensics/ Statement on f/istotg.

Thete is sometlling funny about how in academic vesearch texts ate called “sowrces.” To me it seems as g[
this very term stems ﬁom the fact tllat, as one engages in &esea’zc/l, each pa’zticu/a’z text that is soug/Lt ﬁzels like an
ougin point in its own %:ig/zt, toward which the researcher navigates t/l’zoug/l its web 0/[ ’zefe’zences. /3y the time you ve
founc[ the book in the /i[)’za’zy, thete is this distinet fee/ing that accompanies its c[iscovety—it s as tj[ you wete lost, but
with the text in lland, you ate now both founc[. 7l he sensation, Aoweve"z, (s [m'ef. g@cause, inevitaé/y, no text can t’zu/y
behave as a souce. Fot one t/u'ng, ézy the time you have your hands on the soug/ctf][o’z text, the process of sea’zc/zing
has colored it. There are reasons you ve searched ][o’z it, and those reasons have a/&eac[y velativized its very status as
an ougin. Previous texts have contextualized the soutce amongst themselves, have given you (as vesearchet )
expectations, /Lope even. /gefo’ze opening the text, [Jefo’ze ’zeac[ing, it is a/&eady c/isp’zoven as the soutce, (t (s a[’zeac[y
blispe’zsed ﬁom the captivity 0][ its [Jinc{ing. /4// this is to say that a text can on/y be a soutce in a ﬂeeting, and thus
impermanent way. To call a text a source is seé[—’ze][etentia/: hete is the source of the clues scattered actoss so many
pages that led me on this hunt. o be se#—tefe’zenﬁa/ is to contextualize a concept in one s own actions. One hunts
because one is not omniscient——specy; ica//y, because one’s senses are tempom[, stuck progressing (n time, it seems,
ever fo’zwa’z&/.

It is the tempo’za/ limits of sensotial expettence that 9 believe the ][ie[c{ 0/[ lu'sto’zy seeks to give solace—
t/zoug/L the aceess p&ovidecf éy wotks of /zisto’zy isn t pe’g[ect, and t/zoug/L /zisto’zy t/w&efo’ze tequites us to wotk out
imaginations, t/wougll Aisto’zy we nonetheless make a doomed attempt to extend our senses toward percewing the past.
While the wesearcher traces the way back ﬁom secomla’zy to pumary sources, ﬁom /Listo’ziogmp/lica/ wo’zks, to
historical wotks, to wrtings ﬁom the pe’ziod, "the act 0][ ’zeac{ing tegau{/ess é’zings all those texts into the vesearcher’s

expe’zientia/ present. In the act of teac[ing, the written word hecomes its own fo&m 0/[ experience, its own basis fo’z



empi’zica/ deduction. Mistotians can on/y distance themselves ﬁom this fact [Jy witing theiz own unc/e’zstanc[ings down
in new bodies o/ ’zesea’zc/l, thus creating a vecord 0][ theis t/wug/zts that acts as a stabilized and past-tense proxy ][o’z
what wete once active, expe’ziencec{ lines 0][ t/u'nking. Freed ﬁom its tether to the éoc[y 0][ its maker, a /u'stoty book then
makes itseé[ available to become a soutce. The /zisto’zy s/tggs into a c[y%’zent tempo’za/ity, the process continues.

In the fie/c[ of /u'sto’zy, this piocess of c[[scove&y—w/zi/e sensua/—symptomatica//y pma/uces the central
cutique 0][ sensoty perception amongst histovians. Ina wo’zc[, the p’zoé/em that Leeps histovians up at nig/lt is that o/
Aianig/lt. The present (s /u[/ of seeming[y use][u/ tools fo’z petcewing the past—modes 0][ t/u'nking, a’ztg[acts, axchives,
libaries of books, artworks, architecture——but every tool seems to shioud the past even as it exposes it. ] he
contemporary histotian steels /w’zseé[ against the c[eceiving supetpowets of her Ainc[sig/lt. Tl hese c[ays, the gooc[
&esea’zc/le& seeés insteac{ towa’zd seeing t/le past ﬁom /lOW it may llave ézeen expe’ziencec[, um[e’zstood, o1 o’zcllest’zated
ﬁom within its time, and she t/ze’ze][o’ze seeks yet another superpower: that 0][ lzaving a perspective that is not hex own.
The ﬁgllt against anachzonism in /Listo’z_q thus é&ings the fielo[ into conceptua/ /wt’zmony with contemporary
ant/wopology, whete a similar concern with slli’zéing the constraints of one s own cu/tum// po/itica//ideo/ogica/
petspectives have become paramount to the task of unde’zstam/ing the ideo/ogies and systems oj[ those who aze
nonetheless ﬁamec{ Ly the vesearcher's nquty.

The bad news é&oug/zt to us é_y such concewns is thus that out vety senses ate tainted. We cannot see ot heas
but ﬁom some pa&ticu[a& vantage point. /45[0[ to that the p’zob/em of time, which un’ze[enting/y chuns past, ’zenc[eu'ng
any present seeing so quick/y—witﬁ the blink o/ an eye— wnto [nsig/lt, into memoty, nto /linc{sig/lt. _7acing such a
c{isinteg’zation 0][ the empi’zica/ even dis[odges the very notion of the seé[, which it—seé[ becomes anachonistic——fot
what is a sense 0/[ seé[ but a conception that is constuucted éy the powers of /Linclsig/zt to deduce a p’zesent/y wo?zk[ng
conception of what 9am’ ﬁom past expe’zience?
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