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      Introduction

      
         
         
         
      

      
      Any introduction to a second volume should include a few words about the book that
         preceded it. Volume 1 of this endeavor included a narration of the field of world
         history (to be a work of history, the Americas must be included and this excludes
         any classical work) from its origin in 1920 with the publication of The Outline of History by H. G. Wells. That book analyzed different approaches to what may be loosely called
         the “traditional” history of the world. The “traditional” history of the world treats
         Western civilization as a protagonist in the development of the modern era. Much was
         written about world history in volume 1, but the most important words came in the
         conclusion, where I admitted a feeling of inadequacy regarding the analysis of this
         varied and voluminous topic. The conceit that shaped that first volume was that an analysis of the field of world history is better than no analysis of the field of world history. That sentiment links volume 1 with this one.
      

      
      A few points from volume 1’s purpose should be repeated here: 1) world history does
         not fit well with traditional historical methods; 2) world history is the leading
         candidate for a unified field of knowledge; 3) polymaths who have operated in cross-curricular
         disciplines have begun to tout a “big history” as the leading candidate to unify knowledge
         and to adapt new forms of cross-curricular and analogical thought; 4) because of this,
         an analysis of the field and its various approaches helps to fill an important gap
         in the scholarship. Hence these books.
      

      
      A work comes in two or more volumes when the topic is either too big or too varied
         to be handled in a single volume. World history is certainly a big topic, but the
         subject’s variability is what makes a two-volume structure necessary; to transition
         from analysis of “traditional” Western-oriented histories of the world to the nontraditional
         histories would likely be to create a narrative that would jar the reader halfway
         through if the topic was handled in a single book. These are the justifications for
         the project and its two-volume structure. 
      

      
      Volume 2 will follow a pattern of analysis that is similar to that of the first book.
         The first four chapters analyze “alternative” histories of the world; these are works
         that attempt to tell the story of world history with a non-Western narrative arc.
         These histories fit within the traditional boundaries of “history” in the sense that
         they do not include a study of the scientific endeavors of astrophysics, geology,
         archaeology, biology, and demography that are the mark of so-called Big History.
      

      
      One point should be made here regarding these four chapters. Readers might occasionally
         wonder if I have not fallen into the age-old book reviewer’s fallacy of arguing that
         authors should have written a different book than what they did. The scope of this
         two-volume project is larger than a series of book reviews; my purpose is to clarify
         a proper logical approach to world historical studies, and this sometimes needs to
         be done by critiquing false approaches and by culling back unserious research and
         writing.
      

      
      There a few books with “world history” in the title that are not included for analysis
         in this volume, and their exclusion deserves an explanation. Lincoln Paine’s The Sea and Civilization: A Maritime History of the World (2013) is finely constructed and a pleasure to read; it was just christened with
         the wrong subtitle. Paine’s book should be subtitled “Maritime History in the World,” as Paine’s objective is to expand upon traditional land-based histories
         by showing the importance of sea- and ocean-based trade and power networks. 
      

      
      Mark Booth’s The Secret History of the World (2007) has the same problem, as does Neil Faulkner’s A Radical History of the World (2013). Booth only writes about secret societies and their roles in different places
         and time periods, and Faulkner’s book would be better titled “Radicalism in World
         History.” I would recommend all three of these books to potential readers and believe
         that all of them make contributions to world historical studies. None of these books,
         however, attempts to “explain it all” regarding world history, only certain parts
         of it. 
      

      
      Chapter 5 details the development of a separate evolutionary branch of world history,
         one that spreads into fields more often seen as scientific. This section will be about
         William McNeill and the place of world history in the academy and in education in
         general. The evolution away from traditional historical methods eventually led to
         a new term of classification, that of Big History.
      

      
      The promise of Big History is in the unification of knowledge under a monolithic heading
         for the purpose of telling a single overarching historical narrative. Physicists tried
         something similar a century ago only to see the endeavor collapse under the weight
         of probability theory; Big History’s internal contradictions, along with the cut-and-paste
         approach that its scholars (educated as historians) take with the actual science,
         have prevented and will continue to prevent the concept from connecting the disciplines.
         
      

      
      The conclusion of this book will propose that the purpose of world history should
         not be to create a single overarching narrative for the creation of everything. World
         history also cannot sustain the pressure that comes from trying to unite all the fields
         into a single discipline. Instead world history should be recognized for its potential
         in teaching cross-curricular thinking for the purpose of developing novel analogies.
         
      

      
      A history of world history in education will be traced here, and scholarly works involving
         world historical studies will be integrated into this section as a way of describing
         world history’s practical relevance. My own work in creating world historical curricula
         will be explained in this section but not analyzed. Recommendations regarding the
         understanding of world history’s purpose and presentation will be made in this final
         section as well. 
      

      
      In volume 1, I made a point of quoting the Greek writer Polybius (264–146 BCE), who
         explained the advantages of the broader historical approach (it can’t be called a
         “world” historical approach during his time period because Polybius did not know that
         another half of the world existed). Polybius stated that the disadvantage of the traditional
         historical method of developing a research question and then exhausting the topic
         in search of evidence was that that method “omits events in parallel.” In other words,
         by just studying one time period and one area, one misses out on the connections that
         could be made by a broader analysis. 
      

      
      Volume 2 starts with the words of another historian, the “Venerable” Bede (673–735),
         the historian and ecclesiastic of England who wrote, “study, teaching, and writing
         have always been my delight.” To study about, to teach about, and to write about world
         history is a delight, and my hope is that readers will sense that joy as they read this second
         volume regarding a topic that has provided me with the same kind of emotion expressed
         by Bede. 
      

      
      Non-Western Histories of the World

      
      In keeping with the title of this two-volume work, a true world history seeks “to
         explain it all” and therefore the author must attempt, in his or her narrative, to
         connect and explain all the regions of the world from some point in prehistory to
         roughly the present. For the first four chapters, four works with alternative narrations
         not aligned with the “ascent of the West” theme will be analyzed. The works are (1)
         Destiny Disrupted: A History of the World through Islamic Eyes (2009) by Tamim Ansary, (2) The Silk Roads: A New History of the World (2015) by Peter Frankopan, (3) A People’s History of the World: From the Stone Age to the New Millennium (1999) by Chris Harman, and (4) The Origins of Political Order: From Prehuman Times to the French Revolution (2011) and Political Order and Political Decay: From the Industrial Revolution to the Globalization
            of Democracy (2014), both by Francis Fukuyama. 
      

      
      There’s no reason for the order of the analyses here except that Francis Fukuyama’s
         two-volume work will come last because his approach connects to the concluding themes
         of this volume and therefore provides the most natural connection to the next section
         of this book.
      

      
   
      Chapter 1

      World History through Islam

      
         
         
         
         
      

      
      Is a history of the world from the perspective of a religious group possible? No Christian
         philosopher ever created a world history out of purely biblical sources. Sir Walter
         Raleigh (1552–1618) cobbled together a timeline of sorts from ancient sources, but
         he did this while imprisoned in the Tower of London, and the writing of the book probably
         served to distract his mind from the premonition of a falling axe more than it served
         scholarship. Raleigh’s “world history” remains unfinished. Tamim Ansary’s approach
         is different from Raleigh’s in that Ansary is not treating the Old Testament as actual
         history but rather is trying to develop a world history without a Eurocentric/Western
         orientation. 
      

      
      In the first two introductory paragraphs of his book Destiny Disrupted: A History of the World through Islamic Eyes, the writer (he is careful, as so many writers of history are, to note that he is
         not a scholar) Tamim Ansary states that he hails from Afghanistan where he developed
         an interest in reading books of history in English while still a young man. At some
         point, he read a history of the world that was written for a young audience and later,
         as an adult, read the book again and “realized how shockingly Eurocentric it was,
         how riddled with casual racism” (2010, xxiii). 
      

      
      Ansary understands the “traditional” narrative of world history in this way: 

      
         
            
            	
               Birth of Civilization (Egypt and Mesopotamia)

            

            
            	
               Classical Age (Greece and Rome)

            

            
            	
               The Dark Ages (rise of Christianity)

            

            
            	
               The Rebirth: Renaissance and Reformation

            

            
            	
               The Enlightenment (exploration and science)

            

            
            	
               The Revolutions (democratic, industrial, technological)

            

            
            	
               Rise of Nation-States: The Struggle for Empire

            

            
            	
               World Wars I and II

            

            
            	
               The Cold War

            

            
            	
               The Triumph of Democratic Capitalism. (2010, xix)

            

         

      

      Ansary seems to be equating “world history” with an outline for a Western civilization
         course. From the beginning of the field of world history, the practitioners sought
         to balance the narrative of Western civilization by including regions outside of the
         West and by studying the effects that the West eventually imposed on those areas.
         Ansary seems, right away, to misunderstand what world history as a discrete subject
         of study really is. 
      

      
      The “ascent of the West” conceit does contain these ten points, but from a world historical
         vantage, those points can only be explained through the West’s more global interactions.
         Item number 4 on Ansary’s list, “The Rebirth: Renaissance and Reformation,” could
         not have occurred without the East-West connection established through Crusader routes
         to the Islamic world, scholarly interchange in Al-Andalus (the medieval and Muslim-controlled
         Iberian Peninsula), and the thirteenth-century Mongol conquests. 
      

      
      Anasary’s book must be, by virtue of its title and subject matter, based on the axiom
         that world histories written by people in the Western world must be naturally biased
         toward the “Triumph of Democratic Capitalism.” Western intellectuals in the Noam Chomsky
         tradition sometimes engage in overt and over-the-top criticisms of, say, the United
         States and its foreign policies as a way of trying to prove that they, the intellectuals,
         are not trapped by some kind of bias toward Western civilization. 
      

      
      The problem with stating that the “Triumph of Democratic Capitalism” contains some
         kind of bias comes from any study of modern global history at any time. In 1919, women
         and their male allies across the United States marched in the streets and wrote to
         the papers in advocacy for a constitutional guarantee that women could vote. One hundred
         years later, exactly no one is out in the streets advocating that this amendment be
         repealed. 
      

      
      In 1956, the Hungarians, chafing under Soviet domination, advocated in the streets
         for the granting of greater levels of political freedom. The Russians drove tanks
         over them as a way of demonstrating that military terror held the USSR together. No
         American tanks ever rolled over anyone of the North Atlantic Treaty Organization;
         it was a voluntary organization. 
      

      
      In 1989, thousands of dissidents against single-party Communist rule organized and
         protested their regime in Tiananmen Square, and Communist thugs responded with the
         old tank-treads-on-your-face tactic they normally used. At no time, anywhere, have
         American or British demonstrators ever advocated that democratic government be disbanded
         in favor of single-party Communist rule. If anyone ever did get this notion, they
         could demonstrate freely without fear of government attack. 
      

      
      If these arguments seem simplistic, then that’s because the lesson is simple. People
         tend to like personal freedom and democratic participation. Democratic capitalism
         as a triumph is not a Western narrative to world history but a demonstrable historical
         fact. Democratic capitalism just happened to occur in the West, but it’s a universal
         system. 
      

      
      Still, the reader gets Ansary’s point. World history tends to trend toward a Western
         conception of politics. What, then, would an outline of world history from the perspective
         of Muslims look like? He writes: 
      

      
         If the stunted present experienced by Islamic society is taken as the here-and-now
            to be explained by the narrative of world history, then the story might break down
            to something like the following stages: 
         

         
         
            	
               
               Ancient times: Mesopotamia and Persia

            

            
            	
               Birth of Islam

            

            
            	
               The Khalifate: Quest for Universal Unity

            

            
            	
               Fragmentation: Age of the Sultanates

            

            
            	
               Catastrophe: Crusaders and Mongols

            

            
            	
               Rebirth: The Three Empires Era

            

            
            	
               Permeation of East by West

            

            
            	
               The Reform Movements

            

            
            	
               Triumph of Secular Modernists

            

            
            	
               The Islamist Reaction. (2010, xx) 

            

         

      

      Points 7 through 10 explain, ultimately, why Ansary sets himself up for failure in
         his endeavor. “Permeation of the East by the West” indicates that Western civilization
         developed an internal force that allowed them to burst into the empires of the East
         and dictate the political and cultural terms. By stating “The Reform Movements” as
         a reaction, Ansary shows that the Islamic societies had to form again in a different
         mold that was created by forces in the West. “Triumph of Secular Modernists” can be
         seen, again, as reaction to a cultural and legal norm, that of secularism, that formed
         historically in the West.
      

      
      Finally, the phrase “The Islamist Reaction” refers again to the essentially passive
         nature of Islamic society when faced with the dynamism of the West. The nature of
         a “reaction” is, ultimately, passive at first and active only in the sense that a
         change has been forced by a more assertive actor. 
      

      
      Inevitably, popular books such as this include some kind caveat about the author’s
         qualifications:
      

      
         Destiny Disrupted is neither a textbook nor a scholarly thesis. It’s not like what I’d tell you if
            we met in a coffeehouse and you said, “What’s all this about a parallel world history?”
            The argument I make can be found in numerous books now on the shelves of university
            libraries. Read it there if you don’t mind the academic language and footnotes. Read
            it here if you want the story arc. Although I am not a scholar, I have drawn on the
            work of scholars who sift the raw material of history to draw conclusion and of academics
            who sifted the work of scholarly researchers to draw meta-conclusions. (2010, xxi)
         

      

      What are the “numerous books now on the shelves of university libraries”? Is Ansary
         speaking of scholarly works about the Islamic world or about works of world history?
         The bibliography of Destiny Disrupted contains no actual works about world history, not even the popular one-volume work
         by J. M. Roberts that would seem to be a natural place to start for someone looking
         to obtain a “traditional” world history for the purpose of countering it with a world
         history not aligned to the Western civilization.
      

      
      Ansary’s claim to not be a scholar should not trouble him
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