ISSUE 12
Did the West Define the Modern World?

YES: William H. McNeill, from The Rise of the Wesk: A History of the Humati
Commmnity (University of Chicago Press, 1991)
NO: Steven Feierman, from “African Historles and the Dissolu tion of World
Hislory,” in Robert H. Bates, V. Y. Mudimbe, and Jean O'Barr, eds,, Aftica and
the Disciplines: The Contributions of Research fin Africa to the Social Seietices and
Humianities (University of Chicago Press, 1993)

[SSUE SUMMARY

YES: Professor of history William H. McNeill states that in 1500, western
Europe began to extend its influence to ather parts of the wotld, bringing
about a revolution in world relationships in which the West was the principal
benefactor.

NO: History professor Steven Felerman argues that because historians have
viewed modern history in a unidirectional (Buropean) mannet, the contribu-
tions of non-European civilizations to world history have gone either undis-
covered or unreported. T

Tt seems to be widely accepted that beginning in 1500, western Europe em-
barked on a course of world domination, the effects of which are still with
us today. Due to factors such as superior military technology, immunity to
discases that ravaged others, and a strong will to succéed, Europeans were
able 1o extend their influence over peoples in other parts of the world. The
trans-Aflantic slave trade and the age of European imperialism were two
major results of this cataclysmic movement.

Many have assumed that the capitalism and democracy that are so promi-
nent amang the world’s nations today are part of legacy that non-Western
nations inherited from their contact with the West. In this view, the Westem
way was the wave of the future. Also, the West's technologicat and military
superiority over the past 500 years have naturally led generations of Western
historians to look at the Jast half-millennium through the eyes of their world.
When the civilizations of the non-Western world were considered at all, they
were simply Included in a secondary and ancillary manner.

All of this changed with the end of colondalistn, an important reguitof World
War [1. The former colonies, mandated lerritories, and Western-controlied ar-
cas were now free and independent nations, ready to determine their own
destinies—and interpret their own histories. In this process, they were joined
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by a generation of new Western historians, who did not see the wor
m.cagmzmn.no_oaa glasscs. Together, they are forcing the Emﬁoﬂﬁﬂwwﬂﬂmﬁm
slon to reevaluate the Burocentric interpretation of the Tast 500 years.
William H. u,.\Hanz? boaok The Rise of the West, first published in 1962, has
m.anﬁ& classic status atmong world history books. In the following mymn-
ton Q.oa ﬁ.rmw book, McNeill operates from the thesis that from the carliest
historical times, world civilizations have had contact with one another. He
argues that this has profoundly shaped the history of humankind, although it
is the West—as the title of his book implies—that has had the most profound
_%mﬂ._m:n% on our world today, McNelll concludes that this superiority began
vw_mmwmﬁ e Age of Exploration of the sixteenth century and continues to the
Steven Feierman represents the nesy generation of historians, who are not

wedded toa Western analysis of the world’s history. He utilizes African
moamw.wsa intellectual history (his area of expertise) to argue for the need to
wxEE.z the past through non-Western eyes. This will require not only a more
inclusionary approach to the study of the world's past, Feierman asserts, but
also new tools and attitudes to be used in analyzing and evaluating non-
Western sources, many of which might be considered nontraditional from a
S.\mmwm.B perspective. But it will mainly require work on the part of future
historians to move away from the unidirectional view of the past that has
dominated the historical profession fot so long.
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THE FAR WEST’S CHALLENGETO
THE WORLD, 1500-1700 A.D.

lizes the advent of the modern .mnm‘.w._ world
Shortly before that date, nmnﬁq:nm_u.wqbwamﬂ
i der Prince Henry
in navigation pioneered by the Portuguese un .
mmmmwﬁ MMJ mgs ,.%mcn& to tolerable proportions the perils of the stormy

and tide-beset North Atlantic. Once they had mastered these dangerous wa-

rs, Buropean sailors found no seas membmﬂmE@ nor any mnm“-wmm m_Om%n HMN
i idable for their daring. In rapid succession, bold captains saile o
Mﬂﬂ%ﬁ and hitherto unknown seas: Columbus (1492), Vasco da Gama ( i

1519-22) were only the most famous. )
w:%#uuwmmw“b&mm to link the Atlantic face of Europe with the shores of most

of the earth. What had always before been the extreme fringe of Eurasia

i f the world's sea lanes,
1thin little more than a generation, 2 focus of orle
vmm..wm,%m%: mwﬁﬁm being influenced by every human society s:m.cﬁ& mmmu\ﬂ“m“mn”
Mn %m mmm m;mnmg the millennial land-centered balance among the u

ithi i d.
civilizations was abruptly challenged and, within three centuries, reverse

i ] d the rest of the world
i an barrier between the Americas an f the
Mﬂmmmmww%mﬂﬁw Mn&MmmumP and the slave trade .caocmrw w58” moh mwwn%, MHMM nMMM
i Tis
of civilization. Only Australia and the smalle
WMMMHMMS. a while immune; yet by the close of m:m erﬁwmdmm_mmmwﬁé‘ they
too began to feel the force of European mamﬁmsmgﬁ .msm MM o m.x» —
Western Europe, of course, was the principal gainer from

nary revolution in world relationships, both materially and in a larger sense,

The year 1500 A.D. aptly m.wg,co
as well as in European history.

i i Ities of every kind.
i the pre-eminent meeting place for nove k
»x..; Mm.i wmnmmnwwommmmwm to adopt whatever pleased »rm.a in mﬁ tool kits of
gl d them to reconsider, recombine, and invent anew

les and stimulate . bine, and invent
ﬂw%ﬂm mmww own enlarged cultural heritage. The Amerindian civilizations of

i ictims of the new world bal-
i d Peru were the most conspicuous Vict :
Mamnwﬂmﬂﬂm suddenly reduced toa comparatively simple village level after the

rectin, ized by the Spaniards. Within
irecti had been destroyed ot mma.oum:nmm y the
wmm OEmstww@m EM Moslem peoples lost their central position in the ecumene

as ocean routes supplanted overland portage- Only in the Far East were the

i - i he Human Community aa?nnm& of
illi ill, The Rise of the West: A History of ¢ 1 iy
%ﬁ%ﬁ”ﬂm m._ew% vnﬁmwwﬁﬁ: © S.mﬂ by University of Chicago Press- Reprinted by permissio

Notes omitted.
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effects of the new constellation of world
relationships at first unimportant. From
a Chinese viewpoint it made little dif-
ference whether foreign trade, regu-
lated within traditional forms, passed to
Moslem or European merchants” hands.
As soon as European expansive energy
seemed to threaten their political in-
tegrity, first Japan and then China evicted
the disturbers and closed their borders
against further encroachment. Yet by the
middle of the nineteenth century, even
this deliberate isolation could no longer
be maintained; and the civilizations of
the Far East—simultaneously with the
primitive cultures of central Africa—
began to stagger under the impact of
the newly industrialized European (and
extra-European) West.

The key to world history from 1500
is the growing political dominance first
of western Europe, then of an enlarged
European-type society planted astride
the north Atlantic and extending east-
ward into Siberia. Yet until about 1700,
the ancient landward frontiers of the
Asian civilizations retained much of their
old significance. Both India (from 1526)
and China (by 1644) suffered yet another
conguest from across these frontiers; and
the Ottoman empire did not exhaust its
expansive power until near the close of
the seventeenth century. Only in Central
America and western South America did
Europeans succeed in establishing exten-
sive land empires overseas during this
period. Hence the years 1500~1700 may
be regarded as transitional between the
old land-centered and the new ocean-
centered pattern of ecumenical relation-
ships—a time when European enterprise
had modified, but not yet upset the four-
fold balance of the Old World.

The next major period, 1700-1850, saw
a decisive alteration of the balance in fa-
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vor of Europe, except in the Far East. Two
great outliers were added to the Western
world by the Petrine conversion of Russia
and by the colonization of North Amer-
ica. Less massive offshoots of European
society were simultaneously established
in southernmost Africa, in the South
American pampas, and in Australia, In-
dia was subjected to European rule; the
Moslem Middle East escaped a similar
fate only because of intra-European ri-
valries; and the barbarian reservoir of
the Eurasian steppes lost its Jast shreds
of military and cultural significance with
the progress of Russian and Chinese con-
quest and colonization.

After 1850, the rapid development
of mechanically powered industry enor-
mously enhanced the political and cul-
tural primacy of the West. At the be-
ginning of this period, the Far Eastern
citadel fell before Western gunboats; and
a few of the European nations extended
and consolidated colonial empiresin Asia
and Africa. Although European empires
have decayed since 1945, and the sep-
arate nation-states of Europe have been
eclipsed as centers of political power by
the melding of peoples and nations occur-
ting under the aegis of both the Ameri-
can and Russian governments, it remains
true that, since the end of World War
11, the scramble to imitate and appropri-
ate science, technology, and other aspects
of Western culture has accelerated enor-
mously all round the world. Thus the
dethronement of western Europe from
its brief mastery of the globe coincided
with (and was caused by) an unprece-
dented, rapid Westernization of all the
peoples of the earth. The rise of the West
seems today still far from its apogee;
nor is it obvious, even in the narrower

political sense, that the era of Western
dominance is past. The American and
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Russian outliers of European civilization
remain militarily far stronger than the
otherstates of the world, while the power
of a federally reorganized western Eu-
rope is potentially superior to both M.Em
rernains inferior only because of &B-
culties in arficulating common policies
among nations still clinging to gw trap-
pings of their decaying sovereignties.

LI

the petspective of the mid-twen-
mwwws nmﬁ%gngm carcer of Westemn
civilization since 1500 appears os @
vast explosion, far greater than any
comparable phenomenon of the past
both in geographic range and in so-
clal depth. Incessant and accelerating
self-transformation, nonﬁoﬁ.amm mﬂ.uB a
welter of conflicting ideas, institutions,
aspirations, and inventions, w.&m chatac-
terized modem Buropean histary; and

terize such periods with some degree
of plausibility. A greater ongmmmimi
arises {rom the fact that suitable periods
of Western history do not colnclde 2_.9
the benchmarks of modern world his-
tory. This is not surprising, for Europe
had first to reorganize itsell al a new
level before the effects of its increased
power could show themselves signifi-
cantly abroad. One should therefore ex-
pect o find a lag between the mc_nnmm&cm
self-transfarmations of European society
and their manifestations in the larger the-

ater of world history....

THE GREAT EUROPEAN
EXPLORATIONS AND THEIR
WORLD-WIDE CONSEQUENCES

[antic seaboard pos-
Buropeans of the Atlantic sea
sessed three talismans of nozmﬂr by 1500
which conferred upon them the com-
mand of all the oceans of the world within

1ith the recent institutionalization of n.mm-
liberate Innovation in ‘the form .oM in-
dustrial research laboratories, cB«,m.aT
ties, military general staffs, and planning
commissions of every sott, an accelerat-

. b-
half & century and permitted the su

jugation of the most highly mméfﬁmm
regions of the Americas within a single
generation. These were: (1) a deep-rooted

ing pace of technical and social change
bids fair to remain a persistent feature of
Western civilization.

This changeability gives the Buropean
and Western history of recent centuries
both a fascinating and a confusing
character. The fact that we are helss but

- o b
ugnacity and recklessness operating by
W—mmﬁum of (2) a complex military technol-
ogy, most notably in naval matters; and
(3) a population inured to a varicty of
diseases which had long been endemic
throughout the Qld World ecumene.
.?M Branze Age barbarian roots of Bu-

algo prisoners of the Western past, caught

topean pugnacity and the medieval sur-

vival of military habits among the met-

in the very midst of an E%B&nagm.
and incedibly fast-moving flux, ,&.Omv
nol make it easier to discern critical

landmarks, a8 we can, with equanimity

chant classes of western m:nomm.. as well
as among atistocrats and territorial lords
of less exalted degree, [are worth em-

if not without error, for ages Jong past

and civilizations alien to our own.

... Fortunately, a noble atray of histo-
sians has traversed the ground already,

so that it is not difficult to divide West
ern history into periods, nor to charac

phasizing,] Yet only when one remem-
bers the all but incredible courage, dar-
ing, and brutality of Cortez and Pizarro
in the Americas, reflects upon the ruthless
- | aggression of Almeida and Ev:@cnﬁnm
- in the Indian Ocean, and discovers the

disdain of even so cultivated'a European
as Father Matteo Ricci for the civility of
the Chinese, does the full force of Euro-
pean warlikeness, when conipared with
the attitudes and aptitudes of other ma-
jor civilizations of the eatth, become ap-
parent. The Moslems and the Japanese
could afone compate in the honor they
paid to the military virtues, But Moslem
merchants usually cringed before the vi-
olence held in high repute by their rulers
and seldom dared or perhaps cared to
emulate it. Hence Moslem commercial
enterprise lacked the cutting edge of
naked, well-organized, large-scale force
which constituted the chiefstock-in-trade
of Buropean overseas merchants in the
sixteenth century. The Japanese could, in-
deed, match broadswords with any Euro-
pean; but the chivalricstylization of their
warfare, together svith their narrowly re-
stricted supply of iron, meant that nei-
ther samiirai not a sea pirate could reply
in kind to a European broadside.
Supremacy at sea gave a vastly en-
larged scope to Buropean warlikeness
after 1500, But Burope’s maritime su-
periority was itself the product of a
deliberate combination of science and
practice, beginning in the commercial
cities of Italy and coming to fruition in
Portugal through the efforts of Prince
Henry the Navigator and his successors.
With the Introduction of the compass
(thirteenth century), navigation beyond
sight of land had become a regular prac-
tice in the Mediterranean; and thenaviga-
tors’ charts, ot portolans, needed for such
voyaging showed coasts, harbors, land-
marks, and compass bearings between
major ports. Although they were drawn
freehand, without any definite mathe-
matical projection, poriolans nevertheless
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plied to the larger distances of Atlantic

navigation only if means could be found

to locate key points along the coast ac-
curately. To solve this problem, Prince

Herry brought to Pottugal some of the

best mathematicians and asttonomets of
Europe, who constructed simple astro-
nomical instruments and trigonometri-
cal tables by which ship captains could
measure the Jatitude of newly discoy-
ered places along the African coast. The
calculation of longitude was more dif-
ficult; and, until a satlsfactory marine
chronometer was invented in the eigh-
teenth century, Jongitude could be ap-
proximated only be dead teckoning. Nev-
ertheless, the new methods worked out

at Prince Henry's court allowed the Por-
tuguese to make usable charts of the

Atlantic coasts. Such charts gave Por-

tuguese sea captains courage to sail

beyond sight of land for weeks and

presently for months, confident of being

able to steer their ships to within a few

miles of the desired landfall,

The Porfuguese court also accumu-
Jated systematic information about oce-
anic winds and currents; but this data
was kept secret as n matter of high pol-
iy, so that modern scholars are uncertain
how much the early Portuguese naviga-
tors knew, At the same time, Portuguese
naval experts attacked the problem of
improving ship construction. They pro-
ceeded by rule of thumb; but deliber-
ale experiment, systematically pursued,
tapidly increased the seaworthiness, ma-
Neuverability, and speed of Portuguese
and presently (since improvements In
naval architecture could not be kept se-
cret) of other Eutopean ships. The most
important changes were: a reduction of
hull width in proportion to length; the

maintained fairly eccurate scales of dis-
tances. But similar mapping could be ap-

introduction of multiple masts {usually
three or four); and the substitution of sev-
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eral smaller, more manageable sails for
the single sail per mast from which the
evolution started. These innovations al-
lowed a crew to trim the sails to suit
varying conditions of wind and sea, thus
greatly facilitating steering and protect-
ing the vessel from disaster in sudden

gales,

With these improvements, larger ships
could be buili; and increasing size and
sturdiness of construction made it pos-
sible to transform seagoing vessels into
gun platforms for heavy cannon. Thus
by 1509, when the Portuguese fought the
decisive battle for control of the Ara-
bian Sea off the Indian port of Diu, their
ships could deliver a heavy broadside
at a range their Moslem enemies could
not begin to match. Under such circum-
stances, the superior numbers of the op-
posing fleet simply provided the Por-
tuguese with additional targets for their
gunnery. The old tactics of sea fighting
—ramming, grappling, and boarding—
were almost useless against cannon fire
effective at as much as 200 yards distance.

The third weapon in the European
armory—disease—was quite as impor-
tant as stark pugnacity and weight of
metal. Endemic Buropean diseases like
smallpox and measles became lethal epi-
demics among Amerindian populations,
who had no inherited or acquired immu-
nities to suchinfections, Literally millions
died of these and other European dis-
eases; and the smallpox epidemtic raging
i Tenochtitlan when Cortez and his men
were expelled from the citadel in 1520
had far more to do with the collapse of
Aztec power than merely militaty oper-
ations. The Inca empire, too, may have
been ravaged and weakened by 2 simi-
lar epidemic before Pizarro ever reached
Peru.

On the other hand, diseases like yellow
fever and malaria took a heavy toll of Bu-
ropeans in Africa and India. But climatic
conditions generally prevented new trop-
ical diseases from penetrating Burope it-
self in any very serious fashion. Those
which could flourish in temperate cli-
mates, like typhus, cholera, and bubonic
plague, had Jong been known throughout
the ecumene; and European populations
had presumably acquired some degree of
resistance to them. Certainly the new fre-
quency of sea contact with distant regions
had important medical consequences for
Europeans, as the plagues for which Lis-
bon and London became famous prove.
But gradually the infections which in ear-
lier centuries had appeared sporadically
as epidemics became merely endemic, as
the exposed populations developed asat-
isfactory level of resistance. Before 1700,
Furopean populations had thereforesuc-
cessfully absorbed the shocks that came
with the intensified circulation of dis-
cases initiated by their own sea voyaging.
Epidemics consequently ceased to be de-
mogtaphically significant. The resultwas
that from about 1650 (or before), popula-
tion growth in Europe assumed a new
velocity. Moreover, so far as imperfect
data ailow one to judge, between 1550
and 1650 population also began to spurt
upward in China, India, and the Middle
East. Such an acceleration of population
growth within each of the great civiliza-
fions of the Old World can scarcely be a
mere coincidence. Presumably the same

ecological processes worked themselves
outin all parts of the ecumene, as age-old
epidemic checks upon population faded
into merely endemic attrition.

The formidable combination of Buro-
pean watlikeness, naval technique, and

comparatively high levels of resistance
to disease transformed the cultural bal-

ance of the world within an amaz-
ingly brief period of time. Columbus
linked the Americas with Burope in 1492;
and the Spaniards proceeded to explore,
conquer, and colonize the New World
with extraordinary energy, utter ruthless-
ness, and an intense missionary idealism.
Cortez destroyed the Aztecstate in 1519
21; Pizarro became master of the Incaem-
pire between 1531 and 1535. Within the
following generation, less famous but no
less hardy conquistadores founded Span-
ish settlements along the coasts of Chile

and Argentina, penetrated the highlands
of Ecuador, Colombia, Venezuela, and

Central America, and explored the Ama-

zon basin and the southern United States.

As early as 1571, Spanish power leaped

across the Pacific to the Philippines,
where it collided with the sea empire
which their Iberian neighbors, the Por-

tuguese, had meanwhile flung around
Africa and across the southern seas of the
Eastern Hemisphere.

Portuguese expansion into the Indian
Ocean proceeded with even greater ra-
pidity. Exactly a decade elapsed between
the completion of Vasco da Gama's first
voyage to India (1497-99) and the de-
cisive Portuguese naval victory off Diu
(1509). The Portuguese quickly exploited
this success by capturing Goa (1510) and
Malacca (1511), which together with Or-
muz on the Persian Gulf (occupied per-
manently from 1515) gave them the nec-
essary bases from which to dominate the
trade of the entire Indian Ocean. Nor did
they rest content with these successes.
Portuguese ships followed the precious
spices to their farthest source in the
Moluccas without delay (1511-12); and
a Portuguese merchant-explorer travel-
ing on a Malay vessel visited Canton
es early as 1513-14. By 1557, a perma-
nent Portuguese settlement was founded
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at Macao on the south China coast; and
trade and missionary activity in Japan
started in the 1540’s. On the other side
of the world, the Portuguese discovered
Brazil in 1500 and began to settle the
country after 1530. Coastal stations in
both west and east Africa, established be-
tween 1471 and 1507, completed the chain
of ports of call which held the Portuguese
empire together.

Noother European nations approached
the early success of Spain and Portugal
overseas. Nevertheless, the two Iberian
nations did not long enjoy undisturbed
the new wealth their enterprise had
won. From the beginning, the Spaniards
found it difficult to protect their ship-
ping against French and Portuguese sea
taiders. English pirates offered an addi-
Honal and formidable threat after 1568,
when the first open clash between En-
glish interlopers and the Spanish authori-
ties in the Caribbean took place. Between
1516 and 1568 the other great maritime
people of the age, the Dutch, were sub-
jects of the same Hapsburg monarchs
who ruled in Spain and, consequently, en-
joyed a favored status as middlemen be-
tween Spanish and north European ports.
Initially, therefore, Dutch shipping had
no incentive to harass Iberian sea power.

This naval balance shifted shatply in
the second half of the sixteenth cen-
tury, when the Dutch revolt against
Spain (1568), followed by the English
Victory over the Spanish armada (1588),
signalized the waning of Iberian sea
power before that of the northern Eu-
ropean nations. Harassment of Dutch
ships in Spanish ports simply acceler-
ated the shift; for the Dutch responded by
despatching their vessels directly to the
Orient (1594), and the English soon fol-

Jowed suit. Thereafter, Dutch naval and
commercial power rapidly supplanted
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{hat of Portugal in the southern seas. The
establishment of a base inJava (1618), the
capture of Malacea from the Portuguese
(1641), and the seizure of the most im-
portant trading posts of Ceylon (by 1644)
secured Dutch hegemony in the Indian
Ocean; and during the same decades, En-
glish traders gained a foothold in west-
ern India. Simultaneously, English (1607),
French (1608), and Dutch (1613) colo-
nization of mainland North America,
and the seizure of mast of the smaller
Caribbean islands by the same three na-
Hons, infringed upon Spanish claims to
monopoly in the New World, but failed
to dislodge Spanish powet from any im-
portant area where it was already estab-
lished.

L S

The truly extraordinary éant of the first
Tberian conquests and the no less remark-
able missionary enterprise that followed
closely in its wake surely mark a new.era
in the history of the human community.
Yet older landmarks of that history did
not crumble all at once. Movement from
the Eurasian steppes continued to make
political history—for exa mple, the Uzbek

conquest of Transoxiana (1507-12) «Sn.r
its sequel, the Mogul conquest of India
(1526-1688); and the Manchu conguest of
China (1621-83).

Chinese civilization was indeed only
slightly affected by the new regime of
the seas; and Moslem expansion, which
had been a dominating feature of world
history during the centuries before 1500,
did not cease or even slacken very no-

the Moslem lands on the north also. Yet
these probing extensions of Buropean (or
para-European} power remained fenu-
ous and comparatively weak in the sev-
enteenth century. Far from being crushed
in the jaws of 2 vast European pincer,
the Moslems continued fo win important
victories and lo penetrate new territories
in southeast Europe, India, Africa, and
southeast Asia. Only in the western and
central steppe did Islam suffer significant
territotlal setbacks before 1700.
Thus only lwo large areas of the
wotld were fundamentally transformed
during the first two centurles of Bu-
fopean ovetseas expansion: the regions
of Amerindian high culture and west-
ern Burope itself. Buropean naval enter-
ptise certairly widened the range and in-
creased the intimacy of conlacts among
the varous peoples of the ecumene and
brought new peoples inta touch A.iﬁ Pm
distuptive social influences of high civ-
ilization. Yet the Chinese, Moslem, and
Hindu worlds were not yet teally de-
flected from their earlier paths of de-
velopment; and substantial portions of
the land surface of the globe—Australia
and Oceania, the rain forests of South
America, and most of North America and
northeastern Asia—rtemained almostun-
affected by Burope's achievement.
Nevertheless, a new dimension had
been added to world history. An ocean
frontier, where Europeanseamen and sol-
djers, merchants, missionaries, and set-
Hers came into contact with the vari-
ous peoples of the world, civilized and
uncivilized, began to challenge the an-
cient pre-eminence of the Eurasian land

ticeably unti! the late seventeenth cen-
tury. Through their conquest of the high
seas, western Buropeans did indeed out-
flank the Moslem world in India and

trontier, where steppe nomads had for
centuries probed, tested, and disturbed
civilized agricultural populations. Very

southeast Asia, while Russian penefra-
tion of Siberian forests scon outflanked

ancient social gradients began to shift
when the coasts of Europe, Asia, and

America became the scene of more and
more important soclal interactons and
innovation. Diseases, gold and silver,
and cerfain valuable crops were the first
items to flow freely through the new
transoceanic channels of communication.
Each of these had important and fat-
reaching consequences for Asians as well
as for Europeans and Amerindians. But
ptior to 1700, only a few isolated bor-
rowings of more recondite techniques or
ideas passed through the sea lanes that
notw connected the four great civilization
of the Old World. In such exchanges, Eu-
rope was more often the receiver than
the giver, for its people were inspired by
a lively curiosity, insatiable greed, and
a reckless spirit of adventure that con-
trasted sharply with the smug conser-
vatism of Chinese, Moslem, and Hindu
culitral leaders.

Partly by reason of the stimuli that
flowed into Burope from overseas, but
primarily because of internal tensions
arising from its own heterogeneous cul-
tural inhetitance, Burape enteted upon a
veritable soclal explosion In the period
1500-1650—an experience painful in it-
self but which nonetheless raised Euro-
pean powertoanew level of effectiveness
and for the first ime gave Ewopeans a
clear margin of superiority over the other
great civilizations of the world....

CONCLUSION

Between 1500 and 1700, the Burasian ec-
umene expanded to include parts of the
Americas, much of sub-Saharan Africa,
and all of northern Asia. Moreover,
within the Old Warld itself, western Eu-
rope began to forge ahead of all rivals
as the most active center of geographi-
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formed the medieval frame of Western
civilization into a new and vastly more
powertul organization of society, Yet the
Moslem, Hindy, and Chinese Jands wete
not yet seriously affected by the new en-
ergies emanating from Europe, Until af-
ter 1700, the history of these regions con-
tinued to turn around old traditions and
famillar problems.

Most of the rest of the world, lacking
the massive self-sufficiency of Moslem,
Hindu, and Chinese civilization, was
more acutely affected by contact with Bu-
ropeans. In the New World, these con-
tacts firstdecapitated and then decimated
the Amerindian societies; but in other re-
glons, whete local powers of resistance
were grealet, a strikingly consistent pat-
tern of reacon manifested itself. In stich
diverse areas as Japan, Burma, Siam, Rug-
sla, and parts of Africa, an initial inter-
est in and occasional eagerness to accept
European techniques, ideas, religion, or
fashions of dress was supplanted in the
course of the sevenleenth century by a
policy of withdrawal and deliberate in-
sulation from Eutropean pressures. The
Hindu revival in India and the reform
of Lamaism in Tibet and Mongolia man-
ifested a similar spirit; for both served to
protect local cultural values agalnst alien
pressures, though in these cases the pres-
sures wete primarily Moslem and Chi-
niese rather than Buropean.

A few fringe areas of the earth still
remained unaffected by the disturbing
forces of civilization. But by 1700 the only
large habitable regions remaining outside
the ecumene were Australia, the Amazon
rain forest, and northwestern North
America; and even these latter two had
latgely felt tremors of soclal disturbance

cal expansion and of cultural innavation.
Indeed, Europe's self-revolution trans-

generated by the approaching onset of
clvilization.
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At no previous time in world his-
tory had the pace of social qm:m.modd?
tion been so rapid. The new density and
intimacy of contacts across Em oceans
of the earth assured a continuance of
cross-stimulation among the major Q.:-
tures of mankind. The efforts to restrict
foreign contacts and to Em&nms‘ from
disturbing relationships with outsiders—
especially with the restless and ruthless
Westerners—were doomed to Emammw
failure by the fact that successive €'
transformations of western Eurapean Qﬂ.
{lization, and especially of Western tech-
nology, rapidly increased the pressures

ETHE MODERN WORLD?

Westerners were able to bring against
the other peoples of the carth. Indeed,
world history since 1500 may wa thought
of as a race between the West's growing
power to molest the rest of the world and
the increasingly desperate efforts of ﬂw:ﬁn
peoples to stave Westerners. off, either
by clinging more strenuously than be-
fore to their wm.ns:ﬁ cultural Bw.,.mm;m:nm
or, when that failed, by appropriating as-
pects of Western civilization—especially
technology—in the hope of mrmﬁog‘
finding means to preserve their local
autonomy. .

2 i

Steven Feierman

NO

AFRICAN HISTORIES AND THE
DISSOLUTION OF WORLD HISTORY

Once upon a time historians used to know that certain civilizations (Western
ones) were their natural subject matter, that some political leaders (Thomas
Jefferson, Napoleon, Charlemagne) were worth knowing about, and that
particular periods and developments (the Renaissance, the Age of Enlight-
enment, the rise of the nation-state) were worthy of our attention. Other
places, other people, other cultural developments less central to the course
of Western civilization did not ¢ount, Now all of that has come into question,
Historians no longer agree on the subjects about which they ought to write. ...

The loss of agreement on history’s subject is only one part of the change
that provokes scholars to write about fragmentation and chaos. The debate
on history’s subject emerged at the same time that increasing numbers of
historians began to doubt their own methods. Many now find it impossible
to sustain the claims they might once have made that their choices of subject
and method are based on objective knowledge. These historians have become
acutely aware that their own writings, their ways of constructing a narrative,
conceal some kinds of historical knowledge even while they reveal others,
and that their choice of subject and method is a product of their own time
and circumstances, not an inevitable outcome of the impersonal progress of
historical science. This change, which has roots within contemporary philos-
ophy, also emerges from the evolution of the historian’s craft itself.

Itis a profound paradox of history-writing in the most recent era that our
faith in objective historical knowledge has been shaken precisely because of
the advance of “knowledge” in its objective sense. The authoritative version
of historical knowledge has been undermined because historianss, in recent
decades, have built bodies of knowledge about which their predecessors
could only have dreamed. By carrying assumptions about historical knowl-
edge through to their conclusions, histotians have discovered some of the
limits of those assumptions....

One obvious consequence of the expansion of historical research in the
years since 1960 has been to show just how limited were our earlier under-
standings. Much of the new specialized research focuses on people previously

From Steven Feierman, " African Histories and the Dissolution of World History,” in Robert H.
Bates, V. Y. Mudimbe, and Jean O'Bary, eds., Africs und the Disciplines: The Contribulions of Rescarch
int Africa to the Social Sciences and Humanities (University of Chicago Press, 1993).-Copyright ©
1993 by University of Chicago Press. Reprinted by permission. Notes and references omitted.
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excluded from the general history of hu-
manity. The history of Africa is not alone
in this respect. Alongside it are new bod-
ies of knowledge on the histary of me-
dieval peasants, of barbarians in ancient
Europe, of slaves on American planta-
tions, and of women as the previously
silent majority (silent, at least, in histori-
ans’ accounts) in every time and place.
The very substantial dimensions of
the gains in our knowledge have Jed to
2 sense of doubt rather than triumph.
Historians now understand the dubi-

ous criteria according to which women
and Africans, peasants and slaves were
excluded from the histories of earlier
generations, They therefore cannot help
but wonder which populations, and
which domains of human experience,
they themselves are excluding today.
The previously excluded histories do
not only present new data to be inte-
grated into the larger narrative; they raise
questions about the validity ‘of that nar-
rative itself. University historians inte-
grate African history into the history of
the eighteenth century, ot the nineteenth,

and yet many histories written or recited
in Africa do not measure historical time
in centuries. Academic historians appro-
priate bits of the African past and place
them swithin a larger framework of histor-
ical knowledge which has European roots

scemed to be beyond reproach. The new
knowledge showed that what was once
thought to be universal history was in
fact very partial and very selective. The
narrative of human history which West-
ern historians held at that time could no
longer stand. lis destruction contributed
to the sense of fragmentation and lost co-
herence, ...

In the early 1960s it was still possible
to describe human history in terms ofa
story with a single narrative thread, from
the eatliest periods until modern times.
Now that possibility is gone. It is difficult
for us to remember how profoundly our
historical vision has changed unless we
return to examine important works of
thattime. For mxmawgm)\ﬁ:mmagnzazw
The Rise of the West, published in 1963
when African history was just beginning
to emerge, presented a unicentric and
uridirectional narrative, of 2 kind that
would not be acceptable today.

The Rise of the West divided the ancient
world between “civilizations” and the
jand of “barbarians.” The book focused
ont the diffusion of the techniques of civ-
ilization, originally from Mesopotamia,
and then within the area McNeill calls
the ecumene, as opposed to the fand of
the barbarians. Oikoutnené (one of Armold
Toynbee’s terms) had been used also by
the great anthropologist A. L. Kroeber to

__the history of commodity exchange, for
example. They rarely think of using bits
of European history to amplify African
narratives, about the succession of Akan
shrines or the origin and segmentation of

Tiy lineages.
Even before these more difficult issues

mean “the range of man’s most devel-
oped cultures” and therefore “the mil-
lennially interrelated civilizations in the
connected main land masses of the East-
em Hemisphere.” This was an intercom-
municating zone within which the basic
techniques of civilization were created,
and withinwhich they spread.The zone's

began to trouble historians, the growth
of knowledge about non-European so-
cieties began to undermine earlier his-

boundaries shifted with time, butiis early
core was in the ancient Near East.

tories, to bring into question noarratives
of academic history which, in the 1960s,

The origin of civilization, in McNeill's
narrative, grows out of the introduc-

tion of agriculture. On this subject he
*mw.mm contradictory positions but tries to
maintain a single narrative thread. Even
though the introduction explains that
agriculture was introduced more than
once, the book’s narrative focuses on the
central role of Mesopotamia, making a
partial exception only for the introduc-
tion of agriculture in China. About the
&Bmanmm. McNeill wrote, “Seeds or cut-
tings must have been carried across the
ocean by human agency at a very early
wEm.: Then 2 bit later he explained that
contacts were far too limited and spo-
radic to allow the Amerindians to bor-
row extensively from the more advanced
cultures of the Old World, As a result,
the Andean and Mexican civilizations de-
veloped belatedly and never attained a
mastery of their environment that could
rival the levels attained by their contem-
poraries in Burasia.” He saw no possi-
bility that domestication had indepen-
dent beginnings in Africa and wrote that
agriculture came to eastern and southern
Africa only within the past five centuries,
Until then, “primitive hunters roamed as
their forefathets had done for untold mil-
lennia.”

This statement is itself incotrect by
millennia. We now know, as scholars
of that generation did not, that animal
domestication came very early to Africa
{possibly earlier than to Southwest Asia),
and that there were autonomous centers
of crop domestication in Africa south of
the Sahara. .

Historians of McNeill’s generation
knew that great empires had grown up.in
sub-Saharan Africa by the first half of the
present millennium—Ghana, Mali, Song-
hay, and other kingdoms in West Africa,
and a great many kingdoms in eastem,
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greatstone ruins. McNeill saw all of these
as borrowings. The more advanced of
»Enm‘m societies, he wrote, “were never
5%@.9%2 of the main civilizations of
Eurasia.” Islam, in his view, played a cen-
tral role in bringing Eurasta’s civilization
to Africa. Even the southward migration
of Bantu-speaking agriculturalists “may
have been reinforced by the migration of
tribes {leeing from Moslem pressures in
the northwest.”

Recent archaeological research in West
Africa has shown that urbanism based
on commerce came to West Africa before
the birth of Islam. By about A.D. 500,
Jenne, on the Niger River, emerged as a
town built on local trade in agricultural
surpluses drawn from lands flooded by
the river, In this case, West Africans built
their own town, which then grew further
when Islam became important.

In central and southern Africa, also,
kingdoms grew out of local roots. Zim-
babwe is only one among the region's
many stone ruins built in similar styles.
These were sited so as to make farming
and transhumant cattle-keeping possible
as well as long-distance trade. As in West
Africa, the evidence points to the growth
o.m locally: rooted centers which came ul-
timately to participate in long-distance
trade. History can no longer be written
as a single clear narrative of the spread
of civilization’s arts from the eciztiene, the
historical heartland, to Africa and other
parts of the world.

Accounting for the new patterns chal-
lenged historians to find new ways of
defitiing the spatial boundaries of impor-
tant processes in world history. In this,
as in so much else, the development of
the Annales school of history writing in
PFrance interacted in creative ways with

central, and southern Africa, of which
Zimbabwe was famous because of its

the development of African history. The
creators of Atttiales history had a fresh
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historlcal vision; they challenged the or-
thodoxies of a.style of history (associ-
ated with lhe legacy of Leopold von
Ranke) that focused on the critical study
of archival documents, especially as they
related to the minutiae of political events.
The early Annalisies reacted against the
narrowly political definition of the histo-
rian’s subject matter. Marc Bloch, in his
early work, wrote about collectively held
understandings of the world, in what
seems to us now like an anthropologi-
cal approach. Bloch, Lucien Febvre, and

- others were concerned with the history of

society more generally, and not only with
that narrow stratum to which the main
political documents referred.

Femmand Braudel, the great leader
of second-generation Antales historians,
opened up the boundarles of historical
space in a way that made it easier for
us to understand Africa in world history.
Many earlier scholats had limited them-
selves to national histories, of France, or
of Italy, ot of Spain, Others moved be-
yond nationat boundaries to continental
ones. Braude! in his masterpiece saw the
Mediterranean, with its palms and olive
trees, as a significant historical unit, even
though it took in parts of Europe and
parts of Africa and Asia. It was tied to-
gether by its sea routes, but then extended
wherever human communication took it
“We should imagine a hundred frontiers,
not one,” he wrote, “some political, some
economic, and some cultural.’

A flexible approach to spatial bound-
aries gives us a tool with which to break
out of narrow definitions of core and pe-
tiphery in world history. We do not need
to sce West Affican Muslims in a nar-
row framework which casts them only
as bearers of culture from the center of
civilization to the periphery. We can see

them as West Africans, in economy, in

language, and in many elements of dis-
cursive practice, and yet al the same time
Muslims, We do not read from a sin-
gle historical map that inevitably sepa-
rates Africans from Middle Easterners,
We rend many maps side by side, some
for language, some for economy, some
for religion. Similarly, when we define
the boundaries of African healing prac-
tices we do not need o stop at the conti-
nent's edge; our history can extend fo the
Americas. If weadopt a flexible and situa-
tonally specific understanding of histor-
ical space, the plantation complex, which
is often seen as narrowly American, as
a phenomenon of the Catibbean, Brazil,
and the southern United States, can how
be understood as extending to the East
Coast of Africa and to northern Nigeria.

Braudel, along with the other Anpales
historians, insisted on asking how rep-
resentative our histotical knowledgelsin
relation to the totality of the universe that
might be described, if only we knew the
full story. He saw the economy as stud-
fed by economtsts, for example, as only
one smal partof a much larger and more
shadowy sphere of economic activity. He
observed that “The market economy still
controls the great mass of fransactions
that siow up in the skatlsties,” as a way
of arguing that the historian ought to be
concerned also with what does not show
up in the stalistics. A concern with the
representativeness of historical knowl-
edge was at the heart of African history’s
growth, whichin this sense canbeseen as
Braudelian in its inspiration. African his-
torians were saying that even if conven-
tional sources were silent on Africa, this
could not be taken as evidence that noth-
ing had happened in Africa. If the con-
tours of world history were determined
by the silence of our sources, and not by

-

the shape of history’s subject matter, then
we needed to find new soutces.

Yet Braudel himself could notbreak out
of a unidirectional history of the world
with Europe at its centet. Cluilisation
iatérielle, économie ef capitalistse, histhree-
volume history of the world between
the fifteenth and eightcenth centuries, is
driven by a tension between Braudel’s
disciplined attempt to find the correct
spatinl frame for each phenomenon (to
explain the eighteenth-century rise of
population on a worldwide basis, for
example), and his definition of modern
world history as the rise of a dominant
Eutope.

Civflisation matérielle, as a world his-
tory, touches on Africa’s place in com-
parative context. The first volume is
concerned  with the history of every-
day material life: food, clothing, crops,
housitg, furniture, and so on. Braudel’s
weakness in understanding sub-Saharan
Africa does not undermine his more gen-
eral analysis, except as it shapes his most
general reflectons on the full range of
human experience. The same s true of
the second volume, on the techniques by
which people exchanged goods in vati-
ous parts of the world. In the third vol-
ume, however, the question of Africa’s
place in history {and Latin America’s)
comes closer to the center of the anal-
ysis. This volume, which draws heavily
on the thought of Immanuel Wallerstein,
asks about the process by which a domi-
nant capitalist world economy emerged,
with its core in the West. In 1750, he
says, the countries which were laler to
become industrialized produced 22.5 per-
centof the world's gross product. In 1976
the same countries produced 75 percent
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nomic parity of the world’s parts to the
dominance of the capitalist core?...

Braudel adopted this framework, with
jts concetn for the systematic character
of inequality between the people he
called “les Have et les have not.” He was
interested in how the dominance of the
capitalist center grew out of develop-
ments within Europe, and out of relations
among local world-economies. These lat-
ter were the spatial units which achieved
a certaln organic Integration because of
the density of exchange relations within
them, The Mediterranean of the sixteenth
century was a world-economy in this
sense.

Braudel tried to make a serous as-
sessment of the degree to which wealth
drawn from outside Europe cantributed
to the tise of capitalism, but he treated
Africans, and to a lesser extent people of
the Americas, as historical actors only to
the extent that they met European needs:

While we might have preferted to see
this “Non-Europe” on its own terms,
{t cannot propetly be understood, aven
before the eighteenth century, except in
terms of the mighty shadow cast aver
it by westem Ewrope.... It was from
all over the world... thet Europe was
now drawing a substantial part of her
strength and substance. And it was this
exira share which enabled Ruropeans to
reach superhuman heights in tackling
the tasks encountered on the palh to
progtess,

ﬁmm is a rather strange statement, lump-
ing together much of the world simply
on the basis that it is not Europe and
prapesing to ignore non-Eurape on its
own terms.

Braudel describes African develop-
ments, in particulat, in terms of racial

of that product. What were the origins
of this movement {rom the relative eco-

essences. In his view all civiltzation orlg-
inated from the notth, fadiating south-
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wards. He writes, “I should like now
to concentrate on the heartland of Black
Aftica, leaving aside the countries of
the Maghreb-—a ‘White Africa’ contained
within the arbit of Istam,” Braudel’s un-
derstanding of historical space is usu-
ally a subtle one in which each spatial
frame is carefully differentiated. Here,
however, he merges several frames in an
inflexible and inaccurate way. Firstly, he
merges race {(“White” or “Black”) with
religion (Jslamic ot non-Islamic), even
though many of the Muslims were peo-
ple he would otherwise have described
as “Black.”

Secondly, he characterlzes “Black Afri-
ca” as passive and inert. He writes
that European ships on the West Coast
met “neither resistance nor surveil-
lance” and that the same thing hap-
pened on the shores of the desert:
“Islam’s camel-trains were as free fo
choose thelr entry-points as Burope’s
ships.” This is demonstrably incorrect.
A very large body of historical litera-
ture expleres the complex interactions
between West African kings ot traders
and thoge who came across the desert
from the north. The spread of Istam and
of the trans-Seharan trade was shared
by initiatives taken on beth sides of the
desert,

According to Braudel, all movement
was in a single direction, “Curiously, no
black explorers ever undertook any of
the vayages across either the desert or
the ocean which Jay on their doorstep....
To the Aftican, the Atlantic was, like the
Sahara, an impenetrable obstacle.” He
writes this despite the knowledge (with
which he was certainly acquainted) that
many Muslims who traded across the
desett, or who went on the pilgrimage
to Mecca from the West African Sudan,
were Africans he would deseribe asblack,

cartying the cultural heritage of West
Africa with them. Black African rulersare
reparted as having made the pilgrimage
to Mecca as early as the eleventh century.
Marnisa Musa of Mali traveled from West
Alrica to Cairo and then to Mecca in
the fourteenth century with a retinue
reported to number 60,000, Even though
the carrect number is likely to be smaller,
there is no question that thousands of
Africans crossed the desert to visit the
wortld of the Mediterranean and the Red
Sea, and others (from the East Coast)
crossed the Indian Ocean to reach the
Persian Gulf and India.

Finally, it appears to be the case that
Braudel’s characterization of the differ-
ence between “Black Africa” and “White
Africa” is based on his understanding of
race. In Grammaire des civilisaHons he ac-
knowledges that Ethiopia (in this case
Christian) was a civilization, explaining
that it “undeniably possess white eth-
rdc elements, and is founded on a méHsse
population, very different, however, from
those of the true Melano-Africans.” At
times he denies the existence of facts in
order to preserve the clear distinction be-
tween a Black Africa that is undivilized
and a White Afiica that i3 dvilized. In a
1963 book he ackhowledges that the re-
gion near the Gulf of Guinea was urban-
ized very early. But then in a later book
which argues that towns were one of the
distinguishing marks of dvilization, he
writes that there were no towns on the
fringes of the Gulf of Guinea....

Because historians have come to a
fuller understanding of African urbaniza-
tion, and of African initiatives in intercon-
tinental exchange, it Is now essy tosee the
weakness of this small part of Braudel's
work. A central question remains, how-
ever: whether his unidirectional interpre-
tation of Africa Is merely an unfortunate

idiosyncracy of an otherwise great his-
torian, ot whether it is a sign of deeper
problems in the way meny historians con-
struct their narralives....

A reading of McNeill, Braudel, Bennas-
sar annd Chaunu, Wolf, Curtin, and others
points to a larger and more general de-
velopment: that the emergence of African
history {and of Asian and Latin Ameri-
can history) has changed our understand-
ing of general history, and of Europe’s
place in the world, in profound ways.
It is no longer possible to defend the
position that historical processes among
non-European peoples can be seen ag the
consequence of all-encompassing influ-
ences emerging from a dominant Buro-
pean center. This shift in our understand-
ing is uncomfortable for those who see
history as the spread of civilization from
a European center, and 1t is equally un-
comfortable for those who sketch history
in terms of an all-determining system of
capitalist exploitation.

The shift away from historical narra-
tives that originate in Europe hag been
both accompanied and enabled by in-
novations in methods for constructing
knowledge about people who had previ-
ously been left out of academic histories.
These renovated methods, some of which
achieved their fullest early development
atnong histarians of Aftica, include oral
history, historical archaeology, and his-
torical linguistics, aswell as anthropolog-
jcally informed historical analysis. The
new methods and modes of interprete-
tion made it possible for scholats to ap-
proach the history of non-literate peo-
ple, and in many cases powerless ones,
without departing from the accepted crit-
ical canons of historical research. Schol-
ars were able to know histories they had
never known before. The consequences
were, once again, paradoxical. These sig-
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nificantadvances in the range and quality
of historical knowledge helped to shake
historfans’ faith in the quality of their
knowledge. To glimpse whole regions of
history previously unknown, to see the
dark side of the moon, ineyitably shook
scholars’ faith in their own omniscience,

The methodological advances were not
narrowly African ones. They had an im-
pact in a number of historical flelds, but
many of them emerged with particu-
lar clarity and power amongst histori-
ans of Africa. The impact of oral his-
tory was bound to be great in studies
of sub-Saharan Africa, where many so-
cieties were ideally suited for this form
of research: their people ttansmitted sub-
stantial bodies of knowledge from one
generation {o the nextand sustained com-
plex political and economic hierarchies,
all without practicing writing. Oral tra-
ditions were still alive {in many cases
are still alive) when the historlans of the
1960s and 1970s went about their work,
Unlike Latin America, where the colo-
nial period had begun several centuries
earlier, it was only in the late nineteenth
century that most of sub-Saharan Africa
expetienced conquest. Befote this Euro-
peans did not, in most cases, intervene
directly in the transmission of knowl-
edge....

The amplified range of methods em-
ployed by African historlens has proven
useful not only in sodeties that lack writ-
ing, but also for studying the under-
classes of socleties with a considerable
range of literacy. Historians have used
these amplified methods to construct rich
accounts of the African majority ih colo-
nial society and especially to bring us
magnificent accounts of peasant tesis-
tance to colonial domination....

Thesense that we can no longer tell his-
tory as a single story, from a single con-
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sistent point of view of from a unified
perspective, strikes deep tesonances in
recentsocial and cultural thought. Michel
Toucaultwrote, in Language, Counternieni-
oty, Practice, that the idea of the whole
society “arose in the Western world, in
this highly individualized historical de-
velopment that culminates in capitalism.
To speak of the rwhole of society’ apart
from the only form it has ever taken is
to transform our past into 2 dream.” The
very categories by which we understand
universal experience originate in the pat-
Heular expetience of the care of the capi-
tatist world.

This i¢ the same lesson taught by
an examination of African history: the
categories which ate ostensibly universal
are in fact particular, and they refer
to the experience of modetn Burope.
That we have leamed this lesson in two
ditferent ways—ihrough philosophically
based wititings on Burope and through
histories of non-Buropeans—forces us
to ask about the relationship betweerl
the tivo sets of developments. A centrel
question which has not yet been fully
addressed Is the relationship between
the crisis of historical representation

that came about when higtarians began
to hear the voices of those who had
been voiceless, and the more general
epistemological crisis affecting all the
social sciences and humanities. . .+
We are left, then, with an enormovsly
expanded subject matter, with historical
natratives otiginating in Africa that must
be given ful weight alongside those
originating in Europe. ‘We have seen,
however, that thig is nota simple process
of adding one mote body of knowledge to
out fund, of increasing the balance in the
account. The need for historians to hear
African voices originates with the same
mpulseas the need to hear the voices that
had been stlent within Buropean history.
Since that is so, 1t hardly feels satisfying
to listen to a single authoritative African
voice, leaving others silent, or to read
African texts without seeking marks of
power, OF without asking about the
authotity of the historian (African oF
American, Buropeatt oF Asian) who
presumes 10 tepresent history. Historians
have no choice but to open Up world
history to African history, but having
done so, they find that mﬁwnov_mam have
just begun.

POSTSCRIPT
Did the West Define the Modetn World?

Changes in the historical profession in the last quartercentury can be seen
clearly in the 25th anniversary edition of McNeill’s Rise of the West. In 2
EqOmmanmé essay entitled “The Rise of the West After Twenty-Five Years,”
an m.m_ states that the first edition of his book was influenced by ?mvomﬁémﬂ
qum:ﬂ.Boom in the United States, which was then at the apex of its power
and ability to influence world affairs. He now urges histosdans to “construct
a clear and elegant discourse with which to present the different facets and
interacting flows of human history as we now understand them,” McNeill
expands the focus of the world’s history in two published lecture series:
The Hutnan Conditon: An Ecological and Historical View (Princeton daaﬁa_o“
Press, 1979) and Polyethnicity and National Uity in World History (University
of Toronto Press, 1985). The rise in the number of world civilization coutses
in college curticula (replacing the traditional Western civilization ones) is o
:o.wﬂzm EM oﬂ%m fruits of new historical labors.

e work of the Annales School of historical writing, with 1
proadening the scope of historical research by BASEmMWHMwMMmmMmMM .M_Mw.
orthodox mwﬁ unconventonal sources, played a major tole in the creation
of the nmzf&amn.mou& view of world history. Fernand Braudel's Ciuilization
atd Capi talistt, Fifteenth—Eighteenth Cenittries, vol.3, The Perspective of the World
(University E.ﬂ California Press, 1992) has been instrumental in making these
.nwmn.mmm possible. It Eurape and the People Without History (University of Cal-
tfornia Press, 1982), Eric Wolf seeks to present a history of the modern wotld
from the perspective of “the people without history™—those whose storles
have not yet received adequate historical coverage.

The future is likely to see a rapid increase in the number of wotks relating
to the creation of a new world history—a history that is suited fo the needs
of a new multicultural, civilizational world.
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