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“History does not repeat itself. But it rhymes — and if you know the metre, you can finish the line before it is written.”

— Jiang Xueqin, Predictive History, 2024



For every reader who prefers clarity over comfort.


Table of Contents

Title Page

Copyright Page

INTRODUCTION

CHAPTER ONE

CHAPTER TWO

CHAPTER THREE

CHAPTER FOUR

CHAPTER FIVE

CHAPTER SIX

EPILOGUE

	[image: ]
	 	[image: ]


[image: ]

INTRODUCTION

[image: ]


The Number That Started Everything

In early 2025, a website appeared without announcement. No press release. No social media campaign. Just a URL — jiangprediction.com — and behind it, a question that turns out to be more interesting than it first appears: can a man with a bachelor's degree in English literature, standing in front of a whiteboard in Beijing, predict geopolitical events that the combined intelligence services of the world's most powerful nation cannot?

The website was built by an anonymous analyst who spent several thousand hours doing something deceptively simple: watching 131 video lectures by a YouTube educator named Jiang Xueqin, transcribing them, extracting every specific, testable prediction, and fact-checking each one against documented outcomes. The standard for inclusion was strict. Vague impressions were excluded. Only claims specific enough to be clearly right or wrong — with a defined timeline and verifiable conditions — were counted.

From 131 lectures, 33 predictions qualified.

The accuracy rate: 87 percent.
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THAT NUMBER IS THIS book's starting point. Not its conclusion — because the accuracy rate is not the interesting thing. The interesting thing is the method that produces it.

A man who correctly predicted the return of Donald Trump to the White House. Who predicted, in a single 2024 lecture viewed tens of millions of times, that the United States would be drawn into direct military conflict with Iran, that the conflict would not achieve regime change, and that the outcome would be read by most of the world as a strategic failure. Who predicted the Saudi decision to accept Chinese yuan for oil sales, the expansion of the Gaza conflict into a regional theatre, and the structural fracturing of the NATO alliance — all before these events occurred, all with reasoning specific enough to evaluate.

This is a book about the method. Not about the man as prophet. Not about the predictions as spectacle. About the method: the specific set of analytical habits that allow Jiang Xueqin to see what others miss, and that — this is the central claim of this book — you can learn to apply yourself.
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JIANG XUEQIN IS A CHINESE-Canadian educator, geopolitical analyst, and YouTube creator. Born in 1976 in Guangdong Province, China. Emigrated to Toronto at age six. Graduated from Yale University in 1999 with a degree in English literature. Spent more than a decade teaching in China's elite secondary schools. Was arrested by the Chinese security apparatus and deported. Went back anyway. Built a YouTube channel — @PredictiveHistory — that by early 2026 had nearly two million subscribers, with individual lectures accumulating tens of millions of views.

He calls his framework Predictive History. The name borrows deliberately from Isaac Asimov's fictional science of psychohistory — the idea, introduced in the Foundation novels of 1951, that the behaviour of large human civilisations follows mathematical laws as reliable as the laws of thermodynamics. Asimov meant it as fiction. Jiang means it as methodology. Whether the methodology succeeds — and by how much — is what 87 percent suggests.

He is not without controversy. The title ‘Professor’ he uses on his channel is a YouTube convention, not an academic claim — he holds no doctorate. He has made statements on metaphysics and history, including in a Piers Morgan interview, that range from provocative to indefensible, and this book does not minimise that. His critics are not all wrong. But the geopolitical framework — the specific methodology that produces the 87 percent — is analytically separable from the statements that deserve criticism. The framework stands or falls on its own evidence. This book evaluates it on that basis.
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THIS BOOK IS SHORTER than the full account of Jiang's work. It is shorter by design. The history of analytical non-fiction is littered with books that were right but too long — where the insight was buried under accumulation, the signal lost in the noise of comprehensiveness. This book makes a different bet: that 25,000 words of precisely selected content is more useful than 90,000 words of complete content. Every page is here because it earns its place.

The structure is direct. We begin with who Jiang is — not his full biography, but the specific elements of his life that shaped the analytical method. We then examine the method itself: the four habits of structural thinking that distinguish his work from commentary. We look at the evidence — the predictions, the hits, the misses, the 13 percent failure rate that is as important to understand as the 87 percent accuracy. We apply the method to its most consequential case studies: the Iran trap and the architecture of dollar dominance. And we end with you — with how these habits apply to your own navigation of a world undergoing its most significant reorganisation in seventy years.

The method is not comfortable. It does not offer reassurance that the established order is stable, that the experts have it under control, that things will work out as they have before. What it offers is something Jiang values above all else: clarity. Not certainty — which is for oracles and charlatans. Clarity: the particular calm that comes from understanding the shape of the storm before it arrives.

The whiteboard is already written on. Let us learn to read it.
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The Man Who Sees the Scaffolding

The boy is six years old. He is standing in Toronto Pearson Airport in 1982, and he does not know what he is looking at.

The terminal is enormous. It smells of something he has no word for yet — the specific cold-synthetic air of a North American winter airport, recycled and pressurised and vaguely institutional. Around him, people move with the confident purposefulness of people who know which direction they are going. He does not know which direction he is going. He speaks only Cantonese. He has no framework for what this place is, how it works, or who is in charge of it.

He picks up his suitcase. He follows his parents through the sliding glass doors.

That boy — Jiang Xueqin, born 1976 in Guangdong Province — has been, in the most literal sense, noticing the scaffolding ever since. When you arrive in a place that does not belong to you, you cannot take its assumptions for granted. You observe. You compare. You ask — even if you do not ask aloud — why does this work this way? Who does this system serve? What would it look like from outside?
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THIS IS THE FOUNDATIONAL insight of Jiang's analytical method, and it is worth understanding clearly before anything else: the outsider sees what the insider cannot, not because the outsider is smarter, but because the outsider has not yet absorbed the system's assumptions. Every culture, every institution, every set of geopolitical arrangements rests on a scaffolding of assumptions so familiar to insiders that the scaffolding itself has become invisible. The analyst who can see the scaffolding can understand the system in ways that someone inside it cannot.

Jiang grew up speaking Cantonese at home and English at school, toggling between two completely different frameworks for how the world worked: one built on individual achievement, personal rights, and the right to question authority; the other on hierarchy, collective obligation, and the studied management of relationships. Neither was right or wrong. Both were contingent — built by specific historical forces, capable of being rebuilt differently.

He excelled at school with the particular urgency of the immigrant child who understands, without being told, that education is not about learning but about becoming legible to a world that has not yet made room for you. He asked questions that were structurally subversive even when posed with perfect politeness: not “what happened?” but “why did it happen this way and not another?”

Yale, which he entered in 1995, sharpened this habit. He majored in English literature — a choice that surprised observers expecting an immigrant scholar to pursue something more economically rational. The choice was more strategic than it appeared. English literature at Yale in the 1990s was in the middle of its great methodological expansion: the systematic study of how stories construct the world rather than merely reflect it. The question “whose story is this, and who benefits from its telling?” would become foundational to everything he later did with geopolitics.

He graduated in 1999 into a world of extraordinary self-confidence. History had ended, famously. The liberal democratic order had won. The question was not whether the West's model would prevail but how quickly the rest of the world would reorganise in its image. Jiang was twenty-three years old and not entirely convinced.
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HE ARRIVED IN BEIJING in 2000 as a journalist, writing for the Far Eastern Economic Review and the Wall Street Journal. He was, once again, in the structurally useful position of being partially inside and partially outside the world he was covering — Chinese by heritage, Canadian by formation, Yale-educated in his analytical framework.

It did not last. In 2001 or 2002, Jiang was arrested by Chinese security authorities, detained, and deported. The precise details remain only partially documented. What is known is that his journalism had brought him into contact with dimensions of Chinese political life that the security apparatus considered sensitive — and the apparatus responded as it typically responds to people who make it uncomfortable. He was put on a plane. He left.

He went back to Canada. He thought about it. Then he went back to China.

This decision — to return to the country that had expelled him — is the one that most clearly reveals the shape of his character. It was not naivety. He understood he was not safe. It was analytical: the structural education that China could give him was worth the costs. Staying outside, observing from a distance, would produce a less accurate picture.

He returned as a teacher. Over the
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