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Program

O April, 23°

14:00 ~ 14:15

14:15 ~ 14:45

14:45 ~ 15:25

15:25 ~ 15:45

15:45 ~ 16:45

16:45~17:45

Moderator: \Woonok YEOM (Ewha Womans Univ.)

Opening Remarks
> Ji-Hyung CHO (Director of IWGH, Ewha Womans Univ.)

Congratulatory Remarks

> Sang Heon SOHNG (Pesident of The Korean History Education Society,
Gongju National Univ. of Education)

Keynote
A New Imagined Community : From Tribal Histories to the History
of Humanity
> David CHRISTIAN (Ewha Womans Univ.)

Coffee Break

Universal History beyond Ethnocentrism: Problems and Chances
> Jorn RUSEN (Essen Univ.)
D> Discussant : Sang Woo LIM (Sogang Univ.)

Beyond Eurocentrism: Reexamining Cultural Discourse Strategies
to Overcome Eurocentrism in the Context of Polycentric
Multiculturalism

>Jung In KANG (Sogang Univ.)

D> Discussant : Gi-Bong KIM (Kyungki Univ.)




Program

O April, 24

10:00 ~ 11:00

11:00 ~ 12:00

12:00~ 13:30

13:30 ~ 14:30

14:30 ~ 15:30

15:30 ~ 16:00

13:30 ~14:30

Moderator: Byung Joon JUNG (Ewha Womans Univ.)

Reconfiguring the Universal for Global History
> Yong Woo KIM (Ewha Womans Univ.)
D> Discussant : SUNjoo KANG (Gyeongin National Univ. of Education)

Varieties of Eurocentric History and Some Remedies for the Problem
> Jerry BENTLEY (Univ. of Hawaii)
D> Discussant : Young Suk LEE (Gwangju Univ.)

Lunch

De-Centerings: Worlds and Histories
> Arif DIRLIK (Univ. of Oregon)
D> Discussant : Dong Taek KIM (Sungkyunkwan Univ.)

Confronting World: Korean World History Writings from the Late
19th Century to the Early 20th Century

D> Ok-Kyoung BAEK (Ewha Womans Univ.)

D> Discussant : Michael KIM (Yonsei Univ.)

Coffee Break

Round Table Discussion
> Moderator : David CRISTIAN
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A New Imagined Community: From Tribal Histories to the History of Humanity ~ David CHRISTIAN
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1) Ernst Breisach, Historiography: Ancient, Medieval, and Modern, 3%d., Chicago and London: University of
Chicago Press, 2007, pp.411-12.

2) David Christian, Maps of Time: An Introduction to Big History, Berkeley, CA: University of California
Press, 2004.
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3) or “Western”! | assume throughout that we are talking not just about Europe but about identities that
came to embrace the entire N. Atlantic zone often described as “the West”.
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4) Dipesh Chakrabarty, “The Climate of History: Four Theses”, Critical Inquiry, 35(Winter 2009), 197-222;
and see Dipesh Chakrabarty, Provincializing Europe: Postcolonial Thoughtand Historical Difference,
Princeton: Princeton University Press, 2000.




O[ZIiRITHEI W K| A4 H23] =H SH=Tl2] 2010.4.23~24
FHFAF2 do] A FALE  Global History beyond Eurocentrism

ok, b FR8 e §U el gloh AR, olgh e olAka WMl fint 2o

ge TR S otk FUFATAE 2o AAY T PYES & TAA, 1
ot iR st Bt S, el AR T4 Asa] s Ad
B % 9lu, FEFARE JYRE 1 9L Push Ak

A )

T RA A9l “dESke AP RA, ol v=s SH0R ZI3E Slojtk o] FH|
o AArRE FF FHTATt vRIZIHQL ZoR A% s, W Azl of=d
7R v AYRL ZoAf v dhedt Aol Aﬂﬁl/\l% 0—1/\}7}3 stoiw ARSI 494,
ARE Sl HAE HER RS oh, ol T =

REETE AR Big #H2e] E53 Mess oy 7
THEAE e ARAA A

) ]j>~
L

1o

BN

o
z

ko

P~

FTol| APl FOlHTHE Friido] A4 o R A& Al AR
o} oA TFHL Tc’r?jﬂiiﬂ 553 Aoq 1AW w2 AT Ergkxel H
= Z)o] el 5ete Zlo] ozl freprlel o 1
HE7} %_—%—3— 7<191°ﬂ*1£ g stk ARS Al Feks AR f5lelA] ool
LFEbS Uﬂéﬂ ol FHAQ Ag oulehA] Usith e=d AAE TS fase A

+ otlglzle] 2, ol&H AlAlelA AlzkE ddd e
= A5l %ﬁ—‘?ﬂl/ﬂ MZ}HOJ ol&H b=l 3l REH Hgt AAE, FHelA A N
W ok F), AX, uRNE 2ME Tl EFEe] Stk WEEZ W ERKVictor
Liberman)o] RoiF A3} w72, 2= 9] 553 Aoz IFHd =491
49 =7 B S 174171 2 18A1719] frEfrlotell A= AE 4= Qltke)

I

5) On the “developmentalist project”, see Kenneth Pomeranz, “Introduction: World History and Environmental
History”, in Edmund Burke Ill and Kenneth Pomeranz, eds., The Environment and World History, Ch.1;
and see John Richards, The Unending Frontier: An Environmental History of the Early Modern World,
Berkeley, CA: University of California Press, 2003.

6) On which, see Peter Perdue’s superb China Marches West: The Qing Conquest of Central Eurasia,
Cambridge, MA: Harvard University Press, 2005.
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7) On these arguments see Kenneth Pomeranz, The Great Divergence: China, Europe, and the Making of the
Modern World Economy, Princeton, N.J.: Princeton University Press, 2000, and, for a more concise
summary of the crucial arguments, Robert B. Marks, The Origins of the Modern World: A Global and
Ecological Narrative From the Fifteenth to the Twenty-first Century, 2"ed., Lanham: Rowman and Little
field, 207.
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8) Eugene Weber, Peasants into Frenchmen: The Modernization of rural France, 1870-1914, Stanford:
Stanford University Press, 1976.
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9) Patrick Manning, ed., Global Practice in World History: Advances Worldwide, Princeton: Markus Wiener,
2008, pp.20 and 133-4.
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10) Christopher Chase-Dunn and Thomas D. Hall, Rise and Demise: Comparing World Systems, Boulder,
Colo.: Westview Press, 1997.

10
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11) Norbert Elias, Time: An Essay, Oxford: Blackwell, 1987.

12) Andrew Sherratt. Reviving the Grand Narrative: Archaeology and Long-term Change. Journal of European
Archaeology. 1995, 3.1:1-32, from p.25.
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13) Tony Swain, A Place for Strangers: Towards a History of Australian Aboriginal Being. Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press, 1993, pp.1-2.

14) Tony Swain, A Place for Strangers: Towards a History of Australian Aboriginal Being. Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press, 1993, p.129.

15) Ibid., p.132.
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16) Sherratt, Andrew, “Reviving the Grand Narrative: Archaeology and Long-Term Change,” Journal of
European Archaeology, 3, No.1(1995), p.18.
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17) See Bruce Mazlish, The Idea of Humanity in a Global Era, Palgrave/Macmillan, 2009, Ch.1.
18) Cited from Breisach, Historiography, p.321.
19) This is the central argument of Bruze Mazlish’s recent book, The Idea of Humanity.
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20) Jan Zalasiewicz et. al., “Are we now living in the Anthropocene?”, Geological Society of America,
Vol.18, No.2(Feb 2009), pp.4-8; and see Will Steffen, Paul J. Crutzen and John R. McNeill, “The
Anthropocene: Are Humans Now Overwhelming the Great Forces of Nature?”, Ambio, Royal Swedish
Academy of Sciences, Vol.36, No.8, December 2007, pp.614-21.

21) My own attempt at a ver short history of humanity is This Fleeting World: A Short History of Humanity,
Great Barrington, MA: Berkshire Publishing, 2008; Korean translation MAIALS] |22 thek: AThA}
[“A New Form of World History: Big History”], tr. Kim Seo-hyung and Kim Yong-woo, Seoul: SeoHae
Publishing, 2009; Korean translation of This Fleeting World, with new introduction.
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22) John Tosh, Why History Matters, Basingstoke: Palgrave/Macmillan, 2008, p.125; he cites Maxine Berg, A
Woman in History: Eileen Power, 1998-1940, Cambridge, 1996, p.223.

23) H.G. Wells, Outline of History, 3“d., 1921[1%d. 1920], p.vi.
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24) “Mythistory, or Truth, Myth, History, and Historians”, The American Historical Review, Vol.91,
No.1,(Feb., 1986), pp.1-10, from p.7.

25) Jerry Bentley, “Myths, Wagers ---”, p.53.
26) William H. McNeill, Mythistory and Other Essays, Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 1986, pp.3-22.
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A New Imagined Community:
From Tnbal Histories to the History of Humanity

David CHRISTIAN

Ewha Womans Univ. and Macquarie Univ.

“The unresolved problem of how to evaluate the ongoing Westernization of the
world has bedeviled all scholarly attempts to write world history.” 1)

I am not an expert on Eurocentrism or on historiography. What | can bring to this
question is some experience of viewing the past at multiple scales.2 So my argument will
be that a heightened sensitivity to the different spatial and temporal scales through which
we study the past may provide a useful way of thinking about and perhaps even
transcending, Eurocentrism. What is exciting about viewing the past at multiple scales is
that each scale can suggest new perspectives, new ways of understanding familiar
phenomena. Indeed sometimes problems or questions that seem intractable at one temporal
scale may yield interesting solutions at other scales. | will argue that this may be true of
Eurocentrism, a historiographical problem which to many historians, particularly those

working outside the European or Atlantic zone, can seem insurmountable.

I define Eurocentrism as a particular perspective on world history, shaped by a particular

1) Ernst Breisach, Historiography: Ancient, Medieval, and Modern, 3%d., Chicago and London: University of
Chicago Press, 2007, pp.411-12.

2) David Christian, Maps of Time: An Introduction to Big History, Berkeley, CA: University of California
Press, 2004.
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sense of identity. The word presumes that there are ways of looking at history and the
world that are specific to the identities we describe as “European”.3) As used today, the
word also implies a critique of the narrowness, the parochialism, the inadequacy, in short
the “tribalism” of those views. Eurocentric views are limited because they put one
particular region and the identities associated with it at the center of their view of the
world, so they obscure many other important perspectives on the world. That is why they
make for bad history. Such views are also dangerous because those who represent them

have remarkable power in today’s’ world.

It is important to remember that Eurocentrism has two faces: the face it shows to
Europeandthefaceitshowstotherestoftheworld. The idea of a coherent Eurocentrism makes
most sense from outside of Europe. It seems a unitary phenomenon, just as Napoleon’s
armies seemed like a single enemy to their Russian opponents. From within, Eurocentrism
may seem more familiar (and therefore easier to take for granted) but also less monolithic.
According to Tolstoy, Napoleon wrote of his own army: "Of four hundred thousand who
crossed the Vistula, half were Austrians, Prussians, Saxons, Poles, Bavarians,
Wurttembergers, Mecklenburgers, Spaniards, Italians, and Neapolitans. The Imperial army,
strictly speaking, was one third composed of Dutch, Belgians, men from the borders of the
Rhine, Piedmontese, Swiss, Genevese, Tuscans, Romans, inhabitants of the Thirty-second
Military Division, of Bremen, of Hamburg, and so on: it included scarcely a hundred and
forty thousand who spoke French.” [War and Peace, Ch. Bk. 10, CH. 38] Like war,
concepts such as Eurocentrism polarize and simplify.

For those at the battle of Borodino, the polarizing binaries of Russian and French had a
murderous utility. Though Tolstoy’s main characters are very much aware of the humanity
of soldiers on both sides, you really did have to know who was on your side and who
was not. Tolstoy, however, viewed Borodino from a distance, both chronologically and

3) or “Western”! | assume throughout that we are talking not just about Europe but about identities that
came to embrace the entire N. Atlantic zone often described as “the West”.
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artistically, and this allowed him to blur the too neat binaries of military history and bring
out the diverse yet shared human experiences of war. | will argue that this is also the
way to deal with the polarizing binaries of Eurocentrism. At certain scales, Eurocentrism
does indeed capture important aspects of modern world history. But when seen within
larger historical time frames, the limits of Eurocentrism are easier to see and to transcend.

Dipesh Chakrabarty, one of the subtlest critics of Eurocentric historiography, has shown
strikingly how scale can transform the problem of Eurocentrism. In a recent essay,
prompted by a growing awareness of the significance of global warming for world history,
he has argued for the importance of a larger identity that was largely obscured by
Eurocentric historiography, that of humanity as a whole.#) This essay will follow a similar
trajectory, from the essentially tribal perspectives of Eurocentric (and nationalist)
historiographies to the idea of a history of humanity. 1 will do this by looking at the
problem of Eurocentrism through lenses that get wider and wider.

() EUROCENTRISM AT DIFFERENT SCALES:

The Scale of Eurocentricism:

The first lens is that of contemporary critics of Eurocentrism. This lens focuses on the
modern world. At this scale, it is hard to avoid thinking of Europe as a unitary
phenomenon. It can also seem to fill the historiographical lens, leaving no room for other
perspectives. This, | believe, is the lens through which Dipesh Chakrabarty views modern
historical scholarship in Provincializing Europe. What stands out for Chakrabarty in that
volume is how little room Eurocentrism leaves for alternative perspectives on history, and
how hard it is to see around it because it shapes the very words we use when we

function as professional historians.

4) Dipesh Chakrabarty, “The Climate of History: Four Theses”, Critical Inquiry, 35(Winter 2009), 197-222;
and see Dipesh Chakrabarty, Provincializing Europe: Postcolonial Thoughtand Historical Difference,
Princeton: Princeton University Press, 2000.
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His recent shift in perspective suggests one reason why this was true. The economic,
political, military and cultural power of Europe was indeed immense in the 19" and
20"centuries.  If you concentrate on this era of world history, Europe is bound to
dominate the picture. Indeed, at this scale it is extremely hard to distinguish between
what is European and what is modern. Eurocentrism did indeed capture important aspects
of the modern world. However, as we expand the scales through which we view the past
we will see that the historiographical landscape begins to shift and Eurocentrism loses

much of its malign potency.

The Scale of World History Scholarship:

The second scale is that of “actually existing world history”, world history as it is
currently practiced, primarily in the USA. This form of world history is frequently seen
as deeply Eurocentric, but | believe this judgment is too harsh and too simple. World
history pushes the historian to look at the past on larger geographical and temporal scales
than normal and even that is enough to blur some of the cruder elements of Eurocentrism.
The best recent world history scholarship has muddied Eurocentric visions of modernity in

powerful ways.

Above all, recent scholarship has begun to dismantle the Eurocentric assumption that
modernity is intrinsically European. We now know that many of the phenomena once
thought unique to Europe (such as commercialism, and what Pomeranz and Burke call the
“developmentalist project”, that is to say government supported ecological expansion linked
to both internal and external colonization) were far from being unique to Europe, but were
widespread in all the regions of denser settlement of Eurasia.) Even where modernity
arrived in European dress, that does not mean modernity as a whole was European. So

many of the ingredients of today’s world accumulated throughout the world. They include

5) On the “developmentalist project”, see Kenneth Pomeranz, “Introduction: World History and Environmental
History”, in Edmund Burke IlI and Kenneth Pomeranz, eds., The Environment and World History, Ch.1;
and see John Richards, The Unending Frontier: An Environmental History of the Early Modern World,
Berkeley, CA: University of California Press, 2003.

21




ORI W K| FAIH A X253 =H|EH=0]3] 2010.4.23 ~24
o]

FHFAFIE Ho] AFALE  Global History beyond Eurocentrism

American crops, commercial practices many of which were pioneered in the Muslim world,
scientific ideas generated in the eastern Mediterranean and preserved by Muslim scholars,
technologies of metallurgy, armaments, paper-making, navigation, ship-building and
engineering first developed in China. As Victor Lieberman has shown, we can find the
same processes of aggressive and commercialized state building often regarded as uniquely

European in many different parts of Eurasia in the 17" and 18™ centuries.6)

Recent scholarship has also shown that European hegemony arrived much later than
Eurocentric accounts would have us believe, with their traditional claims that the modernity
of Europe was apparent from perhaps as early as the Middle Ages. It is now apparent that
even as late as 1800, though the Atlantic region was much more important than it had
been 1,000 years earlier (when it was at the margins of the major Eurasian networks), it

was far from hegemonic in the older civilizational regions of Eurasia.”)

Europe’s power really becomes evident in the 19th century, and Europe arrived suddenly.
Indeed, it may be the very suddenness of European hegemony that encouraged exaggerated
visions of European power and uniqueness, or perhaps it was the coincidence of

imperialism with developing European nationalisms.

All in all, the tendency of much modern world history scholarship has been to stress that
the roots of modernity are global rather than European, and to show that European
hegemony is a very recent phenomenon. Recent world history scholarship has shown the
inaccuracy and parochialism of accounts of modern history that exaggerate the originality,

extent and depth of Europe’s contributions to modernity.

By uncoupling the concepts of modernity and Europe in this way, recent scholarship poses

6) On which, see Peter Perdue’s superb China Marches West: The Qing Conquest of Central Eurasia,
Cambridge, MA: Harvard University Press, 2005.

7) On these arguments see Kenneth Pomeranz, The Great Divergence: China, Europe, and the Making of the
Modern World Economy, Princeton, N.J.: Princeton University Press, 2000, and, for a more concise
summary of the crucial arguments, Robert B. Marks, The Origins of the Modern World: A Global and
Ecological Narrative From the Fifteenth to the Twenty-first Century, 2"ed., Lanham: Rowman and Little
field, 207.
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a practical historiographical challenge: can we try to separate the various strands that make
up today’s world more carefully. Can we move beyond the binary of Europe and the
rest? What strands really do have their origins in Europe rather than merely passing
through European culture on their way to global acceptance, as with the Roman alphabet
or the Indian numerical system or the Chinese invention of paper money. What strands
merely come in a European wrapping? Is science really a European invention for
example? Or is it rather a body of knowledge constructed from global materials, but
deeply imprinted by European culture in recent centuries? Eurocentrism offers too blunt a

scalpel for this delicate historiographical task.

The scale of world history also suggests how ephemeral Eurocentrism itself is. It is a
very recent phenomenon. Some sense of European identity (of, say, a Christian ecumene)
can perhaps be traced back to the Medieval Era. But as scholars such as Eugene Weber
showed, even national identities had limited purchase before the spread of mass education
from the late 19" century.®) Given the sustained and vicious warfare that has dominated
modern European history, it should be no surprise that state-based identities generally
trumped the idea of Europe. It is true that some sense of a shared imperialistic project was
present in much European scholarship of the late nineteenth century, and that may to some
extent have generated a sense of shared outlook, but WWI is a reminder of how fractured
an identity this was and also how ineffective it was. As an identity that describes a real

sense of solidarity “Europe” dates from the middle of the twentieth century.

What the identity, “European” (and later “Western”), did was to sum over a number of
more circumscribed, more tribal identities, that were usually more powerful. These were,
above all, the national identities of Atlantic region states. The importance of the European
identity would increase only as those qualities shared by European societies assumed
increasing salience in a rapidly globalizing world. It took a growing sense of the global

reach of political, military and economic issues (a sense heightened by the world wars and

8) Eugene Weber, Peasants into Frenchmen: The Modernization of rural France, 1870-1914, Stanford:
Stanford University Press, 1976.
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the rivalries of the Cold War) to undercut the deep divisions within European society
enough to allow for the emergence of the EU. But the same globalizing processes that
generated Eurocentrism may also undermine it, as even larger communities acquire saliency,
beginning perhaps with the “Atlantic community”, the “West” and an expanded version of
NATO.

The Scale of the last Millennium:

Now a further shift in scales. | am a great admirer of contemporary world history
scholarship, and | count myself as a world historian. However, | am also struck by the
difficulties world history has had in escaping some powerful conventions of historical
scholarship that can limit the possibilities of world history. Why do even world historians

find it so hard to transcend Eurocentrism?

Most world history scholarship today is conducted within conventions familiar to historians
in general because most world historians have survived the same academic training camps
as other professional historians. They have been trained to do research using written
documents, to focus on a given nation or region, and to concentrate on scales of a few
years or decades. This training is reinforced by the practices of journals and professional
associations and by the conventional career paths within Colleges. It encourages a focus
on particular geographical regions and on the modern era which is when most historical

documents have been produced.

These scholarly conventions work well for most sub-disciplines within history, but they
have limited the scope of world history in subtle but important ways. In the US, where it
has flourished, most world history teaching and scholarship concerns the last few centuries.
The convention of offering two main world history courses, one on world history before
1500, and the other on the last 500 years, ensures that at least 50% of world history
teaching covers the modern era. Research has followed a similar path. Jerry Bentley, the

editor of the Journal of World History, notes that only 17 of the 195 articles published in
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that journal between 1990 and 2006 dealt with periods before 1500. Bentley adds that this
“is not surprising --- since most professional historians work in these eras for which
relatively abundant documentation and source materials survive.” At a conference on world
history research organized by Patrick Manning in November 2006, only 4 of 36 presenters
discussed research on eras before 1500.9 The point about this limitation is that if you
focus mainly on the world since 1500, Eurocentrism is hard to avoid. European or
Western societies have indeed played a hegemonic role in the last two centuries, and their

hegemony has been peculiarly powerful because it has been the first global hegemony.

The result of this preoccupation with the modern era has been to limit the capacity of
world historians to transcend modern categories and identities such as those that sustain
Eurocentrism. But imagine a world history that took for granted that it should embrace all
human societies in all periods. Such a world history would embrace many millennia and
all parts of the world. As the lens widens what happens to the idea of Eurocentrism? It
evaporates! Even one thousand years ago Eurocentrism would have made no sense. The
societies of Europe were marginal within the largest zone of human interaction, that of
Afro-Eurasia, and those of North America had even less impact on the world as a whole.
The great hegemonic powers were to be found in China, the Muslim world and sometimes
in the great empires of the Indian sub-continent; in the Americas they were to be found in
Mesoamerica or the Andes region, with outposts in the regions of N. America watered by
the Mississippi and its tributaries. The major networks of commercial and intellectual

exchange linked these regions of dense settlement.

Seen within a scale of just a millennium, Eurocentrism appears as simply one more
centrism, a modern example of a recurrent phenomenon in world history. It is true that
Eurocentrism is unique in one important sense: it is the first centrism to embrace the entire
world, and that helps explain its peculiar potency. Nevertheless it is merely one example

of a familiar phenomenon in world history, so we should not exaggerate its importance.

9) Patrick Manning, ed., Global Practice in World History: Advances Worldwide, Princeton: Markus Wiener,
2008, pp.20 and 133-4.
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THEATFIE W
Indeed, it is increasingly apparent that some of the older “centrisms”, may be about to

make a comeback, for better or worse!

Ten thousand years -+ and more:

Then let’s take another step back, to the Neolithic revolution. We can identify many
potent centrisms throughout the last five thousand years, the era of agrarian civilizations.
Over and again we see the emergence of regions of dense settlement, cities, states and
empires, which exert their hegemony over neighboring regions. But if we move back
beyond Sumer to a Neolithic world of small villages, the centrisms get harder to identify.
Was ancient Jericho a hegemonic power, if on a small scale? Chase-Dunn and Hall have
explored the possibility that there existed such “world systems” in environments without

states or empires in the conventional sense.10)

But if we go back even further, into a Paleolithic world of small, largely nomadic
communities, the very idea of “centrism” loses coherence. We could probably find
examples of local hegemonies, but they would surely be too local and too fragile to count

as examples of “centrism”.

In summary, one way of putting Eurocentrism in its proper historiographical place is to
frame it within larger and larger scales. First the idea of Eurocentrism loses its power,

and then the idea of centrism in general.

10) Christopher Chase-Dunn and Thomas D. Hall, Rise and Demise: Comparing World Systems, Boulder,
Colo.: Westview Press, 1997.
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() IBEYOND EUROCENTRISM?

Integrating Knowledge Systems:

Now I’d like to retrace my steps and ask a new question that will lead us back to the
present and the near future. At each stage as we have moved back in time we have seen
large imagined communities fragmenting into smaller communities. Now, as we move
back to the present, we can ask: what is the mechanism that has created larger and larger

imagined communities, each with its own distinctive perspectives?

At its heart the process of generating larger and more complex imagined communities is
easy to describe. As local communities are drawn together within large networks of
exchange, they have to try to understand and conceptualize the larger groupings that are
beginning to shape their lives. That means looking for underlying commonalities beneath
traditional differences. It means re-thinking identities and looking for a sense of

community at larger and larger scales.

Behind this process is an even more important long-term process. As networks of
exchange expand, local communities are slowly forced to construct larger and more
capacious ways of understanding their world. Norbert Elias, in a wonderful book on
“Time”, provides a wonderful illustration of how this works.11) As networks of
interconnection expanded in size and complexity, the task of coordinating human actions
became more and more complex and required the creation of special tools and special
conventions. Elias argues that it is these conventions and the mechanisms associated with
them?from clocks to calendars?that have generated our modern sense of an even,
directional and objective Time. The principle is very general. As networks of exchange
expand, knowledge systems have to incorporate, and find coherence within, a larger and
larger mass of information, much of which may at first sight seem contradictory. Finding

coherent ways of handling new information means looking for deep abstractions that can

11) Norbert Elias, Time: An Essay, Oxford: Blackwell, 1987.
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sum across diverse observations and theories. The process of imagining larger communities
is similar. As Andrew Sherratt writes: *“’Intellectual evolution’ ... consists principally in

the emergence of modes of thinking appropriate for larger and larger human groupings

(“communities” in the wider sense).”12)

Some idea of how such processes work in practice can be gained by looking at the impact
on Aboriginal Australian ideologies of contacts with outsiders. In a beautiful study Tony
Swain argues that traditional Aboriginal knowledge systems had limited use for abstract
categories such as Time. At their heart was a sense of place. However, in recent
centuries, as different Australian communities encountered strangers, through contacts with
Papua New Guinea in northern Queensland, or with Macassan trepang fishers in Arnhem
land, or finally with European colonists in the southeast, they had to renovate traditional
knowledge systems in order to incorporate larger, more diverse and more changeable
universes than they had known in the past. They had to construct transcendental
categories that allowed them to place their own traditions within larger and more diverse

social, ethical and religious schema.

On the one hand there is the “waterhole”. a site-based life potential co-joined
with specific human beings. This is immanent and radically pluralistic. On the
other hand there is a continuum which can lead to “Heaven”: non-locative
powers which, in their most extreme form, are relegated to a distant and
unknown place. Here is a tendency towards social and spatial transcendence,
potentially pan-Aboriginal, and at times flirting dangerously with monistic ideals.

My thesis, quite simply, is that the latter principle has emerged, in varying degrees, as

Aboriginal people sought to accommodate outsiders and make a place for strangers.13)

12) Andrew Sherratt. Reviving the Grand Narrative: Archaeology and Long-term Change. Journal of European
Archaeology. 1995, 3.1:1-32, from p.25.

13) Tony Swain, A Place for Strangers: Towards a History of Australian Aboriginal Being. Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press, 1993, pp.1-2.
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As the traditional sense of locality and place was undermined, it was slowly incorporated
within larger cosmological communities that embraced larger frames and more diverse ideas
and notions. In South East Australia there emerged the figure of Baiami, a powerful,
sky-dwelling deity.  “In a single move the All-Father created a new, potentially
pan-Aboriginal, social base and removed the cosmological centre of gravity beyond known
places to an unspecified realm in the sky.”!4) Baiami was not simply an import from
Christianity. He was the product of a reconstructed and expanded knowledge system that
still retained much of the old, place-centered tradition.15) Within such systems it was
possible to negotiate new relations to a rapidly changing reality. As Andrew Sherratt has
suggested: “When very different cultures, at similar levels of development, come into
contact, then what often emerges is some sort of over-arching religious framework within
which their cultural differences are translated and partially submerged, and which provides

a ceremonial setting for such encounters.”16)

The processes we see here in the evolution of Aboriginal Australian ideologies offer a
powerful model for the evolution of human knowledge systems in general, as well as ideas
of community. Knowledge is initially bounded by the experiences of particular
communities. All knowledge systems must be adequate to the needs of the communities
they serve, so they must all survive multiple truth-tests.  However, the variety and
stringency of those tests is inevitably limited by the knowledge of the community they
serve. As networks of contact expand, new forms of information and alien ideas can
challenge the scope and consistency of the older cosmological maps. In these ways,
expanding networks of exchange, particularly intellectual exchange, help generate knowledge
systems that try to sum over larger bodies of information, as well as an expanded sense of

what is the relevant community within which such matters have to be understood.

14) Tony Swain, A Place for Strangers: Towards a History of Australian Aboriginal Being. Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press, 1993, p.129.

15) Ibid., p.132.

16) Sherratt, Andrew, “Reviving the Grand Narrative: Archaeology and Long-Term Change,” Journal of
European Archaeology, 3, N0.1(1995), p.18.
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The process of globalization is a modern variant of this ancient process. Since the
sixteenth century, traditional knowledge systems throughout the world have had to cope
with the impact of a torrent of new knowledge, much of it generated by new contacts
between communities that had no previous knowledge of each other’s existence. These
many new encounters, and the torrent of new information, impressions and ideas they
generated, had a particularly powerful impact in Europe, which lay at the center of the
emerging web of global contacts, and that may be why Europe’s traditional knowledge
systems were so revolutionized by the early stages of globalization. Traditional knowledge
claims were undermined, new information flourished, and eventually, there emerged the
new maps of reality we associate with the scientific revolution. New and more general
categories emerged, including scientific categories such as “gravity” that summed over

knowledge of physical movement both on earth and in space.

There also emerged more capacious imagined communities, including that of “Europe”.
But behind the emerging sense of a distinctive “Europe” there lay, in embryonic form, the
even larger idea of humanity. The idea of a single human community acquired increasing
salience for European intellectuals because it was Europeans that encountered the greatest
diversity of human communities and traditions in the centuries after 1500, and had to
wrestle most earnestly with the problem of their underlying unity. The issue was
particularly urgent for the Catholic clergy who knew there was no point in proselytizing

among non-humans.

Towards a History of Humanity:

In some sense, the idea of humanity has been around for a long time, if only as a
complement to more local identities. That all humans share common features despite their
many differences was apparent to many different communities. The idea can certainly be

traced back to the classical era in all the major civilizations of Eurasia.l?) However, as an

17) See Bruce Mazlish, The Idea of Humanity in a Global Era, Palgrave/Macmillan, 2009, Ch.1.
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operational idea, the notion of humanity had limited use because it had little practical

impact.

The idea of humanity became more strategic in the sixteenth century, as new human
encounters raised the question of defining the limits of humanity. In the 19th century, the
great system builders attempted to conceptualize history at the scale of humanity as a
whole. And even at the end of the century, as historians became increasingly disillusioned
with such projects, Lord Acton could write enthusiastically of the idea of a history of

“mankind’;

By Universal History | understand that which is distinct from the combined
history of all countries, which is not a rope of sand, but a continuous
development, and is not a burden on the memory, but an illumination of the
soul. It moves in a succession to which the nations are subsidiary. Their
story will be told, not for their own sake, but in reference and subordination to
a higher series, according to the time and degree in which they contribute to
the common fortunes of mankind.18)

But it was not until the twentieth century that, quite suddenly, the idea of a human
community acquired the sort of practical salience that the national community had in the
19" century.19) The two world wars, and the building of weapons of unimaginable reach
and destructive power mean that matters of war and peace now have to be understood and
tackled globally. The astonishing increase in human impacts on the biosphere has had a
similar impact. Indeed, the idea that we have now entered a new geological age, the
“Anthropocene”, in which global humanity has become the primary agent for change in the
biosphere is gaining traction amongst geologists.20) The recent financial crisis is a vivid

reminder of the financial unity of today’s world. As the global community has acquired

18) Cited from Breisach, Historiography, p.321.
19) This is the central argument of Bruze Mazlish’s recent book, The Idea of Humanity.

20) Jan Zalasiewicz et. al., “Are we now living in the Anthropocene?”, Geological Society of America,
Vol.18, No.2(Feb 2009), pp.4-8; and see Will Steffen, Paul J. Crutzen and John R. McNEeill, “The
Anthropocene: Are Humans Now Overwhelming the Great Forces of Nature?”, Ambio, Royal Swedish
Academy of Sciences, Vol.36, No.8, December 2007, pp.614-21.
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increasing significance for regional and local communities, institutional forms have emerged
to express this emergent reality. They include the League of Nations and the United
Nations, the IMF and the World Bank, the newly established International Criminal Court,
and a series of global environmental meetings that began in Rio in 1992. The recent
global gatherings to discuss environmental issues in Copenhagen or to deal with the global
financial crisis are particularly striking illustrations of the increased saliency of global

humanity.

What does this line of argument suggest for the future of historical scholarhip? It
suggests, first, that Eurocentrism will eventually give way to the broader notion of
humanity. Presumably some form of Eurocentrism will survive in Europe, where it will
retain its value as a regional perspective. But at the global level, it is increasingly apparent
that the major problems and the major actors are no longer European or Western; they are
increasingly global. This, | believe, is the objective pressure behind the rapid growth in

recent years of global and world history.

Humanity, like Europe or the nation, is an imagined community, whose imagining becomes
more important as our global interconnectedness increases. Imagining that large community
is also becoming easier because a century of research by historians, archaeologists and
anthropologists has yielded enough reliable information for us to begin constructing a rich
and detailed history of humanity. We can now do so with enough vivid detail to create a
powerful and engaging human story, with much of the potency of the great nationalist
histories.2)  As we do so, however, we will have to remind ourselves that from a
biologist’s perspective, this is a new centrism: human centrism. Like Napoleon’s armies,
humanity has its outsiders and insiders. And we can imagine that other species, if they

could think historiographically, might well resent its inherent arrogance.

21) My own attempt at a ver short history of humanity is This Fleeting World: A Short History of Humanity,
Great Barrington, MA: Berkshire Publishing, 2008; Korean translation AAIAL] |22 thek: ATA}
[“A New Form of World History: Big History”], tr. Kim Seo-hyung and Kim Yong-woo, Seoul: SeoHae
Publishing, 2009; Korean translation of This Fleeting World, with new introduction.
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o_ Constructing a human identity: a task for historians?

Despite this caution, | would like to conclude by arguing that building histories of
humanity is not just an option for historians today. It is becoming a duty. Histories of
communities are powerful ethical tools because they can mobilize loyalties, as is clear from
the powerful role played in recent centuries by nationalist historiography. By creating
histories of humanity as a whole, historians will also be creating a powerful new imagined
community, a community to which people throughout the world can in principle give their
loyalty. Of course, such a community will not supplant already existing communities.
Like the category of “European” in Europe, it will supplement existing loyalties. But as
the number and significance of global problems increases it is important that historians
help generate a sense of loyalty to this larger community as it acquires increasing
importance. So here, | believe, is a deep challenge to historians: can they construct
histories of humanity that can generate a sense of commitment and purposes in the way
that nationalist histories once did? If they can do so, they will also have found a

powerful way of transcending Eurocentrism.

Writing between the world wars, the historian Eileen Power argued that the idea of world
citizenship would become less Utopian as historians and history teachers began to
demonstrate the extent to which “everyone is a member of two countries, his own and the
world.”22)  H.G. Wells wrote his Outline of History in a similar spirit, just after World
War |. Peace, he argued, required the creation of “common historical ideas. Without such
ideas to hold them together in harmonious co-operation, with nothing but narrow, selfish,
and conflicting nationalist traditions, races and peoples are bound to drift towards conflict
and destruction. This truth, which was apparent to that great philosopher Kant a century or

more ago ‘- is now plain to the man in the street.”23)

22) John Tosh, Why History Matters, Basingstoke: Palgrave/Macmillan, 2008, p.125; he cites Maxine Berg, A
Woman in History: Eileen Power, 1998-1940, Cambridge, 1996, p.223.

23) H.G. Wells, Outline of History, 3“d., 1921[1%d. 1920], p.vi.

33




ORI W K| FAIH A X253 =H|EH=0]3] 2010.4.23 ~24
o]

FHFAFIE Ho] AFALE  Global History beyond Eurocentrism

More recently, the great American world historian, William McNeill, has written:
“Humanity entire possess a commonality which historians may hope to understand just as
firmly as they can comprehend what unites any lesser group. Instead of enhancing
conflicts, as parochial historiography inevitably does, an intelligible world history might be
expected to diminish the lethality of group encounters by cultivating a sense of individual
identification with the triumphs and tribulations of humanity as a whole. This, indeed,
strikes me as the moral duty of the historical profession in our time. We need to develop

an ecumenical history, with plenty of room for human diversity in all its complexity.””24)

Is this Utopian? In a generally sympathetic discussion of McNeill’s ideas, Jerry Bentley
has argued that McNeill’s hopes for a truly ecumenical history were exaggerated because,
“Historians thus far have discovered no Archimedean point from which a neutral or totally
objective vision of the global past is attainable. It is possible in many cases to demonstrate
more or less definitively the historical truth or falsity of certain factual information, but
there is no generally recognized method or convention leading to any generally accepted
distillation of meaning from analyses of the past. Indeed, recent critical scholarship has
argued powerfully that history is a form of situated knowledge, that some set of political
or ideological principles informs all historical studies.”?5) 1 hope it is clear that my
argument amounts to a defense of McNeill’s project. It is not that the category of
humanity is necessarily more objective than other categories; but rather that it is correctly
situated. If all knowledge is indeed situated, then the best defense of the idea of a history
of humanity is that this is the sort of history that we need if we happen to be situated in
the globalized world of the early twenty first century. It is, to borrow McNeill’s word,
the “mythistory” we need today just as those who lived in Australia one thousand years

ago needed the mythistories of the dreamtime.26)

24) “Mythistory, or Truth, Myth, History, and Historians”, The American Historical Review, Vol.91,
No.1,(Feb., 1986), pp.1-10, from p.7.

25) Jerry Bentley, “Myths, Wagers ---”, p.53.
26) William H. McNeill, Mythistory and Other Essays, Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 1986, pp.3-22.
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3) See Risen, Jorn: Tradition and Identity: Theoretical Reflections and the European Example, in: Taiwan
Journal of East Asian Studies, vol.1, no.2, December 2004, pp.135-158; Risen, Jorn: How to Overcome
Ethnocentrism: Approaches to a Culture of Recognition by History in the 21st Century, in: Taiwan Journal
of East Asian Studies, vol.1, no.l, June 2004, S. 59-74; also in: History and Theory 43(2004) Theme
Issue "Historians and Ethics", pp.118-129.
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4) Antweiler, Christoph: Was ist den Menschen gemeinsam? Uber Kultur und Kulturen. 2nd ed. Darmstadt:
Wissenschaftliche Buchgesellschaft 2009(%3 <] T3t o)e HAASAFA7) AFs#a oz wHHolghe=
RAE& BoAFH(p. 1885q.).

5) 7H¢ FE2A o= 7 Aol (Tu Weiming)e] =+ o]tt.

6) Huang Chun-Chieh: Humanism in East Asian Confucian Context. (Being Human Caught in the Web of
Cultures - Humanism in the Age of Globalization, vol.11) Bielefeld: Transcript 2010.%5 X.2}.

7) 9A AP BofollA] 5 o7} Qlth Huang, Chun-Chieh: The defining character of Chinese historical
thinking, in: History and Theory 46, 2(2007), pp.180-188; Sato, Masayuki: the archetype of history in the
Confucian ecumene, ibid. pp.218-232; cf. Rulsen, Jorn: Western Historical Thinking. An Intercultural
Debate. New York, Oxford: Berghahn Books 2002; Chinese translation: Kua wen hua de zheng lun: dong
xi fang ming jia lun xi fang shsi xiang. Jinan: Shan-dong University Press 2009.
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8) Huntington, Samuel P.: The Clash of Civilizations and the Remaking of World Order. New York: Simon
& Schuster, 1996.
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9) Herder, Johann Gottlieb: Reflexions on the Philosophy of the History of Mankind, transl. F.E. Manuel.
London 1986.

10) Jaspers, Karl: The Origin and Goal of History. Westport, Conn.: Greenwood Press 1976. ©] 7l'd<
Shmuel Eisenstadt 5ol SJaiA % A= SATh 7)o fsiAl= thaS FF%. Armason, Johann P.: The
Axial Age and its Interpreters. Reopening a Debate, in: Arnason, Johann P.; Eisenstadt, Shmuel N.;
Wittrock, Bjorn(Eds.): Axial Civilisations and World History. Leiden: Brill 2005.
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11) th& #*. Risen, Jorn: Holocaust-Memory and German ldentity, in: id.. History: Narration-

Interpretation — Orientation. NewYork: Berghahn Books 2005, pp.189-204.

12) th5& 3%, Karlsson, Klas-Goran; Zander, UIf(Eds.): Echoes of the Holocaust. Historical cultures in
contemporary Europe. Lund(Nordic Academic Press) 2003; Karlsson, Klas-Goran; Zander, UIf(Eds):
Holocaust Heritage. Inquiries into European Historical Culture. Malmd: Sekel 2004.
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Universal History beyond Ethnocentnsm:
Problems and Chances

Jorn RUSEN

Essen Univ.

_ Global history today

The title of our conference presupposes a Eurocentric mould, if not a Eurocentric logic of
global history today. Nobody can deny that such a form exists. A simple look at the
tradition of global or universal history can teach us this: In the field of Western historical
discourse the global and universal perspective of history has very often been shaped by
ideas of relevance in history which stem from the specific historical experience and
understanding of Western intellectuals.

When modern historical thinking started at the end of the 18th and the beginning of the
19th century, it reflected an enormous growth of knowledge about cultural difference in
space and time. It was history in its modern form, inspired by a discourse on its
philosophical foundations!) and the enormous impact of the flourishing historiography and
historical studies in the 19th century. Both took over the task of bringing order into the
knowledge of the variety and multitude of human life forms and knowledge. Such an order
included basic assumptions of the cultural nature of humanity and its historical dimension.

These assumptions were deeply influenced by those values and norms of human activity

1) Most important and influential were the contributions of Kant, Herder, and Schlfzer in Germany and the
“theoretical history" of the Scottish enlightenment.
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which were relevant for the self- understanding and self-awareness of the Western
intellectuals at that time.

This impact of specific concepts of what is important in and for history went along with
the further development of historical studies and the social sciences. So we can call this
specific form of global or universal history, which was moulded by this impact
Eurocentric. This concept is still powerful and prevailing. Let me give you a speaking
example for the power of Eurocentric traditions in universal history of today. In the year
2000 the world historians Congress in Oslo discussed as one of its "major themes"
"Perspectives on Global History: Concepts and Methodology”. The opening paper by
Patrick Karl O'Brian gave a short summary of the history of global historical thinking and
a more detailed overview of its recent development. In the historical part he did not
mention a single non-Western historian. Not a word about Sima Qian or Ibn Khaldun, just
to name two great none-Western historians who substantially contributed to the idea of
global history. In the presentation of the academic discourse on global history in the last
decades O'Brian mainly referred to Western scholars and gave a nice reverence to the
others: "Syntheses from China, Japan, India, Africa and the near East would be a welcome

and salutary correction to what is a plural but nevertheless Western perspective."2)

It is evident why this way of doing global history has been radically criticized as an
ideological means of Western cultural supremacy, or even as a suppression of other
traditions and ideas of global history. The intellectual movements of subaltern history and
post-colonialism may serve here as examples for this criticism. Accordingly, a growing
interest and emphasis on "indigenous” concepts of history can be observed - not only in

history but in all branches of the humanities and social sciences as well.

Should everybody be happy now about this enlargement of perspectives? | don’t think so,

2) O'Brian, Patrick Karl: perspectives on global history: concepts and methodology, in: 19" International
Congress of historic and sciences. Reports, extracts and round table introductions. Oslo: Department of
history, University of Oslo 2000, p.16. That there are even research institutes for global history outside
the Western countries, like the Institute of World History of the Chinese Academy of Social Sciences,
was not found worth to be mentioned.
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since there is a shadow on it: Eurocentrism may eventually vanish, but it has been
replaced by a more or less hidden non-Western ethnocentrism. We should not forget and
overlook that all historical narratives have a perspective, and that these perspectives are
rooted in the cultural procedures of identity formation. So, e.g., we will find a very good
deal of Sinocentrism in the Chinese historical discourse. Nothing is more natural than the
refusal of a historical perspective shaped by somebody from another cultural context and a
replacement by a perspective fitting into one's own tradition and bringing the peculiarity of
historical experience in one's own country into the historical discourse. But how is this
handled as an alternative to Eurocentrism? Very often only another *?centrism’, namely that

of one's own culture is applied.

What is the intention of our conference? | think we can’t just simply replace, substitute or
complement the one-sidedness of a Western perspective by establishing another, namely a
non-Western one-sidedness. We would not solve our problem but enlarge and deepen it.
Our problem should be more than only the problem of Eurocentrism. Instead the
underlying and more fundamental problem of ethnocentrism in historical thinking in general
should be tackled, (a case study of which could and should include an analysis and

criticism of Eurocentrism).

So let us think of what ethnocentrism is about.
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_ Ethnocentrism

Ethnocentrism3) is a simple mode of orientation. It puts the experience of the human past
into a perspective which fulfils basic needs of cultural orientation, especially that of
identity formation. Within this perspective the past gets its specific meaning as history, and
by this history people are given an image of themselves, which they need in order to
come to terms with themselves and the others with whom they have to come to terms.
Such an image is necessary because it furnishes a liveable idea of oneself and the
otherness of the others vis-a-vis the temporal changes in practical life. History presents
identity by using a specific logic of making sense of the past. This logic demands a
certain interrelationship between past and present with an outlook on the future. In respect
to the past, history has to privilege and emphasize those events in the life of one's own
people which support and confirm a positive self image. This image creates a mentally
powerful self-relationship in the form of a recognition of oneself. This self-confirmation
enables the people to keep their place in the relationship to the others and strangers, to
inspire their activities, to stimulate them by a vivid presentation of the rules they feel
committed to and to confirm their validity. Very often these privileged events in the past
are the foundations of the community. That is the reason why the Americans have their
public holiday on the 4th of July, the day of the declaration of independence (1776) and
the French celebrate the 14th of July, commemorating the storming of the Bastille , the

most symbolic event of the French Revolution (1789).

In respect to the issue of global or universal history it is important to look carefully at
these privileged events in the past, which have historically constituted the self-image of a
people. Their historical importance is not limited to the people they address, but it goes

beyond the limits of their specific life form. They have been commemorated as a universal

3) See Risen, Jorn: Tradition and Identity: Theoretical Reflections and the European Example, in: Taiwan
Journal of East Asian Studies, vol.1, no.2, December 2004, pp.135-158; Risen, Jorn: How to Overcome
Ethnocentrism: Approaches to a Culture of Recognition by History in the 21st Century, in: Taiwan Journal
of East Asian Studies, vol.1, no.l, June 2004, S. 59-74; also in: History and Theory 43(2004) Theme
Issue "Historians and Ethics", pp.118-129.
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breakthrough, which is relevant for the rest of the world as well. The best example is the
origin of modern democracy in the American and French revolution. These revolutions
constituted the modern national identity of the American and the French people, but they
have been commemorated as events relevant for all human beings since for the first time
in history they brought about a constitutional form of political domination based on human
and civil rights. The reference of these constitutions to men in general has installed a
universalistic element into their historical feature. We all know that a process of
universalising this specific form of political domination has taken place. And there is an
ongoing discussion about the universal validity of the idea of human and civil rights

beyond the horizon of Western traditions.

Another example for the universalistic importance of special historical events in one's own
history is the search for origins or beginnings of achievements, which are relevant for
one's own people as well as for everybody. Very often we find the attitude of emphasising
the fact that one's own people ("we™) brought about certain inventions, which afterwards
have spread all over the world. This attitude of ascribing origins of universally received
achievements in human life can go so far as to even ascribe to one's own people the
invention of culture, to which everybody is still committed today. By this ascription one's
own people become representatives of humankind and thus move into the centre of

universal history.

I can present you an interesting (excuse me: non-Western) example: the presentation of
universal history in the Palace Museum in Taipei: in its introductory section the arriving
visitor is shown “corridors of time"”, where the Chinese history is shown in the context of
a universal chronology. The way it is assembled reveals clearly to the eyes of the visitors
that it was China which started the cultural evolution of humankind and that the others
("the world™) came later. Other much earlier cultures like the pre-bronze ones in the Near

East are simply omitted.
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' Corridors of Time

The World

(Palace Museum Taipei, Photo J. Riisen 29.9.2009)

Another illustrative example stems from South Africa. | want to show you a small plate,
placed directly behind the entrance of the Apartheid Museum in Johannesburg in South
Africa. It tells the visitors a simple message - based on the fact that humankind -as a
biological species- originated in East Africa ? that "humanity was born Africa" and
therefore "all people, ultimately, are African".

(Apartheid-museum, Johannesburg, Photo J. Risen 25.7.2004)
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I think these examples may serve to illustrate that a universalistic transcendence of special
historical events is not a specific attribute of Western historical thinking. It can be found
in most - if not all - other civilizations as well.4) The same universalizing evaluation of
elements of one's own specific culture to an importance for humankind in general has
taken place with Confucianism. Many East Asian intellectuals have believed that the
Confucian origin of East Asian culture has a universalistic importance.5) This meets the
inbuilt universalistic elements of Confucianism, its humanistic ethics and its concept of Ren
(humaneness).6) But nevertheless it is peculiar, even unique in comparison to Christian
universalism or other ideas of humankind. If this universalism is reduced to a national

ideology it gets a powerful mental strength of exclusion, of fencing off the others.”)

But let me come back to the logic of ethnocentrism. Its value- guided relationship to the
past leads to a history which the people accept as their own. But this ownership includes a
more or less clear discrimination of all the other people who don't share this privileged
past. This history is centred around a set of values and norms, of which the people believe
that it is historically incorporated in their specific life form. 'Ethnos' is a metaphor of this
incorporation. It can be a community defined by kinship - this is the anthropological
meaning of "ethnic" - but it can be a nation, a region, a religion, a culture or civilization,
or any other form of social community that people identify with. In the light of this
selfness otherness appears as a lack of such a set of norms and values, or even as its
contrary. Otherness is the shadow, thrown by the enlightened feature of the achievements

of one's own people. It is very important to note that this shadow stems from those parts

4) Antweiler, Christoph: Was ist den Menschen gemeinsam? Uber Kultur und Kulturen. 2nd ed. Darmstadt:
Wissenschaftliche Buchgesellschaft 2009 (English translation in preparation) presents ethnocentrism as
anthropologicallyuniversal (p.188sq.).

5) A remarkable example ist the work of Tu Weiming.
6) See Huang Chun-Chieh: Humanism in East Asian Confucian Context. (Being Human Caught in the Web
of Cultures —Humanism in the Age of Globalization, vol.11) Bielefeld: Transcript 2010.

7) Two examples in the field of historical thinking: Huang, Chun-Chieh: The defining character of Chinese
historical thinking, in: History and Theory 46, 2(2007), pp.180-188; Sato, Masayuki: the archetype of
history in the Confucian ecumene, ibid. pp.218-232; cf. Risen, Jorn: Western Historical Thinking. An
Intercultural Debate. New York, Oxford: Berghahn Books 2002; Chinese translation: Kua wen hua de
zheng lun: dong xi fang ming jia lun xi fang shsi xiang. Jinan: Shan-dong University Press 2009.
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of one's own life form which can't be integrated into the affirmative image of oneself. It is
a projection. Thus otherness and its negative aspects are indeed an integral part of oneself
and receive their threatening power from the efforts to suppress or get rid of them. The
most prominent example of this ethnocentric discrimination between self- and otherness is
the distinction between civilization and barbarism. We can find it all over the world at any
time.

This inequality realized in the normative form of inequity is one of the essentials of
ethnocentrism. It goes along with two other essentials, which define a) the temporal and b)

the spatial form of this inequality.

a) The temporal aspect very often appears as a long-lasting continuity of the life form of
one's own community, constituted by a remarkable and wvery important origin or
foundation. In an ideal-typological abstraction we can characterize the logic of
ethnocentric sense generation by history as an origin-oriented teleology. That is the
reason why in the traditional Western idea of universal history the ancient Greeks and
Romans and the life of Jesus Christ have played the role of an everlasting tradition and
a commitment for understanding what humankind is about. It were these roots which
constituted the Western understanding of humanity as a certain constitutive ability for
rational argumentation, for the ruling of politics by law, and a certain subjectivity of
humans in their relationship to the order of the world. Similar committing origins can

be formed in many other cultures from mythical thinking till today.

b) The spatial aspect puts the development of one's own people into the midst or the
centre of the empirical dimension of history. The centre of one's own life form is at
the same time the centre of the world. The others live at the margins. The spatial logic

of ethnocentrism is monocentric.
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(Centre of the world, Temple of Heaven, Beijing. Photo J. Rusen 14.11.2006)

So we have seen a threefold logic of ethnocentrism: 1) its asymmetrical evaluation, 2) its
monolithic continuity, 3) its monocentric place in the world. This logic seems to be
natural. It may have its roots in the biology of the human species, but it is a thoroughly
cultural phenomenon, fundamentally shaping the human efforts to come to terms with
themselves and their world by giving them sense and meaning.
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Why is this quasi-natural strategy of ethnocentric sense generation so problematic? Why is it
a danger, although it appears as a natural factor in the cultural life of all peoples in the
world? The answer is simple: since all social communities more or less follow this logic,
they lead to tensions or clashes if put into an interrelationship. They fundamentally devaluate
the others in order to get a positive self image. The term of "clash of civilizations" can be
applied here. It came up in public use as a political term. Here it received a lot of criticis
m.8) But | think it can acquire an analytically useful meaning if it was used on the deep
level of cultural orientation in practical life to characterize the consequences of ethnocentrism
for the formation of the interrelationship between self and others

_ Overcoming the ethnocentric clash of civilizations?

Historical experience speaks a loud voice of the fatal potential of ethnocentrism. National
conflicts were heated up by the mental power of collective identity; it was this power
which had given political conflicts a murderous radicality far beyond a simple conflict of
interests. In the World-War | e.g. the Germans and the French fought against each other in
the name of humankind and humanity and accused the enemy of being the contrary.

Today these European long-lasting national conflicts full of blood and horror are over in
the unifying Europe. The hereditary enemies Germany and France have become good
neighbours. But besides this island of pacified ethnocentrism its conflict-generating power is
still working as we can easily discover all over the world. Therefore we should ask for
our chances of overcoming, or at least domesticating it as it has been possible in Europe.

I will not overstress the European example but tackle the logical elements of ethnocentrism.

Let me start with the issue of an unequal and inequitable evaluation of historical

experience. There are two possibilities of overcoming it: a) by the principle of equality and

8) Huntington, Samuel P.: The Clash of Civilizations and the Remaking of World Order. New York: Simon
& Schuster, 1996.
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b) by the ability of realizing the shadow within one's own history.

The idea of the equality is an achievement of modernity in conceptualizing the basic
principles of human self-understanding. In the field of historical thinking it has led to a
hermeneutic approach to cultural difference. This approach guided historical thinking by the
rule that one has to understand different life forms in space and time by referring to their
self-understanding. A prominent intellectual example is Herder's philosophy of history.9)
Here every culture is seen as a unique manifestation of humanity; it has its dignity within
itself. For Herder the unity of humankind can only be conceptualized by a fundamental

reference to the diversity of cultures and their inbuilt historicity.

Only under the presupposition of this general idea of equality a new approach to cultural
difference is possible: the approach of mutual recognition of differences. (I can't go into
the details of this idea, but | should mention that it certainly includes mutual as well as
self-criticism, of course.) On the level of philosophy of history | can present a striking
example of pluralizing universal history: It is the paradigm of axial time. It definitely
refutes the tendency of universalizing and historizing the paradigm of one's own life form
as that of humankind ? the most prominent example is Hegel's philosophy of history. Karl
Jaspers developed a pluralistic approach to universal history with his idea of axial time.10)
In the framework of this pluralism different ideas of humankind can be interrelated so that

the aspect of humanity may serve as a means of an intercultural discourse.

There is another strategy of overcoming ethnocentrism as well. It is the hard work in the
field of historical culture to integrate negative elements into one's own history. It is the
painful process of remoulding the self-image by accepting flaws and faults in one's own

historical perspective. This will, of course, lead to a growing ambivalence and

9) Herder, Johann Gottlieb: Reflexions on the Philosophy of the History of Mankind, transl. F.E. Manuel.
London 1986.

10) Jaspers, Karl: The Origin and Goal of History. Westport, Conn.: Greenwood Press 1976. This concept has
been further developed by Shmuel Eisenstadt and others. See Arnason, Johann P.: The Axial Age and its
Interpreters. Reopening a Debate, in: Arnason, Johann P.; Eisenstadt, Shmuel N.; Wittrock, Bjorn(Eds.):
Axial Civilisations and World History. Leiden: Brill 2005.

60




HHSHFOE G0 ZHAIZ - ZRQt =8 | 2IE2 FA
Universal History beyond Ethnocentrism - Problems and Chances Jém RUSEN

heterogeneity in the realm of historical identity. The grey and black shadows in one's own
history have to be integrated into the colours of one’s own picture. When looking into the
mirror of history now we will look at another picture. This has the potential of opening the
historians” eyes as well as those of their audiences and adressees to a new awareness of
otherness and strangeness. With this new awareness an intellectual and emotional path to

recognition of differences can be entered.

I think 1 can present you a very good example for the efforts to gain such an integration
of negative historical experiences into the image of oneself. It is the German historical
culture after the end of World War Il and the role the Holocaust plays in it.l11) The
Germans have struggled hard to cope with the atrocities in World 11 and in the Holocaust.
Germany is the only nation which erected a monument for the victims: The Holocaust
memorial was erected in the direct vicinity of the Reichstag, their political representation,

the parliament in Berlin and in the historical centre of their capital.

(Monument of the Destruction of the European Jews in Berlin; Postcard 2005)

11) See Risen, Jorn: Holocaust-Memory and German Identity, in: id.: History: Narration - Interpretation —
Orientation. New York: Berghahn Books 2005, pp.189-204.
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This introduction of ambivalence and heterogeneity into the historical image of identity has
not remained unique as a German specialty, instead it has also acquired a European

dimension in the meantime.12)

What about the ethnocentric logic of historical sense generation by an origin-oriented
teleology? | want to address this as a very specific issue of meta-history. | can't go into
the details but will only indicate another logic which avoids the one-sidedness and
closeness of the traditional idea of an unbroken continuity of the essentials of one's own
life form. This alternative is the logic of a future-oriented reconstruction. This logic allows
a broader perspective of historical experience and a more critical evaluation of traditions
(including, of course, their ethnocentric exclusiveness). The stimulus of historical thinking
should be an idea of a non-ethnocentric interrelationship between different life forms and
their traditions. Starting from this idea, the historical look back at the past may open up
new dimensions of historical experience. They can be understood as chances and obstacles

to bring about such a future.

The problem of a monocentric spatial perspective, marginalizing the others and the
strangers, can be rather easily solved: It is the pluralism of traditions and development in
conceptualizing humankind as a historical category which leads to a polycentric
organization of space in history. This polycentrism can cause a new problem, namely that
of relativism. But this loss of truth claims can be avoided, if the multitude of historical
spaces becomes integrated into an idea of historized humankind, which understands the
universality or globality of humankind as already manifest in the diversity of cultures and
developments. Here we can refer to Herder, who at the end of the 18th and the
beginning of the 19th century has already opened our eyes for this concept in the
philosophical discourse on history. Here lies the starting point of modern historical

thinking.

12) See Karlsson, Klas-Goran; Zander, UIf(Eds.): Echoes of the Holocaust. Historical cultures in contemporary
Europe. Lund(Nordic Academic Press) 2003; Karlsson, Klas-Goran; Zander, UIf(Eds): Holocaust Heritage.
Inquiries into European Historical Culture. Malmd: Sekel 2004.
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What does this mean for our understanding of global history?

I would like to draw 6 consequences out of my argumentation.

1. First of all: in conceptualizing global or universal history a meta-historical reflexion of
the underlying logic is necessary. If not the ethnocentric shaping of universal history
may remain and prevail un-noticed, even and especially in the case when Eurocentric

tendencies are criticised (and secretly substituted by other ethnocentrism).

2. The global or universal dimension of historical experience and interpretation should be
constructed according to the idea of the unity of humankind. It can only sufficiently be
perceived and understood in and by the diversities of cultures and their temporal
changes.

3. Concerning the approach to historical experience only those events and occurrences of
the past should be considered which are not only relevant for one's own people but for
all other peoples as well. This requires a meta-historical idea of humankind as a basic
element of present-day cultural orientation. Here is the place to find transculturally valid
points of view.

4. But what about cultural difference? In order to combine a global or universal dimension
with that of the peculiarity of human life forms one has to look for cultural universals
within the different life forms. A prominent role should be played by the idea of
humankind within the multitude of cultural orientations in the past together with the

awareness and understanding of difference, otherness and strangeness.

5. This does not mean that the traditionally pre-given ideas of humankind can’t be simply
kept up and further developed. On the contrary: they should be critically interpreted in
respect to their inbuilt ethnocentric exclusiveness. And this interpretation itself should be
guided by a different idea of humankind. It is the future-oriented idea of an inclusive

universalism of humankind, into which the traditional exclusive ones could be
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transformed.

6. By these conceptual and methodological strategies historical studies cannot only critically
overcome Eurocentrism. It has to overcome all of the other ethnocentrisms as well,

which are luring around the corner as alternatives for Eurocentrism.

If we can realize these new approaches to a universal history, we would be endowed with

a gain in historical culture and its intercultural dimension.
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=
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St o]En} ‘YERIF AT o43] FjlHrh 371 WA AE 2l #AH
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T2, o]Ent A YF2)(Occidentalism)=  70sk7] AIZSE Zlo]tMorley and  Robins,
1995: 164-; Robertson, 1990: 192). 12]ale] U¥-2o] X7} o] ]o}a‘r AEFEE 429 7=
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Robertson, 1990: 188-9). Yitell tdt A7) Fel&¥ /= ] HwWs 7|=2 59
W AR el A e Fa QAR e @ dwe] 43o] nuyT $94
of vt ATEEY Adrele 2, 2 ATEAFIE 9 6 D A0 wel
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=] T
RN

o B UG WAL dEIIIE AR BAHORE $89 15 59

231447 G2 olgo . AT AT dAE o]dol} AL T& F83 gl
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hybrid discourse) A& A|=g = olvh £§7 A2k AFE 7 vlAFEgo] gt 4fo]
Ak FEgrozA Apttel] EAste Aol7h AR 45510 sanE AVIE nFAS
o opAJokel AT Al Erhd, o] |ES ofro} HbEe] ATt £ dAE 94—
g 5o AEF9, T, #e a5 FEske A olA AT 7ERIS) ofAlobd 7}
2= **%X* oF ﬂ*}’ﬂ‘%ﬂé‘ 3 é%f\]ﬁ AAEOA A A et A= FF(synthesis)S <t
155 X742 7kl Bl5o] v oz Asjste] A%
& T AA R FEahs ol MEHARI 7
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S WA sl AEe mEaY oMY A% Seld 22 4714
ZAe AH AAHI SHE /) RS S olr @ ol ALl
)9} olFATLISELY S AR BAEAY Aole AE ] FAoR B
F A o AR (RS S ﬂsyii dhe Pl W] WE e 4E
WA e wWwE do] ® Aolrie]%3, 1997: 196).9)

—

g) BAMEY BAAE olF FF BEA (wbridity)®] EAZ % stk FelA Az)EE ol
Sl i AR fa NEFRe] oled B44 Fiel Age et Avk

9) ol B§4 Aeke AEFHACE Wola Zolel AT T ZolA il ol5He A
o @A, Bk Mo ARA Azuwe FAre uwd AdFoebn WEd v Qekel5a
1999: 74).
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), “EEAVIE (UENE), M =AY (PE s, AN AlskE) S Aoy Al
AN AHESH: =2l Tl 71l o4 7P — < AR e} ZpRiAtEA 9
7lehs oW —ol 23X AdE =T F o Al 7HA wijte] dgfF ehdAdo A4
Ql HigHAghe] H|Fo] FAgdeiths T2 AN AEAoR ol A ALt
FTE dijte R “ff A M = FME SRSt 719 A FME SRR IF

A Adeks o=l ArlskaL ik
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ARPAT} e AR A RS AP Aol $27 Aok

S E5A Q> ATs- AR Adste] dojukes MR EEighs Ak
oA E-gA(syncretism), FEAdhybridity), T F2]23Kcreolization)#H= Fo® F
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of s E dojupr] ujitoltiShohat and Stam, 1994: 41-47; Nederveen Pieterse and
Parekh, 1995: 9).11) whehr] Z§24 ko] A7|sh= Hol LAl of9Al HIAFALS] 7 2R
o] FAH BAS Ak skl ATl XA QAE WolEo Zge Ak
sh=7tolth o)== A2ak AAIHAlS A=) =eolA Hofd HA AL 7F Lo sta
oAl A GstAl nRlE] & EAOIAY, 1 23S AR ol AAIA SR AAstA}; FH= o]
224 AL oA ae ATA Feka Sl AAolth o] Q) AFAl =54 A

=
2o ALFAQl Ayl 1 Sytel glrke vlge] Amgic

O

10) 3t PdelA 54> dFits), 53] A=l waste] wol =¥k

11) ‘B oA =8 AAY, ole} #Aste] &g ARL UFd EN(E LS s v
A th31= 2 (polycentric multiculturalism)E 5-7¢-$ttH(Shohat and Stam 1994). 181} o] A= 2}
ol wlmALSl e FHEkE FEATC et o A EE Aolr] wie] FAF oz A&
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= i Aok oke] Al @Ed= g FE o|E7FE A

ojod T HEolA AAREM Aed Mk ofuth fYe I19d NEE Fi

(Michel Foucault), =E}=(Jean-Francois Lyotard), t|2|thJacques Derrida), AFo]=(Edward

Said) ¥ &AW1 (Posteolonialism)E ¢17-ehs SHAFEAA A 4 olrh 1y &

Al 258 =Eo] AA BAE oYl 9 A4 AAloleks Hiel AIIEAE
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JBEE o] ZollA k= olHsh Ak A A WY stuE HT A LEHE ATE
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ge] AT Al tist vl ATl A s WA dok ATl FAlF
o8 Al cREAoln EA A9E i & AT AT gsAls), gAYl 1
(A1} A9 3Kprovincialization)E 2]7] s (Robert Young, 1990: 18; Chakrabarty, 1992).
Ju ATl thgt vjdo A siAlFeE wbEsl, wds) JjAEke] Ad d S
ARl wepddlFe], e, s 5 A S A =71 sl

o ol

12) ol59] =7k AFE F4Hel AN AN obd YEA gk el Ao,
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b Aot ek olejsh #xlE o) AT AlARAEE AT
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A, oo} vl5dt Wl ATEAA AlAIe] Aol ulAre] el Ape]F ol 91414
o= Whgst oldE e dAlsks A9 9Al Qs o 5o SF(Blaut)> 19471l
Hell de] Ha¥ e F53 (eMokE vl et olduigos g /A, el
AAHMEREEA, BA), 44 AHTAE Ay, o224 o)A A4 o)A, vt

A .
2]
wE(EA), 7SR, 5ol BRI, delivks, ARAEA = 2

il

13) ol¢} #AHEste] HZ(Eric Wolf)e o33 #o] A&sta tk “$ele o] AF7F ARE 71 9l
cha Witk o) Jelvh 20kE da, 2rks J1SE f9S 3, 7
I, B ARFIE ga, ARFIE YA NFFd AgHus Yot 19 uEF
o9} tjEo] AU AdE S ul=S kTP (Wolf, 1982: 5; Shohat and Stam, 1994: 2-3 %), 2
A= FEF Y @dRA FEE =ik Sl AT MFEel digh cvjge S Z A S vk Q)
ow, 7o) st yiFsle] s Ad A - FAZA SUS A A S vp o1 2002a).

14) 20 9 PL oW WA AT Hze ANEE TFA09E B
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Yok Adle) Bk tlepde Bolala olSB AL et BE el Ballas
o7} ol thEseelE i AS 23R o] B FolRd WA EE ol TAER:
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I=>

gk} ~®i(Shohat and Stam) S| Thedl2E F4stdA, 53] dsids A=xdth 1

Sl glol el TSROl Buth SR BEARS WS SRAoR AvEs)
&AL QAT TES TENA RS 0S Ba Aol u A9 AR
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WA AT T o] T A3l Aeld Tk ARENY) A B A
Ask 8217 vIE — A, W, 45— & ke o e, S Sesieks 43
qow o5 Auie] HWA WskE Qe BA, AGFH AT BES o
Aeise) chepet Aale] fANEAZ) B — G AslEE— 2 dushe o W,
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Skl AAAE AR BEAE chEaEele] Age ojw el

Aol AAAA — 58] Yo FAolF ABIFIAL] Bash A 2AHE W §)A)e
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ot} 23 Fole HATEAEAE ) AgHe] & FAEFY AFo| v]g-oje

A T P BAE A2 S0 g v ek 2gelE ek 3714
AN Fohrgol BATFUTAN ek FASH o) feld B BAH BRS AY

3l Hi= Zlo] E7Fssh A ofuth WFoR a5k AAERA dARYE
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T A3 oprlote] ATEAL 21417] AAEAl M2 WSS oaskal vk 7R
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a8a 2041710l Y HrE A9 SR S RN ATealTels ddAl
AAE " gt} (Mahbubani 1995, 100). “1&ut At A7) Fet Aol AAALe] 7
22 23331 Foflr|ole] oJdkglo] AAl oz u] NG A AAFE AR AAE] 1y B
gletA Wske] 23S Holal Qlvh oAl W WEASE FoAoPt Al el E33
Aol F58, gobrlol= 1 AAA HlgoRR: OW A7) ZaxdE E g Sl 9F
& 48 FAsA ok Zlolth of2|gh Wishke wobrlote] IulF LS Hrlg)l vlwe
moll = Tgets] A HTh 19600l Ut gobrofe] TR A= AAAIY 4%l =

Ao, A vk A S F9EE 509 Tl 7% 1EY 1990dH] F
Jlef] Xl%u TSNS Z42F AAA] =234 SA1 24% el Feiths Zlojth
ol&e] 1990 el AMAACE 71 F455 AAYES 7158 & AY AA] FotAloplnt
(Mahbubani 1995. 100-01).

=

rir

AAR ] vl AAA B2 e Qe ues o
Ak v, FEAT 9 QRS AAF E9S HEA £
Fotrlole] Tt 7FE(YE AQ)S A3 e F5% A71850 A5 Holx 9t
upeba] 2041719 AIAZE A 20417150 Y veilA o dAE Thsol stk 23k
4 Al 9 o] Hele A 2ok B2 Aule S olyst teddoel dheast
beawlo] FAshE thidlro 2o oS A oR HAshs A oflth ey ]
= FA4lo W“P AARA ] tsidAdol sl 1 Ay B¢ 2 9 A
A} o] FAETHA, MFEATe] A= dAstA oFskd Zloltk 18
AR Y XH%?H il theslro s, s 2R A Aol A, z1A]ska

U AR FAT 5 Qe FHlo] B 9 5715 $81 o),

o

ol Ju B JC
oY ”

84




NRZHFOIS HOM: A7EHFS 355p| Qe B2 F CEAH CRsRol o 28 259l

Beyond Eurocentrism: Reexamining Cultural Discourse Strategies to Overcome Eurocentrism in the Context of Polycentric Multicuturalism ~— Jung In KANG

HFEAF) NP HE A

Fo4 U A | odd B A | £84 U A | a4 98 A
AEEE 54 Ao gdgEE
Aol e
{‘E.P_?G =4 mol=
N A SEEES
21%)
3T =)=
A7 wojse | REEEEET
55l 2k
ARSI A qnege
(A5 2 RELED
A 2Hg) SR R P
Zw o] kA P
T A A 2, Alol=
S 104 4&(x3A) 144, .
- o -1
Qo] oA N
o|aLA (0] 3

7

2k | B4

*1"1) e o] o] 5] Eﬂ' 7]94 0= 0]
TAHG ¥F, A910) 4 M9 A
&z A0 = AALA L =N
N Z= 2 A 5= 2] o) %}\1%@‘(0]@_0—]‘) AAA & S A
et a4
EEEEED .
N3 5 ybridity

85




e

ZAZ=0

TAATA H23| =R Eatis| 2010.4.23 ~24
TFHTUT TE: 01

AFAIZ  Global History beyond Eurocentrism

X
&
j=

o o L
L:—-E‘I?:]_'T_‘E

<gl= 25>

74741, 2002a. “HIFFL 9] A w8 AFEAlFool viHx g wiEsk Al 9,
MIFF 9 4] 8. Aer AAVE

74741, 2002b.  “AlAIS} P wske} Fo HﬂU VAN AR WA 2412,
211-38.

ool 1999. “ghd &l lolA s} 718 Al T8 58%], 5-33.

gk 1997. “*r7F 73] ‘HE e SHA sh=rp” TS ddly(ols), 176-97.

gk 1999. “fru A 2REFL oA WHFw A ApEFo R Tgopr|ol w3kel AMdy (49) 2

3, 61-82.

%%, 1998, “FA HH9] 33hS Y3k AlAI01A] Agkr TAME () 10:1, 45-65.

Z37. 1994, AN AT #2190 =91719k 4F8]71,(L). A & sk E3h

=z, o= wH. 2003, T YAE,. A& oak

A 1998, “FoF Aok 1elar e #|2Qle] AA TAME(E) 10:1, 7-24.

Blaut, J.M. 1993. The Colonizer’s Model of the World. New York: The Guilford Press.

Chakrabarty, Dipesh. 1992. “Provincializing Europe: Postcoloniality and the Critique of
History.” Cultural Studies 6:3, 337-57.

Dirlik, Arif. 1994. “The Postcolonial Aura: Third World Criticism in the Age of Global
Capitalism.” Critical Inquiry 20:2(Winter), 328-56.

Gong, Gerrit W. 1984. The Standard of ‘Civilization’ in International Society. Oxford:
Clarendon Press.

Lipset, Seymour Martin. 1995. American Exceptionalism: A Double Edged Sword. W. W.
Norton.

86




MFSHFAE HoIM: MPESAFCIE S5o7| Qg HE ML UMY thzsteof tigt 1& ekl

Beyond Eurocentrism: Reexamining Cultural Discourse Strategies to Overcome Eurocentrism in the Context of Polycentric Multicuturalism ~— Jung In KANG

McNeill, William H. 1995. “The Rise of the West after Twenty-Five Years.” Stephen K.
Sanderson, ed., Civilizations and World Systems: Studying World-Historical Change,
303-20. Walnut Creek, C.A.: AltaMira Press.

Mahbubani, Kishore. 1995. “The Pacific Way.” Foreign Affairs 74:1(Jan./Feb.), 100-111.

Marglin, Stephen A. 1990. “Towards the Decolonization of Mind.” Frederique Apffel Marglin and
Stephen A. Marglin. eds., Dominating Knowledge: Development, Culture, and Renaissance. 1-28.
Oxford: Clarendon.

Morley, David and Kevin Robins. 1995. Spaces of Identity: Global Media, Electronic
Landscape and Cultural Boundaries. London and New York: Routledge.

Nederveen Pieterse, Jan and Bhikhu Parekh. 1995. “Shifting imaginaries: decolonisation,
internal decolonisation, postcoloniality.” Nederveen Pieterse and Parekh, eds., The
Decolonization of Imagination: Culture, Knowledge and Power, 1-19. London: Zed
Books.

Parekh, Bhikhu. 2000. Rethinking Multiculturalism: Cultual Diversity and Political Theory.
New York: Macmillan

Robertson, Roland. 1990. “Japan and the USA: the interpretation of national identities and
the debate about orientalism.” Nicholas Abercrombie et. al., eds. Dominant
Ideologies, 182-98. London: Unwin Hyman.

Shohat, Ella and Robert Stam. 1994. Unthinking Eurocentrism. London and New York:
Routledge.

Sivan, Emmanuel. 1985. Interpretations of Islam. Princeton: The Darwin Press.

Wallerstein, Immanuel. 1997. "Eurocentrism and its Avatars: The Dilemmas of Social
Science." New Left Review (Nov./Dec.), 93-107.

Wolf, Eric. 1982. Europe and the People without History. Berkeley and Los Angeles:
University of California Press.

Young, Robert. 1990. White Mythologies: Writing History and the West. New York:
Routledge.

87




ORI W K| FAIH A X253 =H|EH=0]3] 2010.4.23 ~24
o]

FHFAFIE Ho] AFALE  Global History beyond Eurocentrism

Beyond Eurocentrism: Reexamining Cultural
Discourse Strategies to Overcome Eurocentrism
In the Context of Polycentric Multiculturalism

Jung In KANG

Sogang Univ.

Introduction

The purpose of this essay is to examine cultural discourse strategies to overcome
Eurocentrism by classifying them into four strategies and reviewing their respective
strengths and weaknesses, and then to suggest polycentric multiculturalism as the proper
context which would provide the vital conditions for overcoming Eurocentrism. To fulfill
this task in the paper, | shall classify cultural strategies which have hitherto been attempted
into assimilative/integrative, reverse, syncretic and deconstructive strategies, evaluate
critically their respective strengths and weaknesses, and suggest the syncretic strategy as the
most viable and practicable one, although it has its own limits and drawbacks. Then | shall
stress the significance of polycentric multiculturalism which would provide the condition for
conducting more egalitarian crosscultural or cross—ivilizational dialogues among diverse

ethnic groups, nations, and civilizations.

Before entering into the main argument, 1 would like to present a brief definition of
Eurocentrism. Eurocentrism consists of three general propositions. First, modern European
civilization has reached the highest stage of development in the history of humankind

(European superiority). Second, the developmental stages in European history are universally

88




NRZHFOIS HOM: A7EHFS 355p| Qe B2 F CEAH CRsRol o 28 259l

Beyond Eurocentrism: Reexamining Cultural Discourse Strategies to Overcome Eurocentrism in the Context of Polycentric Multicuturalism ~— Jung In KANG

applicable to all human histories, applying not only to the West, but also to the rest of the
world (universalism and historicism). Third, non-European societies placed in lower stages of
development in history can improve themselves only by emulating and accepting European
civilization (Westernization/modernization thesis). Originally European civilization referred to
that of Western Europe, but later extended to cover countries including the U.S., Canada

and so on, which have inherited and developed European civilization.

_ Cultural Discourse Strategies Attempted to Overcome Eurocentrism

The domination of the center over the periphery includes two aspects, that is, physical
(economic, political and coercive) power and cultural (discursive) power.l) What this
suggests is that we need both opposing power and opposing discourse to overcome the
domination of the center, although my primary concern in this paper is with discursive
power. In other words, neither power nor discourse alone is enough, but some combination
of the two is necessary. Thus, although my focus is confined to cultural discourse
strategies, it should be noted that they would remain empty insofar as the imbalance

between the center and the periphery in physical power remains intact.

Bearing this point in mind, |1 would like to divide cultural discourse strategies attempting
to overcome various kinds of "-centrisms"-for example, malecentrism (patriarchy),
bourgeois-centrism (capitalism), white-centrism (racism), Sino-centrism and so on-roughly
into four strategies: assimilative/integrative, reverse/counter-,  syncretic/hybrid, and
deconstructive |1 would like to explain the characteristics of the four strategies and their
own strengths and weaknesses in the following. However, it seems mandatory to examine

the relationship between Eurocentrism and capitalism, before the explanation begins.

1) As is made famous by Foucauldian thesis of power/knowledge, discourse(or culture) retains the power
aspect. However, for the sake of convenience, | will refer to physical power as ‘power' and discursive
power as ‘discourse’.
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Eurocentrism and Capitalism

We should not overlook the fact that Eurocentrism as a modern phenomenon is based on
the global expansion of capitalism. As Arif Dirlik notes, historical capitalism has played
an indispensable role as a foundation for the cultural hegemony of Western power and the

motivating force of its global expansion (Dirlik 1994, 346). Thus, Dirlik says as follows:

An exclusive focus on Eurocentrism as a cultural or ideological problem that blurs
the power relationships that dynamized it and endowed it with hegemonic
persuasiveness fails to explain why, in contrast to regional or local ethnocentrisms,
this particular ethnocentrism was able to define modern global history and itself as
the universal aspiration and end of that history (Dirlik 1994, 347).

Dirlik's phrases aptly catch the foundational status of capitalism for Eurocentrism.
However, it should also be noted that the post-capitalist society would accompany certain
oppressive centrisms comparable to Eurocentrism, depending upon which class/gender/
state/race/civilization plays the dominant role in introducing it, insofar as overcoming
capitalism does not give birth to the classless society in which the domination of humans
by humans ceases to exist. This point is well demonstrated by the fact that the socialist
world in the past was primarily a Soviet-centered one-although the challenge of Chinese
and Yugoslav versions of an independent road existed-and individual socialist countries

remained party elite-centered as well as male-centered.

Of course, such discussion should not lead to the reductionism that economic, military or
political superiority converts itself automatically to cultural superiority. For example, it
should be noted that Japanese economic power as an individual nation has reached the
dominant status only next to that of the United States, and yet Japanese culture has still
remained overshadowed by the cultural hegemony of Western civilization. That is to say,
Japan, despite her economic prowess, has not been successful in presenting an alternative
cultural discourse comparable to Eurocentrism. If we take another example, historically the

Qing empire founded by the Manchu had been so deeply imbued with Sinocentrism, even
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before the invasion of European powers in the late nineteenth century, that the Manchu
dynasty yielded their power to the Han Chinese without any visible resistance as soon as
the empire was shaken by European powers. These instances warn us of such reductionism.
Bearing this point in mind, now is the time to examine the four cultural discourse

strategies |1 mentioned earlier.

Assimilative Strategy

In the assimilative strategy, the periphery accepts the universal and superior status of the
center, accommodates institutions, practices, values and cultures of the center, and thereby
seeks to assimilate/integrate itself to the center and to abolish or minimize the differences
(supposedly) existing between the center and the periphery, which would present the center
as universal and superior and the periphery as particular and inferior. Modern Western
civilization, albeit having a specific origin, has gained universal significance, outcome and
status, historically rather than logically, by destroying and excluding other alternatives. Thus
the assimilative strategy is that non-Western societies accept the universal significance,
outcome and status of Western civilization. It is subdivided into "compliant" and "resistant"

strategies for the sake of analytical utility.

The compliant strategy is the one by which non-Western societies accept and internalize the
world-view, values and institutions of Western civilization, which has dominated the world
as the hegemonic civilization. For instance, Western-oriented politicians and intellectuals in
East Asia in the late nineteenth century held a very positive view of Western civilization,
studied Western thought and institutions very eagerly to accept them, and then sought to
catch up and outdo Western civilization on the terms set by the latter. The process was,
no doubt, accompanied by the negative judgement and subsequent abandonment of East
Asian traditions. Such is the typical example of the compliant strategy. Thus, it does not

contain the momentum and/or the horizon by which to overcome Eurocentrism.

Although a full-scale compliant strategy engenders serious problems, selective borrowing of
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Western civilization—that is, partial assimilation—should not be blamed.2) William H. McNeill,
a renowned world historian, who became famous for publishing The Rise of the West in

1963, mentions this point as follows, recollecting his book after thirty years had passed:

---just as China's rise after AD 1000 had depended on prior borrowings from
the Middle East, so Europe's world success after 1500 also depended on prior
borrowings from China. And if Japan's post World War 1l economic record
turns out be the presage of further triumphs for the Pacific rim, it is no less
clear that this success, too, will depend on prior borrowings of European (and
American) skills (McNeill 1995, 317).

Then, McNeill takes for granted the point that "no population can overtake and then
surpass the rest of the world without using the most efficacious and powerful instruments
known anywhere on earth"(McNeill 1995, 317).

Assimilative strategy includes the resistant as well as complaint aspects and it is the former
that attracts our attention as a response to Eurocentrism. The usual tactics the assimilative
strategy applies in its resistant moment is to point out the discrepancy between the
universalism of hegemonic discourse—Eurocentrism, for instance-and its practice, and to
demand that its universal claims be fully applied to non-Western peoples/societies. In this
process, assimilative discourse, trusting or pretending to trust the universality and legitimacy
of the dominant discourse, presents the discrepancy between the theory and the fact as
regrettable abuse or exceptional misuse. Thus, assimilative discourse has the effect of
forcing Eurocentric discourse to put its universal claims into practice, insofar as it is
successful in attacking the contradictions of Eurocentrism and forces it to introduce

substantial reform within the frame of a given system.

The compliant and resistant aspects of assimilative strategy in connection with Eurocentrism
can be found in the conception of civilization which Western powers applied to international

2) Such selective borrowing approaches to the syncretic strategy which will be examined later in this paper.
However, | discuss this point here to show that it is important to recognize the positive value of
assimilative strategy.
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relations in the late nineteenth century. Western powers, including the United States which
sent Admiral Perry to Japan for the sake of warship diplomacy, concluded unequal treaties
with the Meiji Japan at first. However, the Meiji government strenuously demanded the
revision of the treaties by introducing drastic reforms to satisfy the Western standard of
civilization and pursuing prudent diplomacies visavis Western powers. Ultimately, Japan
secured an equal status with the Western powers by winning the Russo-Japanese War in
1904.3) Thus, Japan had assimilated herself to the standard of Western civilization along the
logic of Eurocentrism, albeit paying dearly, and received recognition from Western powers
as an equal state through a long series of protests and negotiations. In this sense Japan
pursued an assimilative strategy successfully with the dual play of compliance and
resistance. Other non-Western nations also employed assimilative discourse, demanding that
Western powers allow them equal rights in international law. They attacked the legitimacy
of Western imperialism and colonialism based on racism, social Darwinism, and so on, by
appealing to the Western principles of equal sovereignty, self-determination, etc. For
example, colonized peoples had appealed to the principle of self-determination proclaimed by
American president Woodrow Wilson at the end of World War | to demand their
independence, as is shown dramatically in the Korean March First Movement of 1919.

Seen this way, assimilative discourse has the tendency to assimilate and integrate non-
Western people into Eurocentrism by their internalizing of it. It could be quite effective in
attaining limited goals the opposing forces pursue, for the dominant forces could not but
accommodate the demand posed by the former for fear of acknowledging and divulging
self-contradictions. However, it does not hold the vision which goes beyond the horizon of
Eurocentrism or pose a fundamental challenge to it. In this sense, it might end up
enhancing the legitimacy of the dominant discourse by enriching and making it universal
both in theory and practice. However, such criticism against the assimilative discourse
should not be led to the reverse direction, in denying positive achievements such as the
accommodation of advanced technologies, institutions, values and considerably progressive
reforms which it might have pursued and attained.

3) However, it was not until 1911 when Japan regained control of its tariffs and the last restrictions of its
‘unequal treaties' were abolished(Gong 1984, 146).
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Reverse Strategy

In contrast to the assimilative discourse strategy, which attempts to eliminate/minimize the
differences between the center and periphery in institutions, practices and wvalues, the
reverse discourse strategy refuses to assimilate, seeks to maintain and stress the differences,
and furthermore reverses their evaluation and transvalues the attributes of the periphery
from symbols of particularism and inferiority to those of universality and superiority. As
the word "reverse" indicates, it already presupposes and begins with the inferiority complex
of the periphery and seeks to resist and counterattack the dominant discourse. In this
process, the reverse discourse asserts the uniqueness (singularity), superiority and/or
universality of the groups that employ it. Today, the reverse discourse developed by non-
Western people/societies against Western civilization usually takes the strategy to present
their uniqueness or superiority systematically, but at present does not advance as far as

claiming their universality.

However, whether it be an assimilative or a reverse discourse, the logic of centrism
remains intact. If non-Western people perceive the differences they have in comparison
with the West as negative, then they develop an assimilative discourse; but if they
recognize them as positive, then they advance a reverse discourse. The West remains at
the center in the former case, while the Rest lies at the center in the latter case. In reverse
discourse, either positive differences are selectively stressed in the complex ramification of
positive and negative differences according to diverse phenomena and areas of interest, or

differences which were hitherto thought to be negative are transvalued as positive.4)

The representative example of the reverse discourse is the so-called "reverse Orientalism™ or

"Occidentalism" the Arabs were engaged in during the 1970s and 1980s in order to

4) As the typical example of the latter case, we may cite Confucian heritage of East Asia. Before the recent
debates over Asian values, Confucianism was criticized as the negative heritage which worked as a
stumbling block to economic development. However it was hailed in the early 1990s as what made
possible economic miracle in East Asia. There was another short cycle later on. Confucian legacies were
again criticized when some countries in East Asia faced economic crisis in late 1990s, but when the
economic recovery was made quickly, Asian values were then attributed to the quick recovery as well.
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counter Orientalism, the typical product of Eurocentrism. Orientalism in reverse refers to
the "affirmation of an authentic Islamic or Arab character, harking back to the seventh
century, or even earlier, essentially unchanging over time, intrinsically spiritualist and
idealistic (and diametrically opposed to the materialist West)." (Sivan 1985, 141). In
addition to the Arabs, of course, other non-Western nations have historically built
civilizations more superior and powerful than the West and felt cultural pride in them.
They have also held their own stereotypes and prejudices against Western and other
civilizations on the basis of their ethnocentrism or their notion of civilization.5) Thus,
Léopold Senghor, Aimé Césaire and other thinkers from Africa have advanced the idea and
movement of "négritude” based on the "philosophy of an authentic african otherness and
humanity™" in order to oppose the white colonialists' barbarism. This can also be understood
as a kind of reverse discourse which is also nativistic and Afrocentric (Nederveen Pieterse
and Parekh 1995, 7). The socalled Asian Values or East Asian discourses that have
recently been raised lively in connection with the rapid economic development in East
Asia, including by Japan, Singapore, Hong Kong, Taiwan, Korea, and China, might well be

interpreted as a reverse discourse.

Among Korean scholars, Cho Hyejong notes the utility of the reverse discourse in
advancing her postcolonial theory, when she stresses the revolutionary potential of people
in the periphery. According to Cho, they have great potential for revolutionary awakening
for the following three reasons. First, the periphery may secure the distance so that people
in the periphery can overview the existing "centristic* system critically and holistically.
Second, they are less likely to be contaminated with the public vices with which they have
to incur in order to enter the center. Third, they are more likely to maintain sensitivity to
various forms of oppression on the basis of their own experience of oppression (Cho Hey-
jong 1994, 206). She seems to suggest in this argument a kind of thesis, "The periphery
is beautiful,” so that she stresses the advantage of employing the reverse discourse. Cho

Dong-il also develops a sort of reverse discourse when he defines Western civilization as

5) For example, the Confucian literati in late 19th Korea(Choson) despised Westerners as "fatherless" and
"kingless" barbarians. Such criticism may amount to being 'godless” in the Christian West.
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"military” (meaning immoral and forceful), and the Eastern one as "royal” (meaning moral
and voluntary) and asserts that the former appeared in modern Europe and has reached its
peak in the United States (Cho Dong-il 1998, 62).

However, the reverse discourse has often been used/abused by the conservative and anti-
democratic forces in non-Western societies to resist modern reform and democratization in
the name of tradition. Therefore, Emmanuel Sivan raises his criticism that the reverse
discourse only cloaks the weakness and drawbacks of the Arab culture and works as a
stumbling block to reform (Sivan 1985, 142). He says as follows:

The dangers the Islamanics represent  with their transports of enthusiasm for
essentialism, authenticity, and Islamic intrinsic spiritual supremacy  lies not
only in the severing of cultural links with the rest of the world, thus stifling
creativity and chasing away modernity; but also in the fact that it may deal a
moral blow to the (already slim) chances for democracy(Sivan 1985, 151).

Moreover, insofar as the unequal economic and political relations that have characterized
world history in the last few centuries remain unaltered, the reverse discourse will remain
only a powerless self-consolation. Such powerlessness has been dramatically shown in the
so-called "Nihonjinron" discourse, which had been enthusiastically launched in the 1980s
due to Japanese economic success, and then declined rapidly because of the continued
stagnation of the Japanese economy in the 1990s. Before the 1980s, the Nihonjinron
discourse originally sought to define the identity of Japan in terms of its deviation from
the West-usually the United States—setting the West as the universal reference point.
However, as the 1980s witnessed the continued prosperity of the Japanese economy in
contrast to the perennial stagnation of the Western economy, the reverse Nihonjinron that
defined the West in terms of particularity, setting Japan as the center and subject, had
appeared. Thus, Japanese politicians and intellectuals developed "Occidentalism, based on
claims as to the selfish individualism, materialism, decadence and arrogance of \Westerners
(particularly Americans), and also on an explicit pride in Japanese racial purity, which has

been contrasted with the allegedly debilitating consequences of American racial and ethnic
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heterogeneity” (Morley and Robins 1995, 158). Thus, Shintaro Ishihara, a Japanese
politician, cerebrates the Japanese national gift which provided the base for Japanese
technological superiority, finding its cause in "Eastern ways and values” (Morley and
Robins 1995, 148-149).

At the same time, some American scholars such as Ezra Vogel compared Japan and the
United States, this time, however, placing Japan at the center and asking questions as to
what the U.S. had to learn from Japan (Robertson 1990, 188). Thus, with the collapse of
socialist regimes in 1989, the Japanese overtook the Russians as the nation which
Americans were most fearful of (Morley and Robins 1995, 158). Of course, the primary
cause for such Western fear and resentment can be located explicitly in Japanese
technological superiority and economic success. However, it should be equally noted that
this Japanese success posed a fundamental threat to Eurocentrism, i.e., the naturalistic
claims of the Western civilization for its universality and superiority. Yet, the discourse of
American superiority has reemerged and the Nihonjinron has disappeared since the mid
1990s, which witnessed a continued stagnation of the Japanese economy and the

revitalization of the American economy.

In short, the reverse discourse may play a positive role for non-Western people in the
sense that it deprives the West of the universal and central status which it has
monopolized since modern times and restores the central place to the non-Western people,
thereby recovering their feelings of dignity and emancipation. In addition, such an attempt
will make the globe more polycentric and pluralistic by diversifying the centers of the
world. The situation thus created will be, no doubt, a great advance to the one dominated
by the unicentric West. However, as | indicated earlier, the reverse discourse will remain
an empty and helpless consolation, unless it is backed by corresponding economic and
political power. Moreover, should such conditions be met, it is worth remembering that it
also ends up reproducing the fundamental problem, the collusion of power and knowledge,

which is also contained in Eurocentrism and Orientalism.
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Syncretic Strategy

In addition to assimilative and reverse discourses, non-Western people may attempt a kind
of syncretic discourse strategy in accommodating western ideas and institutions, taking
advantage of the strengths of the two discourses. Thus, the syncretic discourse selectively
takes some elements of the center and periphery, and then seeks to synthesize them. If the
strategies of assimilation and reversal remain ideal types and analytical categories in the
sense that the assimilation cannot be realized fully and the reversal cannot proceed
completely, then most strategies are more likely to result in some sort of syncretism or
fusion, either intentionally or unintentionally. However, the distinction of the three
discourses, although oversimplifying the complex and subtle reality, has a useful analytical

function.

The syncretic strategy provides the opportunity to dissolve some differences existing
between Western and non-Western civilizations and preserve certain others by mixing and
fusing elements of various cultures. Taking Asia and the West for example, the syncretic
discourse refers to the formulation of a new synthesis appropriate to Asia by choosing
Asian and Western values selectively and mixing them.6) This is the dialectical process,
which involves the critical reinterpretation and re-appropriation of past traditions in light of
Western values, and the selective appropriation of Western values in regard to the
renovated tradition. In that process, the dual discourse in which the emulation and import
of the superior element from Western civilization—i.e., assimilative discourse-and the
preservation and renovation of their own civilization—i. e. reverse discourse—proceeds in

multiple dimensions.

Contemporary Korean scholars who specialize in Asian—Chinese or Korean—philosophy seem
to prefer the syncretic discourse. Thus, Lee Seung-hwan criticizes the insistence on tradition
without rationality and modernization without subject/identity, and then suggests a dualistic

negative dialectic as an alternative(Lee Seung-hwan 1997. 196). Lee Sank-ik begins with

6) |1 would like to consider the recent theorizing on Asian values in East Asian countries which includes the
arguments for Confucian capitalism and Confucian democracy as a typical example of syncretic discourse.
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the refutation of the validity of the Confucian dichotomy of tao and ki—tao as the eternal
metaphysical principle and ki as the temporal variable-in an article which reexamines the
three positions—i.e., uijongchoksaron (‘defending orthodoxy and rejecting heterodoxy; Eastern
Way and Eastern Instruments), dongdosogiron (‘Eastern Way and Western Instruments™),
gaihwaron (“Enlightenment™; Western Way and Western Instruments)?”)-which Korean
intellectuals formulated in order to counter Western civilization in the nineteenth century.
He then argues that the three positions are wrong in terms of both valid principle and
desirable reality. In conclusion, he advances that contemporary Korean society should
follow a syncretic strategy that "blends East and West both in principle and in instrument.”
He states thus:

In our society in which Confucian civilization and modern Western civilization
constitute two primary axes, the primary direction we have to pursue is
sublating Confucian ethics and Western liberalism and sublating traditional
environment friendly mode of production and modern Western capitalist mode
of production (Lee Sank ik 1999, 31).

Cultural mixings have also received great attention in order to explain global cultural
transformation with such related concepts as "syncretism,” "hybridity" and “creolization."
These concepts are coined to explain the phenomena of inter-cultural borrowings and cross-
cultural fusions taking place in various ways. In particular, the hybridity thesis stresses the
fluidity, indeterminacy and openness inherent in crosscultural movements and takes the
position of criticizing globalization as an Americanization/Westernization thesis. However,
being usually laden with power, the process of hybridization is not autonomous, symmetric
and equal. As Ella Shohat and Robert Stam note, hybridity and syncretism should be
interrogated in the context of "historical hegemonics,” for they have often taken place
through "colonial imposition, obligatory assimilation, political cooptation, cultural mimicry
and so forth" (Shohat and Stam 1994, 43). Thus, the greatest problem the syncretic
strategy poses is how nonWestern people accommodate advanced elements of Western

civilization to pursue fusion, while preserving their own identity and independence.

7) Here "Way" refers to tao and "Instruments™ to ki.
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Although this is the problem non-Western people have seriously agonized over since their
independence from the Western imperialist yoke at the end of World War IlI, the
theoretical endeavor which seeks to formulate the condition for it in advance and in a
systematic way has not yet been successful. Hence the recommendation for successful
syncretic strategy has been faced with the criticism that it is at best an explanation ex post
facto.

Deconstructive Strategy

The deconstructive strategy seeks to challenge and overcome centrism by deconstructing the
distinction between the center and periphery and/or binary differences that support the
distinction. Deconstruction is pursued by the demonstration that the differences and
standards which make such differences meaningful have no factual or theoretical grounds,
so that they are actually nothing but what has been artificially manipulated, constructed and

imposed by the center for the sake of domination and oppression.

In this sense, the deconstructive strategy seeks to create an alternative form of knowledge
which represents others without subjugating them. The strategy is based on the sober
awareness of the now famous Foucauldian thesis that power is already implicated in the
very process of knowledge production in which the West describes and represents the
differences between itself and its others - the non-West - in Eurocentric discourse.
However, in contrast to the preceding three discourses, the deconstructive discourse is
usually advanced among theorists rather than being practised by activists. We may observe
such theoretical attempts in the writings of scholars such as Michel Foucault, Jean-Francois
Lyotard, Jacques Derrida, Edward Said and many postcolonial theorists. Yet at this stage,
it seems to premature to judge whether their attempts might have been successful in

producing knowledge which does not oppress others.

Thus, | would like to examine the deconstruction of Eurocentric historiography practised as

a concrete method of such strategy. As a part of this strategy, we may suggest a
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dissection of Eurocentrism into its two components, i.e., "Europe™ and “centrism.” In this
case, the opposition to the centripetal point, "Europe™ or "‘West' tends to take a nationalist
disposition. Thus, it is likely to take the form of reverse discourse, thereby reproducing
another form of centrism. In contrast to this, the opposition to centrism itself is likely to
take the form of deconstruction. The deconstruction of the ‘centrism’ in Eurocentrism means
decentralizing, decolonizing, Europeanizing, and provincializing the European knowledge or
thought which has entertained a universal and superior status (Young 1990, 18; Chakrabarty
1992). However, there is an inherent danger that deconstructive strategy as a critique of
centrism is likely to strengthen extreme forms of cultural relativism, romanticism, nihilism

and other centrifugal tendencies together with fragmentation, atomization and so forth.

Thus, non-Western people need to re-interpret the West's own description of Western
civilization and West-centric historiography of the world history in a more critical spirit.
That is, they have to scrutinize the objectivity and interpretive appropriateness of Western
historiography. For example, the Eurocentric historiography of world history has brought
into sharp relief the superior picture of Western civilization as a "moral success story" and
privileged it through the invention of elaborate and sophisticated hermeneutical devices as
its causes. Thus, according to Eric R. Wolf, "this West has a genealogy, according to
which ancient Greece begat Rome, Rome begat Christian Europe, Christian Europe begat
the Renaissance, the Renaissance the Enlightenment, the Enlightenment political democracy
and the industrial revolution. Industry, crossed with democracy, in turn yielded the United
States, embodying the rights of life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness"(Wolf 1982, 5).
Therefore, we need to initiate a (intellectual) movement for rectifying the world history.
Such a movement should begin with scrutinizing the Aryan origin of the ancient Greek
civilization, the conventional understanding of the Greek civilization as the ancestor of
modern Western civilization, and of the modern Western civilization as the successor to the
Greek civilization, and academically received wisdom to exaggerate or privilege Europe's
internal factors such as feudalism, the protestant ethics and industrialization in the evolution
of modern capitalism in Europe, while ignoring external factors and contributions. Such

scrutiny may expose the flaws of a Eurocentric world history and then present critical and
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alternative interpretations to it. Such a task requires the critical reexamination of the basic
assumptions underlying theories which interpret the Western domination of the world as
due to historical achievements unique to Western civilization. Immanuel Wallerstein
classifies those assumptions into the following three and then proposes to review them
more properly: 1) whether normal historiography about the achievements of the modern
Western civilizations is really accurate; 2) whether those presumed cultural antecedents of
what happened in Europe of this period are plausible; 3) granting that novelties were real,
whether the Western accomplishments were indeed positive (Wallerstein 1997, 95). He
maintains that this kind of revisionist historiography has become cumulative, so that a

systematic countertheory may be established at a certain point (ibid).

In addition to this, it seems necessary to deconstruct binary oppositions the Eurocentric
weltanschauung has invented in order to distinguish between the West and the non-West
arbitrarily and artificially. For example, J.M. Blaut enumerates as the binary oppositions
which were fashionable in the nineteenth century Europe: Inventiveness/Imitativeness;
Rationality (intellect)/Irrationality (emotion), Theoretical Reasoning/Empirical Reasoning,
Mind/Body, Sanity/Insanity, Science/Sorcery, Progress/Stagnation, and so on (Blaut 1993,
17). Thus, he argues that we should interrogate the arbitrariness of their criteria,
faithfulness to the fact, transhistorical stereotypes (essentialism) to sublate them critically,

and deconstruct cultural structures which reproduce them.

Summary

I have suggested and critically examined the assimilative, reverse, hybrid, and deconstructive
discourses as strategies to counter Eurocentrism. Although these four strategies are clear and
distinct analytically, actual strategies non-Western people take in the real world are likely to
display mixed and subtle variations, for they are taken simultaneously and sequentially in
order to cope with a complex reality in constant flux. For example, independence
movements fighting Western imperialism sometimes took an assimilative strategy—e.g., appeal

to self-government-and sometimes a separatist (reverse) strategy. Of course, it is true that
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diverse groups which took different strategies may have coexisted in certain situations, and

various forms of divisions and coalitions among them may have appeared.

Besides, it is possible to observe that assimilative strategy may be taken in certain spheres
and reverse strategy in other spheres in a combined way when a non-Western state undertakes
modernization. For example, it is possible to interpret that China, which has launched a
modernization program since 1978, has adhered to the reverse strategy in democracy and
human rights, while taking an assimilative strategy in the economic area by pursuing capitalist
economic reform and industrialization. Moreover, in an individual level, a person may adopt
a strategy—e.g., assimilative strategy—in a coherent way. But he/she may also take assimilative,
reverse, syncretic and deconstructive strategies simultaneously or sequentially. He/she may also

adopt different strategies according to specific areas of daily life.

Efforts to overcome Eurocentrism have employed these four strategies sequentially or
simultaneously. However, all of them seem to have their own limits and flaws.
Assimilative and reverse strategies may provide moments for (partial) liberation, but never
fulfill it. The former still remains a captive of Eurocentrism, while the latter remains
another form of centrism whether successful or not. The syncretic strategy may contain the
potential for creating a new synthesis, and yet in reality may end up producing a muddling
-through colonial simulacrum or reactionary hybrid. Finally, the deconstructive strategy
may aim high at attaining liberation to the fullest degree, but its theoretical and practical

outcomes still remain incomplete at best, if not disappointing.

All this considered, a prudent strategy might be to explore a viable methodology by
employing various strategies in a selective and combined way, while maximizing the
positive effects of each strategy and minimizing its negative effects. In order to do this, it
seems necessary to explore the realms and conditions discriminatingly in which the positive
effects of each strategy is maximized, to ferment the social preconditions necessary to a
successful realization of each strategy, and to control or suppress variables which work

negatively to each strategy.
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_ Pursuing the Syncretic Strategy in the Context of
PolyCentric Multiculturalism

I would like to conclude this paper by stressing the syncretic strategy as the most viable
strategy among the four discourse strategies hitherto examined, which may be well attuned
to polycentric multiculturalism both on a global scale and a state level. The syncretic
strategy will also be closely intertwined with the cultural identity of East Asian

civilizations in the age of globalization and information.

As Stephen Marglin summarizes, Tariq Banuri's eloquent argument that the intellectual
dominance of the Western model in the process of colonial/postcolonial modernization has
derived not from its inherent and unequivocal superiority, but rather from the political
dominance of those who believe in its superiority, and who have been able to devote
attention and resources to legitimizing modernization-as-Westernization, seems to entertain
great plausibility. Due to cultural and political hegemony imposed in a Eurocentric way,
the alternative paths of development more congenial to indigenous cultural tradition might
have been foreclosed(Marglin 1990, 3). This inference suggests that East Asian civilizations
have to gain political and economic power equal to the West in order to overcome
Eurocentrism, playing the game of modernization whose rules have of course been set in a
way disadvantageous to themselves. For East Asian civilizations may not formulate or put
into practice viable strategies to overcome Eurocentrism, until they gain power equal to the
West so that they may revise or rectify the rules of the game on more equal terms.

However, nonWestern civilizations, including East Asian ones, have to play the game of
survival and dignity according to Eurocentric rules of the game before reaching that stage.
For groups placed at a disadvantageous position in the relation of domination are forced to
participate in the game and to prove their ability according to the rules set by the
advantageous. The modernization (as Westernization) of East Asian civilizations means that
people in East Asia have had to participate in such a game and have been confronted with

contradictory tasks in which they have to internalize Eurocentric worldviews to a certain
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degree and at the same time to maintain and preserve their own traditions and identities.

To implement such a task successfully requires the application of "balanced” syncretic
strategy. This strategy should aim at the creative convergence and fusion of strengths of
the two (East Asian and Western) civilizations by examining and monitoring their
respective strengths and weaknesses from various, cross-cultural perspectives. In this context
the syncretic strategy seems to have a close relationship with “"multiculturalism” or
"polycentric multiculturalism” which has been raised and articulated as a proper cultural
policy for  multicultural western nations. For example, Bhikhu Parekh's examination of
multiculturalism indicates that multiculturalism should apply to non-Western societies as
well as Western nations, to international as well as intranational affairs. According to
Parekh, multiculturalism is as necessary to non-Western peripheral nations as to the
Western core nations, for all nations in the world have been rapidly turning into de facto
multicultural societies as the mechanisms of globalization and informatization proceed at an
unprecedented scale and speed. Contemporary multicultural societies are intermeshed into
economic and cultural globalization which is in itself very complex, so that no
contemporary society may remain an isolated self-contained whole (Parekh 2000, 7). Thus
the cultural diversity which globalization has been inevitably producing is accompanied by
unpredictability, and calls for every state to cope with it by resorting to cultural pluralism
instead of cultural monism. This point applies to East Asian civilizations on the whole and

individual nations composing them as well.

Ella Shohat and Robert Stam also assert multiculturalism, while adding and stressing
polycentrism to it. To them, polycentric multiculturalism demands a fundamental
restructuring of the relations among civilizations, states and communities. They argue that
their polycentric multiculturalism is distinct from liberal pluralism, which they criticize in
the sense that the former demands explicitly the restructuring of power relations. First,
unlike a liberal-pluralist discourse which stresses merely the abolition of mutual stereotypes
among diverse groups and ethical virtues—freedom, tolerance, charity—polycentric

multiculaturalism demands the restructuring of power relations among these groups. Second,
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while liberal pluralism stresses the pseudoequality of viewpoints among diverse groups,
polycentric multiculturalism sympathizes clearly with the underrepresented, the marginalized,
and the oppressed. Third, whereas pluralism is premised on an established hierarchical
order of cultures and grudgingly recognizes minoritarian communities as 'interest groups' to
be added on to a preexisting nucleus, polycentric multiculturalism is celebratory and
accommodative of them as active, generative participants at the very core, granting them an
"epitemological advantage." Finally, polycentric multiculturalism rejects a unified, fixed, and

essentialist concept of identities unlike liberal pluralism(Shohat and Stam 1994, 47-49).

The multiculturalism hitherto explained will eventually bring rational and beneficial results
to both Western and non-Western nations. The effective implementation of such
multiculturalism requires poly-centeredness on global and national dimensions. However, in
a state level, the ruling forces or groups form an entrenched center and dominate over
minorities as an oppressive force, so that they will refuse to accept the reform measures
necessary for polycentric multiculturalism. Thus, the prospect for the realization of
polycentric multiculturalism does not appear to be optimistic in a state level. Then is the

prospect for polycentric multiculturalism on a global scale any brighter?

Looking over the current world order—unicentric dominance of the Western civilization
formed in the aftermath of the sudden collapse of the former socialist regimes and the
subsequent end of the Cold War—the formation of the material conditions for the realization
of polycentric multiculturalism seems now rather a distant dream (dim or bleak.) This point
is dramatically confirmed by the recent war between the US-British alliance and Irag, in
which the principle of respect for sovereignty has been shattered in a wretched way. The
principle originally only applied to Western nations since the Westphalian Treaty, and then

later was extended to cover non-Western nations following the end of World War 1I.

Nevertheless, it does not seem farfetched to envision a future that will provide the
favorable political and economic conditions in which countries in East Asia may launch de-

Eurocentric strategies. Casting a longterm gaze over the world while turning away from the
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dreary shortterm reality, the dynamic growth of East Asian economies and the subsequent
self-discovery of Asia seem to forecast the new change. Kishore Mahbubani, a Singaporean
politician, stresses as the significant difference between the 21st century and the preceding
centuries the evolution of three centers of world power: Europe, North America, and East
Asia. Only Europe in the nineteenth century, and then only Europe and North America in
the twentieth century, existed as the centers of world power; thus Eurocentrism has
dominated the world unchallenged. However, the world historical situation in which Western
civilization shaped the course of world history and the influence of East Asia remained
relatively weak seems to be displaying gradual but clear signs of change. Many observers
have noted the arrival of East Asia on the world stage since the late 20th century. Its sheer
economic scale may well give it a voice and a role, and Mahbubani makes this point clear

by comparing the East Asian economy with North American one. According to him,

As recently as 1960, Japan and East Asia together accounted for 4 percent of
world GNP, while the United States, Canada, and Mexico represented 37
percent. Today both groups have about the same share of the world's GNP
(some 24 percent each), but with more than half the world's economic growth
taking place in Asia in the 1990s, the economies of North America and Europe
will progressively become relatively smaller (Mahbubani 1995, 100 01).

As a matter of fact, recent financial crisis broke out initially from the U.S., and
subsequently we have been witnessing one of the worst economic depression. However,
China and other East Asian countries but Japan have shown a significant sign of steady or
rapid recovery, while the U.S., the European Union and Japan have not recovered any
economic vigor. This fact might speed up the power shift from the West to the Rest more
than we anticipated in the beginning of the twenty-first century. Therefore we might as
well entertain more optimistic prospect that the world order in the 21st century will be
formed in a more polycentric way. Of course such polycentrism based on strong powers
would not guarantee an automatic transition to the kind of multiculturalism advocated by
Parekh and Shohat and Stam. However, if polycentrism in the world order—although based

on superpowers—is to be restored and subsequently competition and divisions are to follow
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among plural civilizations and nations, then the influence of Eurocentrism will be weakened
to a considerable degree. If such a situation develops, then the space for experimenting and

launching polycentric multiculturalism in a more serious and effective way will be open to

civilizations and states.

< Strategies to Counter Various '—centrisms' >

Assimilative / Syncretic / Hybrid Deconstructive
. Reverse S
Integrative Strategy S S
poly-centrism?
Eurocentrism / civilizat_ion{ . . hybrid/syncretic multicultura_lism?
Westcentrism modernl_zatl_on/ isolationism modernization postmodernism?
westernization deconstruct
Eurocentric history
Korea/Vietnam-
Centrism; In defense of Everywhere is the
Little China Korea/Vietnam as | hybrid/syncretic .
Sinocentrism the Genuine culture center(poly-centrism)
(China as the China(civilization)
world)
The Chinese and
Little World the barbarians are

one and the same

liberal feminism;

counter-strategy

malecentrism suffrage Gynocentric F
(patriarchy)) movement; Radical F Androgynous F Postmodern F
gender equality
. Black .
Whitecentrism Integrationist . Power/Separatist/C . . Opposmo_n 0
) Movement(Martin - Multiculturalism? | Eurocentric
(racism) Luther King) ommunity historiography?
g Movement grapny
_ _ Labor Union Revolutionary Market Socialism Anarchism;
Bourgeoiscentrism | Movement Socialism; Communist Society
(capitalism,
classicism) (or Social Proletariat (or Social
Democracy) Dictatorship Democracy)
Marxistcentrism - .
(Feminism) . - Post-Marxism
as the Marxist F Radical F Socialist F (Postmodern F?)
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6) Etienne Balibar, "Ambiguous Universality", differences: A Journal of Feminist Cultural Studies 7(1995),
pp.50-51.

114




RTAIS 98t wol oM 48
Reconfiguring the Universal for Global History ~ Yong Woo KI

= Ho

1

R

i)

ok 1

Tl 6 ol Al ATAAARR] AP o7k ohlet old ATAL ofdl AL

A gt ZQ7EE sk dd Aotk

i

AR AZR ATFARAIAARE AL Aol digt Akl Edolth WA AL FH
AJaehs wsle W oohle} thE TRk 3A Q1A WAE skl o)F Aleld] diskE
A=eto] GARre QIAEA 5 sl dfieth P okof, ofZE|Fke] At QIAE
Atole] ZEE igke] AIEU) $F, us AFUES] A 1A WAl digt B Fol 11
o7} & Folks) FAle] 1712 Halste] WEHoR LA AZE AES dold 74
< d3 §HY W oot AT AAE AgssomA Izt 2kde] wAlel dist
MZe o124)S st} 9A7t T8 A% David Christian)o] 533 “2 AAKBig History)”
TZAEL9) AESHA} A<L(Edward O. Wilson)o] #AJ8t “2]S- oIAHDeep History)”2] A7
o] 1 thEAS oo]th10) FAJof| o]e} e« 72 AalH AYEL QIFALY 2}l
Atole] EFbER Fate] ARl S WROEN AARIAES] AR 5ol st
oh 3 A2 AFARAIARRE FROE A2 Bk 7Feds 2AAHA eI
th B2 AGFAANFYERIAE o]F HHS 7 A A7 ElAS ]l Fo]
Apdoltt, IAERTUSI EAE-ARIF| ] vl SlolA] oxl= 5T g 5207t
d BHES 7Este A A FHEATe] 2Edh 3R] Y ST Atk A
e ZA B = 1 i R 5 e = T G S = s ) il s

Hro
=t

it
f
¥

rRg o] W oA ol =2 (Theodor W. Adorno):= HHALY] 38X} FAlo] 71 HeA
of tisll Ak vk ok “RHEAR= FAE L Aok sty HAo| Holfld dh= o] &
of, 281 kor Wi =S A4 w o v AAIE FsE Algo] o} Qe XY

7) Jorn Risen, ed., Western Historical Thinking: An Intercultural Debate (New York: Berghahn Books,
2002); Georg G. lggers, Q. Edward Wang, Supriya Mukherjee, A Global History of Modern
Historiography (Harlow: Pearson/Longman, 2008).

8) ozt Sanjay Seth, "Historiography and Non-Western Pasts", Postcolonial Studies 11(2008), pp.139-144.

9) David Christian, Maps of Time: An Introduction to Big History (Berkeley: University of California Press,
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History in Context", Journal of World History 14(2003), pp.437-458.

10) Edward O. Wilson, In Search of Nature (Washington D.C.: Island Press, 1996) [H A1 -2 o, T2
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Deep History and the Brain (Berkeley: University of California Press, 2008).
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11) Theodor Adorno, Negative Dialectics, trans. E. B. Ashton (London: Routledge, 19901), p.320.

12) Antonio Y Vazquez-Arroyo, "Universal History Disavowed: On Critical Theory and Postcolonialism”,
Postcolonial Studies 11(2008), pp.451-478.

13) Jorn Rusen, "How to Overcome Ethnocentrism: Approaches to a Culture of Recognition by History in the
Twenty-First Century”, History and Theory 43(2004), pp.118-129.
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15) Mauro F. Guillén, "Is Globalization Civilizing, Destructive or Feeble? A Critique of Five Key Debates in
the Social Science Literature”, Annual Review of Sociology 27(2001), pp.235-260.

16) Bruce Mazlish, The New Global History (New York: Routledge, 2006); idem, The Idea of Humanity in a
Global Era (New York: Palgrave, 2009).

17) Fernando Coronil, "Towards a Critique of Globalcentrism: Speculations on Capitalism's Nature”, Public
Culture 12(2000), pp.351-374.
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20) Jurgen Osterhammel, Globalization, p.146.
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23) Dipesh Chakrabarty, "The Climate of History: Four Theses", Critical Inquiry 35(2009), pp.197-222; idem,
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24) Naomi Oreske, "The Scientific Consensus on Climate Change: How Do We Know We're Not Wrong?"
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25) Will Steffen, Paul J. Crutzen and John R. McNeill, “The Anthropocene: Are Humans Now Overwhelming
the Great Forces of Nature?”, Ambio 36(2007), pp.614-21.
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30) Ibid., p.216.

31) o7At] Laurent Dubois, A Colony of Citizens: Revolution and Slave Emancipation in the French
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33) Michel-Rolph Trouillot, Silencing Past: Power and the Production of History (Boston: Beacon Press,
1995).

34) Nick Nesbitt, “Troping Toussaint, Reading Revolution", p.22.

35) Susan Buck-Morss, Hegel, Haiti, and Universal History (Pittsburgh: University of Pittsburgh Press, 2009),
p. X. Idem, "Hegel and Haiti", Critical Inquiry 26(2000), pp. 821-865; Nick Nesbitt, “Troping Toussaint,
Reading Revolution”, pp.18-33.
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36) Anders Stephanson, "The Philosopher's Island”, New Left Review 61(2010), pp.197-210.
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37) Marnie Hughes-Warrington, "Coloring Universal History: Robert Benjamin Lewis's Light and Truth(1843)
and William Wells Brown's The Black Man(1863)", Journal of World History 20(2009), p.104.

38) Vazquez-Arroyo, "Universal History Disavowed", p.454.
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Reconfigunng the Universal for Global History

Yong Woo KIM

Ewha Womans Univ.

_ Challenges of Global History

For the historians of new global or world history, the theme of this conference —"Is
global history beyond Eurocentrism possible?” —may seem a bit out of place. This is
because new global/world history has the premise of overcoming Eurocentrism inherent in
the narrative of world history since the time of European Enlightenment, that is, to justify
the modifier "new.” However, many historians are still questioning the newness of new

global/world history, which is also the case in the history discipline of Korea.l)

Such a doubt has a wide spectrum, from the very realistic to the very theoretical. In the
former, the attitude is to point out the realistic limitations of historians' own capacity and
to dismiss the possibilities of new global/world history as a serious field of research.2) The
questions raised here is, can historians who treat the entire world as a single research
domain really exist? If so, how many languages must the historians master? And what kind
of skills are needed to decipher and interpret all these documents? In the latter, there exists

a deep skepticism about the epistemological possibilities of modern Europe's history

1) Ji-Hyung Cho, Sunjoo Kang, eds., New World History in a Global Era (Seoul: Hyean, 2008). This is the
first study tackles the issues by Korean historians.

2) Vinay Lal, "Unhitching the Disciplines: History and the Social Sciences in the New Millenium", Futures
34(2002), p.11.
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discipline.3) This view is that the history discipline institutionalized around the world today
is founded upon the understanding of the past, present, and future as emerged in a
particular region, Europe, during a particular period, the 19th century. From this
perspective, the universalization of European history discipline is merely the domination of
knowledge that takes place within the wave emitted by imperialistic hegemony. The more
urgent task, from this perspective, is to break down the Eurocentric epistemology by
restoring the diverse ways the past, present, and future are understood. Therefore, without a
fundamental reflection that historicizes the discipline of history itself, new global/world
history is no more than a different expression of globalized Eurocentrism. At worst, it is
"one of the twenty-first century's preeminent forms of colonizing knowledge"4) that can

give rise to "cultural genocide."s)

However, from a different position and perspective, such extreme responses to new
global/world history are paradoxically an indication of the importance of new global/world
history. For instance, as Ashis Nandy and others contend, “ahistoricity" which characterizes
the Indian people's awareness of the past becomes distinct through the contextualization of
and comparison with not only European historical understanding but also other regions'
awareness of the past. This is because there is a demand to properly recognize the various
ways the past is understood (not to mention that many people are paying attention to
them), and this situation confirms the reality that our lives are becoming more intimately
connected at the global level. The legitimacy of new global/world history is also anchored

on such a situation. To borrow the French philosopher Etienne Balibar's expression,

3) Ashis Nandy, "History's Forgotten Doubles”, History and Theory 34(1995), pp.44-66; Dipesh Chakrabarty,
Provincializing Europe: Postcolonial Thought and Historical Difference (Princeton: Princeton University
Press, 2000).

4) Vinay Lal, "Much Ado about Something: The New Malaise of World History”, Radical History Review 91
(2005), pp.129. See the critiques of Jerry H. Bentley, "Myths, Wagers, and Some Moral Implications of
World History", Journal of World History 16 (2005), pp.51-82 and Arif Dirlik, "History without a Center?
Reflections on Eurocentrism”, Eckhardt Fuchs, Benedikt Stuchtey, eds., Across Cultural Borders:
Historiography in Global Perspective (New York: Rowman & Littlefield, 2002), pp.276-279.

5) Vinay Lal, "Provincializing the West: World History from the Perspective of Indian History", in Benedikt
Stuchtey, Eckhardt Fuchs, eds., Writing World History 1800-2000 (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2003),
pp.289.
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because the world we live in has already obtained "real universality,” the problem is no
longer achieving "unity of the world" but “"transforming it from within."6) Thus, in the
face of "real universality,” which is better known as the concept of globalization, the
question posed to us historians is no longer about the legitimacy of new global/world
history but what direction this history shall take.

New global/world history is actually a productive challenge to the history discipline itself.
It not only helps to historicize the history discipline of Europe itself, but also expands the
epistemological range of the discipline by discovering diverse methods of understanding the
past and stimulates dialogue among them. Such examples include the attempt at broad
dialogue among the historical epistemologies of Europe, Asia, and Africa’) and the interest
in ways the past was understood by the natives of Australia and Americas.8) At the same
time, it not only opens up the possibilities of going beyond temporality traditionally
assumed in history, but it also leads to new understandings about the relationship between
humans and nature. The project of "Big History" as advocated by the historian David
Christian® or the prospect of "Deep History” as proposed by the biologist Edward O.
Wilson are the representative cases.l0) Such big and deep historical views question the
sharp division between the history of human beings and the history of nature. Also, new
global/world history encourages the historians to carefully measure the possibility of a new
universal history. To be sure, the credibility of universalism has received a serious blow

since imperialism, colonialism, and the Holocaust. In the face of critiques by

6) Etienne Balibar, "Ambiguous Universality", differences: A Journal of Feminist Cultural Studies 7(1995),
pp.50-51.

7) Jorn Risen, ed., Western Historical Thinking: An Intercultural Debate (New York: Berghahn Books,
2002); Georg G. lggers, Q. Edward Wang, Supriya Mukherjee, A Global History of Modern
Historiography (Harlow: Pearson/Longman, 2008).

8) For example, see Sanjay Seth, "Historiography and Non-Western Pasts", Postcolonial Studies 11(2008),
pp.139-144.

9) David Christian, Maps of Time: An Introduction to Big History (Berkeley: University of California Press,
2004); idem, This Fleeting World: A Short History of Humanity (Great Barrington: Berkshire Publishing,
2008); idem, "World History in Context”, Journal of World History 14(2003), pp.437-458.

10) Edward O. Wilson, In Search of Nature (Washington D.C.: Island Press, 1996); Daniel Lord Smail, On
Deep History and the Brain (Berkeley: University of California Press, 2008).
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postmodernism and postcolonialism, it is difficult to deny that speaking about the universal
may bring the suspicion of collusion with Eurocentrism. But because of this, should the

universal be thrown out?

In his Negative Dialectics, Adorno spoke about the dangers and at the sam time the
necessity of universal history:

Universal history must be construed and denied. After the catastrophes that have
happened, and in view of the catastrophes to come, it would be cynical to say
that a plan for a better world is manifested in history and unites it. Not to be
denied for that reason, however, is the unity that cements the discontinuous,
chaotically splintered moments and phases of history—the unity of the control
of nature, progressing to rule over men's inner nature.ll)

While related to the complex debate on the critique of Hegel's dialectics, Adorno's position,
which has been called "negative universal history,” can be read as a philosophical
expression of realistic concerns such as ‘how can we live together while recognizing our
differences.' 12) This is to ask, could there be a universal that does not melt away the
particulars? Could there be a universal that can actually highlight the values of the
particulars? Such a universal is urgently necessary for facing a planetary catastrophe which
can never be handled by a particular regime, let alone an individual. The new global/world
history is perhaps in the most advantageous position to engage with the possibility of such

a universal and universal history.

The task of overcoming Eurocentrism is inseparable from investigating the possibility of a
new universal history. This task is also about breaking the vicious circle of another
centrism occupying the space left behind by Eurocentrism, whether it is Asiacentrism,

Afrocentrism, Sinocentrism, or Koreacentrism. Eurocentrism is thus inseparable from both

11) Theodor Adorno, Negative Dialectics, trans. E. B. Ashton (London: Routledge, 19901), p. 320.

12) Antonio Y Vazquez-Arroyo, "Universal History Disavowed: On Critical Theory and Postcolonialism”,
Postcolonial Studies 11(2008), pp.451-478.

131




O|BRICH S K| FAHEA K23 =/ SHETH2 2010.4.23~24
Z Yo} A7ALE  Global History beyond Eurocentrism

ethnocentrism and the attempt at a new universal.13) This presentation begins by asking
how is a universal history that is beyond all centrisms including Eurocentrism possible.
Nowhere can an easy answer be found. Here, | try to begin to answer this question by

critically examining the few attempts that inform us of the return of universal history.14)

_ "New Global History" Project and Globalcentrism

It is difficult to deny that the relations among human beings today are becoming more
intimate and our dependency on each other ever increasing. Globalization is currently
widely used as a concept that best captures the changes taking place in human lives. But
the problem is that the reality captured by the concept of globalization and its evaluation
and prospect are not only different but also at times contradictory among scholars. One
sociologist has pointed out five issues surrounding globalization that show how much
globalization is an object of serious debate. They are not only "is globalization

convergent?" "does globalization weaken the power of the nation state?” and *is

globalization different from modernity?" but also "is globalization really happening?" 15)

The reason why New Global History (hereafter NGH), led by MIT intellectual historian
Bruce Mazlish, grabs our attention is above all the fact that the history of globalization is
its main research focus.16) Specifically, he affirmatively answers the five issues
aforementioned and emphasizes the universalising power of globalization itself. From his
perspective, NGH is no different from universal history that narrativizes the history of

13) Jorn Rusen, "How to Overcome Ethnocentrism: Approaches to a Culture of Recognition by History in the
Twenty-First Century”, History and Theory 43(2004), pp.118-129.

14) David Christian, "The Return of Universal History". | am grateful to David Christian for letting me cite
this unpublished article.

15) Mauro F. Guillén, "Is Globalization Civilizing, Destructive or Feeble? A Critique of Five Key Debates in
the Social Science Literature”, Annual Review of Sociology 27(2001), pp.235-260.

16) Bruce Mazlish, The New Global History (New York: Routledge, 2006); idem, The Idea of Humanity in a
Global Era (New York: Palgrave, 2009).
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globalization. The fact that the problem of Eurocentrism is not a central theme in the
NGH project can be understood in the same context. For him, the successful narratives of

NGH are the very overcoming of all centrisms including Eurocentrism.

Such a belief in the universalizing power of globalization is reflected in  Mazlish's
conceptualization of "Humanity" (with a capital H) not only as an idea but also as reality.
I think this position is almost tantamount to what Ferdinando Coronil termed as
"globalcentrism™.17) Of course, Mazlish recognizes that the interconnection of human lives
beyond the boundaries of family, clan, and the state has a long history and that the idea
of humanity based on such an interconnection has already emerged. But his interest is
focused on the globalization that has happened since the 1970s, or as early as the 1950s,
that have created Humanity. This is not unrelated to his designation of globalization since
this period as an era of "new globalization" and his assignment of historical research
theme as "new global history.” Also, his consideration of the UN, NGOs, and MNCs as
the main factors of "new globalization," and his urge to pay attention to their histories, can

be understood in the same vein.

From the perspective of Mazlish's NGH, globalization opens up the prospect of a new
global community made up of 1) a new sovereign of Humanity in place of the people
which have been locked up within the boundaries of the nation state, and 2) NGOs which
speak for Humanity in place of the parliament. Thus it is not a big surprise that he has
compared globalization with the French Revolution. Despite the fact that the French
Revolution depended on violence and “globalization revolution” mainly on economic and
technological means, both overthrew the existing power structure and opened up the road
for a new structure. Both tore down the existing barriers and went beyond existing
identities and boundaries in new ways. But the impact, influence, and depth of
"globalization revolution™ are beyond the French Revolution because most people on earth,

not just the people of a particular region, participated in it. If the French Revolution

17) Fernando Coronil, "Towards a Critique of Globalcentrism: Speculations on Capitalism's Nature”, Public
Culture 12(2000), pp.351-374.
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opened up the world of modernity in which the nation state is the subject, then the

globalization revolution is creating a world of Humanity.

Perhaps no one can deny the importance of globalization or argue against the urgent
necessity of approaching globalization historically.18) The problem is that in Mazlish's
interpretation of the past and future of globalization shows, whether willingly or not,
developmental or teleological inclinations. While he is critical of teleological historical
views and Eurocentrism, he sees the transition from modern period to the global epoch
from the perspective of progress, and he reveals a side that resembles Hegelianism when
he explains how the concept of humanity, born in Greece and Rome, developed into
Humanity today. Such a perspective attributes a higher morality on Humanity established
by globalization: "as we proceed toward a more universal society —a globalized society
whose interest is identified not with a particular regime or nation but with humanity —a

higher potential of morality is becoming a reality."19)

Mazlish's NGH project faces criticism from another aspect. First, can we label the so
called "new globalization” which began in the 1950s or 1970s as a revolution? For the
German historian Jurgen Osterhammel, the remarkable turning points in history are rather
the early modern period characterized by geographical discoveries, slave trade, and
ecological imperialism, or the "old" globalization of mid-19th century when the
industrialization of transportation and communication started. Also, he differs from
Mazlish's optimistic interpretation on the point that the human experience of 20th century
gave rise to global economic crises, wars, and the sense of immediate or gradual end of
the world.20) Furthermore, as the research of an anthropologist shows, the expansion of
movement and exchange started by globalization has, rather than creating a universal and

equitable global society, deepened global fracture by turning former national elites into

18) Jurgen Osterhammel and Niels P. Petersson, Globalization: A Short History, trans. Dona Geyer (Princeton:
Princeton University Press, 2005); Jerry H. Bentley, "Globalizing History and Historicizing Globalization",
Globalizations 1(2004), pp.69-81.

19) Mazlish, The New Global History, p.91.
20) Jurgen Osterhammel, Globalization, p.146.
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global elites; instead of overcoming the intolerant frame of the nation, it stimulates and

strengthens the fever of "deterritorialized nation" in a more global way.21)

Mazlish's interpretation of Humanity also leaves much room for criticism. He finds the
decisive cause in the emergence of Humanity in the enactment of law on “crimes against
humanity.” But not only this law but also the concept of humanity is vague. What kind of
crime shall be designated as committed against humanity? No one will disagree that the
Holocaust is such a crime, but how about the brutal acts committed by imperialism and
colonialism on native populations? Actually, in France, at the trial of Nazi collaborators
who helped to slaughter Jews, this problem caused a great conflict. Why is the act of
rounding up and transporting Jews to camps a clear crime against humanity, while the
French military government that tortured and killed Algerians is excluded from being tried
with such a crime? Although it is excessive to evaluate the prospect of universal history
pursued by NGH project as a "cunning of imperialist reason” dubbed by Pierre Bourdieu,
it is difficult to overcome the criticism that the NGH project is "globalcentrism™" that

overestimates universalizing effect of globalization.

_ Confronting Global Catastrophes

If Mazlish's globalization is a process of progress that opens up new era of universality,
then for those with a different position, the future of globalization is not too bright. In
"The Climate of History", the historian Dipesh Chakrabarty highlights that globalization is
a process of global warming.22) Heeding the warnings of natural scientists that the changes

in earth's environment could be the beginning of great disasters that can annihilate the

21) Aihwa Ong, Flexible Citizenship: The Cultural Logics of Transnationality (Durham: Duke University Press,
1999); idem, "Experiments with Freedom: Milieus of the Human", American Literary History 18(2006),
pp.229-244.

22) Dipesh Chakrabarty, "The Climate of History: Four Theses", Critical Inquiry 35(2009), pp.197-222; idem,
"The Public Life of History: An Argument out of India", Public Culture 20(2008), pp.143-168.

135




O|2fOIRICh S K| AR H23] <A ShErf2] 2010.4.23~24
AT o] AFAl2  Global History beyond Eurocentrism

THEATFIE W
whole humanity, he asks what the history discipline can do in the face of catastrophe. For
him, such a grand-scale crisis paradoxically enables the possibility of a species history, or
the history of homo sapiens, that can bring together the entire humanity. In this way,
Chakrabarty raises the question of universal history through an opposite direction from
Mazlish.

Another element that plays a critical role in Chakrabarty's point on the possibility of
universal history is the natural scientists' claim that the earth has entered a new geological
epoch. They make the claim that humanity has caused the serious environmental crisis of
global warming through, at least since the modern period, mass consumption of fossil fuel
and excessive accumulation of greenhouse gas from the industrial breeding of livestock. At
the same time, they emphasize that for the first time in history (and actively) human

beings have become "geological agents." One scientist writes:

There are so many of us cutting down so many trees and burning so many
billions of tons of fossil fuels that we have indeed become geological agents.
We have changed the chemistry of our atmosphere, causing sea level to rise,
ice to melt, and climate to change.23)

Such a geological change has accelerated since 1945. Paul J. Crutzen, the Nobel laureate
in chemistry, calls this new geological epoch opened up by humanity the "Anthropocene,”
in place of the Holocene that had lasted for the past 10,000-12,000 years.24) In a short
period of 200 years, humanity became a powerful natural force that has greatly shocked
the global environment. To be sure, ever since the dawn of humanity, human beings have
been biological agents, whether individually or collectively. The significance of human
beings as geological agents is much greater, however, because humanity could not have

become geological agents without population increase or technological advance to levels

23) Naomi Oreske, "The Scientific Consensus on Climate Change: How Do We Know We're Not Wrong?"
Joseph F. C. Dimento, Pamela Doughman, eds., Climate Change: What It Means for Us, Our Children,
and Our Grandchildren (Cambridge: MIT Press, 2007), p.93.

24) Will Steffen, Paul J. Crutzen and John R. McNeill, “The Anthropocene: Are Humans Now Overwhelming
the Great Forces of Nature?”, Ambio 36(2007), pp.614-21.
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that are threatening to earth. The significance of human beings as geological agents always
lies not at the individual but collective level, that is humanity.

The view of humanity as geological agents requires rethinking of entire epistemological
assumptions in understanding human history. As mentioned above, this is because humanity
as geological agents signifies that it has become a force similar to nature, which had
brought epochal changes to the environment of earth. Thus according to Chakrabarty, the
old epistemological tradition from Vico to Collingwood, which divides human history from
natural history, is losing its validity. For Chakrabarty, if the new epoch of Anthropocene,
opened up by humanity as geological agents, is a sign of great catastrophe, then what we
urgently need is an epistemological change in which, in agreement with the view of natural
scientists, we see humanity as one species among diverse organisms. Chakrabarty's support
of Wilson's emphasis on the necessity of "deep history" that overcomes the level of
"recorded history" can be seen in the same context. According to Wilson, "human behavior
is seen as the product not just of recorded history, ten thousand years recent, but of deep
history, the combined genetic and cultural changes that created humanity over hundreds of
thousands of years.”25) Hence, "deep history" is a necessary methodological approach for

the history of human species that understands human life in relation to other organisms.

What is interesting about Chakrabarty's argument is that it emphasizes the combination of
the history of homo sapiens with the critical history of capitalism from the postcolonial
approach. His point is that when these two perspectives are combined, the possibility of
"new universal history of humans” or "negative universal history" opens up. This is the
"universal arising from the sympathy toward catastrophe” and allows the consciousness of
"an us" or the consideration of "totality of humans,” which is different from Hegelian
universal that subsumes the particular. Similarly, while denying the myth of Eurocentric
universality that argues for a single global identity, such a new universal history makes a

"global approach to politics™ possible. Elsewhere, Chakrabarty sums up his view as such:

25) Wilson, In Search of Nature, pp. ix-X.
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[A new universal history] becomes part of a search for globally equitable forms
of extraction and distribution of natural elements that are absolutely necessary
for human existence.... the heritage of anticolonial struggles and of the
postcolonial struggles for democracy will stand us in good stead in fighting off
possible attempts by any particular dominant power to hijack future global
governance in their own parochial interests.26)

However, while agreeing with Chakrabarty's overall intention, it must be pointed out that
he is unclear about how his new universal history will look like in detail. The problem is
that human beings are not only geological agents but also political, economic, social,
cultural, and intellectual agents. Here, we must ask how we can create a universal history
while thinking about these various aspects of human life. Could it be that Chakrabarty is
unwittingly saying that only the history of homo sapiens narrativized from the perspective
of the geological agent can attain universality? If so, how can we combine the critical
history of colonialism and postcolonialism, stressed by Chakrabarty himself, with the
history of homo sapiens? In his claim of collapsing the epistemological divide between
humanities and natural sciences, from the ground of the geological agent, is he not
indirectly affirming the unilateral victory of the epistemology of natural sciences? Could
this not bring about the result of human history being merged or absorbed into natural

history?
Chakrabarty says the following:

Climate change is an unintended consequence of human actions and shows, only through
scientific analysis, the effect of our actions as species. Species may indeed be the name of
a placeholder for an emergent, new universal history of humans that flashes up in the

moment of the danger that is climate change.”27)

Does not such a statement rather deepen the doubt as he expressed it in the following?

26) Chakrabarty, "The Public Life of History*, p.168.
27) Chakrabarty, "The Climate of History", p.221.
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"[D]oes not the talk of species or mankind simply serve to hide the reality of capitalist
production and the logic of imperial—formal, informal, or machinic in a Deleuzian sense—
domination that it fosters?''28)

_ Universal History as a History of the Universal

The recent interest by historians on the Haitian Revolution is perhaps because, although the
anticolonial struggle of black slaves was ignited by the French Revolution, universal
emancipation was achieved by bringing the French Revolution to a logical conclusion as an
idea and practice.29) But when we consider the situation of Haiti today, the outcome of the
epochal events between 1791 and 1804 is not clearly found. The label of "the poorest
country in the Western hemisphere” propagated by the media seems enough to cover up
the significance of the events 200 years ago. Some may even say that it testifies to the
old assumption that if freedom is given too quickly to slaves who are not ready to enjoy
freedom, then only confusion will come. The bias of such an interpretation is easy to see

for anyone who is familiar with Haiti's history since the modern period.30)

However, here, our view on the Haitian Revolution is a bit different from the recent
trends. It is surely important to restore the long-unnoticed history of the Haitian
Revolution itself and to ask the significance of the independence and emancipation
achieved by the former slaves of Saint Domingue, one of the most profitable French
colonies at that time. However, just as important is to ask what context gave rise to the

universality the Haitian Revolution and at the same time, to ask why this context was

28) Ibid., p.216.

29) See Laurent Dubois, A Colony of Citizens: Revolution and Slave Emancipation in the French Caribbean,
1787-1804 (Chapel Hill: University of North Carolina Press, 2004); Nick Nesbitt, Universal Emancipation:
The Haitian Revolution and the Radical Enlightenment (Charlottesville and London: University of Virginia
Press, 2008); Nick Neshitt, "Alter-Rights: Haiti and the Singularization of Universal Human Rights,
1804-2004", International Journal of Francophone Studies 12(2009), pp.93-108.

30) Nick Nesbitt, “Troping Toussaint, Reading Revolution”, Research in African Literatures 35(2004), p.18.
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concealed to such an extent.3) Even without mentioning the global economic structure
that made slavery and slave trade possible, it is needless to say that the context that made

the Haitian Revolution possible was beyond any single national dimension.

The global context or more precisely, the translocal network of the Haitian Revolution is
not limited to the diverse backgrounds of agents who were directly involved in the
revolution, including those from France, Africa, many islands of the Carribean, the U.S., the
U.K, and Spain. What made the revolution possible was above all the network of active
discourse and practice related to universal human rights (such as freedom and equality) that
extended beyond national or regional boundaries. Through what Nick Nesbitt aptly calls the
"global human discursive community,” discourses about the universal human rights were
transferred, interchanged, and interpreted and practiced in different settings with different
emphasis.32) The universal potential of human rights, as elucidated in “"Déclaration des droits
de I'nomme et du citoyen" of 1789, was realized as a clearly expanded universality by
500,000 black slaves, across the Atlantic Ocean and across class, race and gender. This was
because these slaves were directly or indirectly participating in the network of translocal

discourse and practice despite the severe de-humanization of their condition.

Interestingly Hegel, who is considered the symbol of Eurocentric universalism, was also
deeply involved in such a network. As much as the black slaves of Haiti were interested
in Europe's Enlightenment and the French Revolution, many Europeans, (not only the
French, who were directly affected by it) were focused on the events in Haiti. A recent
study by Susan Buck-Morss shows not only that Hegel was deeply interested in the
Haitian Revolution but also that the Haitian Revolution was a direct inspiration for his
philosophy.33) Contrary to common knowledge, Hegel focused on the specific aspects of

changes during this period, including political, economic, social, and technological, and

31) Michel-Rolph Trouillot, Silencing Past: Power and the Production of History (Boston: Beacon Press,
1995).

32) Nick Nesbitt, “Troping Toussaint, Reading Revolution", p.22.

33) Susan Buck-Morss, Hegel, Haiti, and Universal History (Pittsburgh: University of Pittsburgh Press, 2009),
p. X. Idem, "Hegel and Haiti", Critical Inquiry 26(2000), pp. 821-865; Nick Nesbitt, “Troping Toussaint,
Reading Revolution”, pp.18-33.
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tried to reflect them in his philosophy. His interest in the Haitian Revolution can be
understood in the same context. The channel through which the young Hegel at Jena
learned about the Haitian Revolution was a journal called Minerva. According to
Buck-Morss's analysis, this political journal, founded by Johann Wilhelm von Archenholz,
had been providing detailed accounts of not only the French Revolution but also the
Haitian Revolution. In particular, from the fall of 1804 to the end of 1805, Minerva
devoted a total of 100 pages to the events taking place in Haiti as well as testimonials
and primary sources. Two years after its founding in 1794, Minerva was considered the
best political journal and had prominent readers such as Goethe, Schiller, Schelling,
Lafayette, and Friedrich Wilhelm the Third, the King of Prussia. Above all, Buck-Morss
points out that the origin of Hegel's master-slave dialectic —first mentioned in Philosophy
of Mind (1807), which says that the struggle to death between master and slave makes

world historical development possible —was the Haitian Revolution and not, say, Aristotle.

If Buck-Morss's claim is right, then why has this relationship between Hegle and the
Haitian Revolution been ignored for so long by Hegel scholars? This is perhaps because of
the appropriation of Hegel by Marxism, which interpreted the master-slave dialectic as a
metaphor unrelated to reality and that which tried to link it with class struggle. Also, this
is perhaps because of the Eurocentric worldview of later Hegel who, through writings like
Philosophy of History, marks Africa as a continent without history. To be certain, as
Buck-Morss remarks, the later Hegel did not hide his cultural racism, if not biological
racism, and his worldview played a decisive role in the construction and maintenance of
Eurocentrism for the next 200 years. Furthermore, Eurocentrism probably did not allow an
element like Haiti to enter into the thought system of Europe's philosophical giants like
Hegel. If such aspects of Hegel's philosophy has been concealed, then he himself has

become a victim of the very Eurocentrism that he helped to build.

Buck-Morss's interpretation of Hegel may be controversial.34) But what draws my attention

to Buck-Morss's work is that, in the relationship between Hegel and the Haitian

34) Anders Stephanson, "The Philosopher's Island”, New Left Review 61(2010), pp.197-210.
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Revolution, it traces the process by which ideas such as freedom were exchanged and the
meaning of the universality was in the state of constant making and remaking through
mutual interaction. At the same time, this process shows how the "global human discursive
network™ surrounding Enlightenment, French Revolution, and Haitian Revolution was
appropriated, hijacked, and buried in silence. I want to call such an approach toward the

universal as the ‘critical history of the network of the universal.'

Universal history can be defined in various ways. The best known definition is probably
this: a “comprehensive and perhaps also unified history of the known world or universe.”
But also, understanding it as a “history that illuminates truths, ideals, or principles that are
thought to belong to the whole world” is a category of universal history. From this
perspective, universal history is also the history of the universal. There is a danger of
serious distortion in promoting, from the present, universal history in the former sense.
This can, in a different way, open up a new road for Eurocentric universalism. In contrast,
universal history that is the history of the universal reveals to us that the universal itself is
not fixed but changing through interactions between various groups (at times, enemies) and
across time and space. Above all, such an understanding keeps alive the sense of critique
that prevents the hijacking or appropriation of the universal by a particular group. Also it

constantly urges the investigation of what is the universal.

In imagining the new universal, globalization has both dangers and possibilities. The
intimate connection among human beings beyond national and regional boundaries may
help in building a common consciousness in the face of various threats that can bring
destruction to the entire humanity. Similarly, as the slaves of Haiti had taken the formal
ideas of equality and freedom declared by the French Revolution, had abolished slavery,
and had expanded the meaning of equality and freedom to another dimension, the global
network among human beings can contribute toward the advancement and exchange of
universal values. However, the emphasis of universality attained by concealing the
inequalities and tensions between and inside nations cannot be free from the criticism that

this is another attempt to achieve Eurocentric hegemony in the name of globalization.
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1) David S. Landes, The Wealth and Poverty of Nations: Why Some Are So Rich and Some So Poor
(NewYork, 1998), quoting from p. xxi.

2) Samir Amin, Eurocentrism, trans. by Russell Moore (NewYork, 1989), quoting from p. ix.

3) James M. Blaut, The Colonizer’s Model of the World: Geographical Diffusionism and Eurocentric History
(NewYork, 1993), quoting from p.8.

4) Enrique Dussel, “Beyond Eurocentrism: The World-System and the Limits of Modernity,” in Frederic
Jameson and Masao Miyoshi, eds., The Cultures of Globalization (Durham, N.C., 1998), pp.3-31; and
“Europe, Modernity, and Eurocentrism,” Nepantla: Views from the South 1 (2000), pp.465-78.

5) Arif Dirlik, “Is There History after Eurocentrism? Globalism, Postcolonialism, and the Disavowal of
History,” in Arif Dirlik, Vinay Bahl, and Peter Gran, eds., History after the ThreeWorlds:
Post-Eurocentric Historiographies (Lanham, Md., 2000), pp.25-47 ; “History without a Center? Reflections
on Eurocentrism, in Eckhardt Fuchsand Benedikt Stuchtey, eds., Across Cultural Borders
Historiographyin Global Perspective (Lanham, Md., 2002), pp.47-84.
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6) Rajani Kannepalli Kanth, Against Eurocentrism: A Transcendent Critique of Modernist Science, Society,
and Morals (NewYork,2005), quoting from p.91 (emphasis in the original).

7) James M. Blaut, Eight Eurocentric Historians (New York, 2000).

8) Ali A Mazrui, “The Seven Biases of Eurocentrism: A Diagnostic Introduction,” in Rajani Kannepalli
Kanth, ed., The Challenge of Eurocentrism : Global Perspectives, Policy, and Prospects (NewYork, 2009),
pp. Xi-XX.

9) Peter Gran, Beyond Eurocentrism: A New View of Modern World History (Syracuse, N.Y., 1996), p.3.

10) Edward W. Said, Orientalism (New York, 1978); Martin Bernal, Black Athena: The Afroasiatic Roots of
Classical Civilization, vol.1 (New Brunswick, N.J., 1987); Prasenjit Duara, Rescuing History from the
Nation: Questioning Narratives of Modern China (Chicago, 1997); Dipesh Chakrabarty, Provincializing
Europe: Postcolonial Thought and Historical Difference (Princeton, 2000).
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11) Bernard Lewis, “The Roots of Muslim Rage,” The Atlantic Monthly 266 (September 1990, pp.47-60) ; and
Samuel P.Huntington, The Clash of Civilizations and the Remaking of World Order (New York, 1996).

12) Hendrik van Loon, The Story of Mankind (NewYork, 1921), with many later editions.

13) Marnie Hughes-Warrington, “Coloring Universal History: Robert Benjamin Lewis’s Light and Truth (1843)
and William Wells Brown’s The Black Man (1863),” Journal of World History 20 (2009) : 99-130.
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14) For a few recent examples from the Weberian tradition, see the following works: Landes, The Wealth and

Poverty of Nations; Douglass C. Northand Robert Paul Thomas, The Rise of the Western World: A New
Economic History (Cambridge,1973); Michael Mann, The Sources of Social Power, 2 vols. to date
(Cambridge, 1986-93); E. L. Jones, The European Miracle: Environments, Economies and Geopolitics in
the History of Europe and Asia, 3" ed. (Cambridge, 2003); and John M. Headley, The Europeanization of
the World: On the Origins of Human Rights and Democracy (Princeton, 2008). Examples from the
Marxist tradition include Immanuel Wallerstein, The Modern World-System, 3 vols. to date (NewYork,
1974-89); Eric R. Wolf, Europe and the People with out History (Berkeley, 1982); Alan K. Smith,
Creating a World Economy: Merchant Capital, Colonialism, and World Trade, 1400-1825 (Boulder, Colo.,
1991); and Giovanni Arrighi, The Long Twentieth Century (London, 1994).
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15) On European views of the larger world, see Michael P. Adas, Machines as the Measure of Men: Science,
Technology, and Ideologies of Western Dominance (Ithaca, N.Y., 1990); and Jirgen Oster hammel,
“’Peoples without History’ in British and German Historical Thought,” in Benedikt Stuchtey and Peter
Wende, eds., British and German Historiography, 1750-1950: Traditions, Perceptions, and Transfers
(Oxford, 2000), pp.265-87.
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16) R. Bin Wong, China Transformed: Historical Change and the Limits of European Experience (Ithaca,
N.Y., 1997).
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17) Jack Goody, The Theft of History (Cambridge, 2006).

18) Kenneth Pomeranz, The Great Divergence: China, Europe, and the Making of the Modern World Economy
(Princeton, 2000). For complementary analysesseealso Andre Gunder Frank, Re Orient: Global Economy in
the Asian Age (Berkeley, 1998); and Robert B. Marks, The Origins of the Modern World: A Global and
Ecological Narrative, 2" ed. (Lanham, Md., 2006).

19) P.H.H. Vries, “Are Coal and Colonies Really Crucial? Kenneth Pomeranz and the Great Divergence,”
Journal of World History 12 (2001) : 407-446.

20) 53] AVl =99 23 T shibe A HAde] Aexdd Fie e Zoiastolt) See Joel
Mokyr, “King Kong and Cold Fusion: Counterfactual Analysis and the History of Technology,” in Philip
E. Tetlock, Richard Ned Lebow, and Geoffrey Parker, eds., Unmaking the West:"What-If" Scenarios that
Rewrite World History (Ann Arbor, Mich., 2006), pp.277-322; and Jack Goldstone, Why Europe? The Rise
of the Westin World History, 1500-1850 (NewYork, 2008).
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21) Azar Gat, “The Return of Authoritarian Great Powers,” Foreign Affairs 86 (2007) : 59-69. For two highly
interesting discussions of recent views on world history in China, see Luo Xu, “Reconstructing World
History in the People’s Republic of China since the 1980s,” Journal of World History 18 (2007) : 325-50
; and Nicola Spakowski, “National Aspirations on a Global Stage : Concepts of World / Global History
in Contemporary China,” Journal of Global History 4 (2009) : 475-95.
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22) The most important statements are Chakrabarty, Provincializing Europe ; Dirlik, “Is There History after
Eurocentrism” ; and Dirlik, “History without a Center?”
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23) Dipesh Chakrabarty, “Postcoloniality and the Artifice of History: Who Speaks for ‘Indian’ Pasts?,”
Representations 37 (1992) : 1-26.

24) Chakrabarty, Provincializing Europe.
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25) Carol A. Breckenridge, Sheldon Pollock, Homi K. Bhabha, and Dipesh Chakrabaty, eds., Cosmopolitanism
(Durham, N.C., 2002).

26) Kwame Anthony Appiah, Cosmopolitanism : Ethics in a World of Strangers (New York, 2006).
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27) Amartya Sen, The Argumentative Indian: Writings on Indian History, Culture and Identity (NewYork,
2005). For a similar approach see Steven Muhlberger and Phil Paine, “Democracy’s Place in World
History,” Journal of World History 4 (1993) : 23-45.

28) Pekka H&méldinen, The Comanche Empire (New Haven, Conn., 2008).

29) Journal of World History 21:3 (2010), special issue on “Cosmopolitanism in World History,” forthcoming
in September 2010.
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The term Eurocentrism means different things to different people. To David S. Landes, it
represents a version of “truth” rather than a form of “goodthink.”) For Samir Amin,
however, it refers to “a recent mythological construction of the history of Europe and the
world” that coevolved with modern capitalism and that serves as an essential ideological
component legitimizing capitalism.2) James M. Blaut saw Eurocentrism not as an expression
of capitalism so much as “a label for all the beliefs that postulate past or present
superiority of Europeans over non-Europeans (and over minority people of non-European
descent)”—an ideology that justified imperialism and colonialism.3) Enrique Dussel
associated Eurocentrism more generally with the aggressively universalizing strain of
modernity known as European modernity.4) In several sophisticated essays, Arif Dirlik

criticized Eurocentrism as a legitimization of capital, power, and modernity all three.5)

1) David S. Landes, The Wealth and Poverty of Nations: Why Some Are So Rich and Some So Poor
(NewYork, 1998), quoting from p. xxi.

2) Samir Amin, Eurocentrism, trans. by Russell Moore (NewYork, 1989), quoting from p. ix.

3) James M. Blaut, The Colonizer’s Model of the World: Geographical Diffusionism and Eurocentric History
(NewYork, 1993), quoting from p.8.

4) Enrique Dussel, “Beyond Eurocentrism: The World-System and the Limits of Modernity,” in Frederic
Jameson and Masao Miyoshi, eds., The Cultures of Globalization (Durham, N.C., 1998), pp.3-31; and
“Europe, Modernity, and Eurocentrism,” Nepantla: Views from the South 1 (2000), pp.465-78.

5) Arif Dirlik, “Is There History after Eurocentrism? Globalism, Postcolonialism, and the Disavowal of
History,” in Arif Dirlik, Vinay Bahl, and Peter Gran, eds., History after the ThreeWorlds:
Post-Eurocentric Historiographies (Lanham, Md., 2000), pp.25-47 ; “History without a Center? Reflections
on Eurocentrism, in Eckhardt Fuchsand Benedikt Stuchtey, eds., Across Cultural Borders
Historiographyin Global Perspective (Lanham, Md., 2002), pp.47-84.

159




ORI W K| FAIH A X253 =H|EH=0]3] 2010.4.23 ~24
o]

FHFAF2 do] A FALE  Global History beyond Eurocentrism

Rajani Kannepalli Kanth raised the stakes yet higher: ““Eurocentrism, therefore, is none
other than the constellar paradigm of Euro-capitalism, in its rich contusion of allied,
conjunctural elements made up of capitalism, patriarchy (i.e., misogyny), misanthropy,
racism, colonialism, anthropocentrism, and recharged Christian ideology —or modernism, in
a word.”®) Except for those few who view it as a form of truth as opposed to an

expression of goodthink, Eurocentrism clearly has the capacity to cover a multitude of sins.

How many sins? Blaut counted four distinct kinds of Eurocentric theory that purported to
account for the development of modern Europe.”) Ali A. Mazrui went him three better by
describing seven forms of Eurocentric thinking.8) Peter Gran listed “at least nine features
of Eurocentrism” that were objectionable to social historians.9) Many other scholars have
attacked one or another expression of Eurocentrism, albeit without employing the term
itself: Edward W. Said, Martin Bernal, Prasenjit Duara, and Dipesh Chakrabarty, to name

only a few prominent examples.10)

The notion of Eurocentrism has become almost intractably diffuse, and it stands in some
danger of spinning totally out of control. Quite apart from serious scholarly discussions in
several distinct fields—and generally persuasive critiques on numerous grounds—the charge
of Eurocentrism has become in general usage a multipurpose term of abuse with little
specific significance. This is potentially quite dangerous because Eurocentric constructions
of the past have enormous and sometimes frightening power to shape the conception of

problems and the development of policy in the present. The “clash of civilizations” idea as

6) Rajani Kannepalli Kanth, Against Eurocentrism: A Transcendent Critique of Modernist Science, Society,
and Morals (NewYork,2005), quoting from p.91 (emphasis in the original).

7) James M. Blaut, Eight Eurocentric Historians (New York, 2000).

8) Ali A Mazrui, “The Seven Biases of Eurocentrism: A Diagnostic Introduction,” in Rajani Kannepalli
Kanth, ed., The Challenge of Eurocentrism : Global Perspectives, Policy, and Prospects (NewYork, 2009),
pp. Xi-XX.

9) Peter Gran, Beyond Eurocentrism: A New View of Modern World History (Syracuse, N.Y., 1996), p.3.

10) Edward W. Said, Orientalism (New York, 1978); Martin Bernal, Black Athena: The Afroasiatic Roots of
Classical Civilization, vol.1 (New Brunswick, N.J., 1987); Prasenjit Duara, Rescuing History from the
Nation: Questioning Narratives of Modern China (Chicago, 1997); Dipesh Chakrabarty, Provincializing
Europe: Postcolonial Thought and Historical Difference (Princeton, 2000).
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articulated by Bernard Lewis and Samuel P. Huntington is a particularly salient case in
point.11) Eurocentrism is an issue to take seriously.

In this presentation | would like to take an approach somewhat different from those of the
critics and theorists mentioned above who have linked Eurocentrism insightfully to
particular ideological positions. In an effort to bring focus to the effects of Eurocentrism
for the disciplined understanding of the past, | would like to explore three kinds of
Eurocentric thinking that have influenced historical scholarship-simple Eurocentrism,
ideological Eurocentrism, and structural Eurocentrism—and then propose some remedies for

the problems that have resulted.

At one time a variety of simple Eurocentrism was almost universal in professional
historical scholarship. To offer but a single example, Hendrik van Loon, sometime
professor of history at Cornell University and Antioch College, published The Story of
Mankind as a world history for children. Although he was a progressive thinker with
pacifist and universalist inclinations, van Loon restricted his book almost exclusively to
European history. Following a brief nod to Egypt, Mesopotamia, and the Hebrews, he
turned to the familiar narrative of Greece, Rome, medieval Europe, and modernity.

Muhammad, the Buddha, and Confucius merited five pages apiece (in that order).1?)

To some extent, this approach to world history reflected the state of professional historical
knowledge about the larger world before about 1950. Yet it would be too generous to
excuse this kind of Eurocentric history on the grounds that information about the world
beyond Europe was unavailable. As Marnie Hughes-Warrington has shown, amateur
historians were quite capable of developing information and writing world histories about

topics (like women) or lands (like Africa) that professional historians ignored..13) The

11) Bernard Lewis, “The Roots of Muslim Rage,” The Atlantic Monthly 266 (September 1990, pp.47-60) ; and
Samuel P.Huntington, The Clash of Civilizations and the Remaking of World Order (New York, 1996).

12) Hendrik van Loon, The Story of Mankind (NewYork, 1921), with many later editions.

13) Marnie Hughes-Warrington, “Coloring Universal History: Robert Benjamin Lewis’s Light and Truth (1843)
and William Wells Brown’s The Black Man (1863),” Journal of World History 20 (2009) : 99-130.
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inescapable fact is that professional historians did not care about the world beyond Europe.
Following Georg Wilhelm Friedrich Hegel, they considered Europe the site of genuine
historical development as distinct from the lands without history in the larger world. This
kind of Eurocentric conception stands on the foundation of willful ignorance —active
disinterest and refusal to engage the larger world—and it is accordingly simple to remedy
by taking the world beyond Europe seriously and developing reliable knowledge about its
past. Granting that area studies scholarship has manifested its own set of problems, there
can be no doubt that over the past half-century, area studies have built a library of
knowledge that renders this particular expression of Eurocentrism completely unacceptable.
Although it is simple to describe and simple to remedy, this form of Eurocentrism merits
attention precisely because it has largely disappeared. Eurocentrism is not destiny. Once
they have recognized Eurocentrism as a problem, scholars have been able to attack it and

devise better approaches to the global past.

More complex and more difficult to address is a deeper form of Eurocentric history that
draws its inspiration more from Max Weber and Karl Marx than from Hegel. Here | refer
to it as ideological Eurocentrism because even though it stood on a flimsy empirical
foundation, historians nevertheless took it as a persuasive framework for purposes of
explaining the world they saw in front of themselves. This form of Eurocentric history
rests on the assumption that European peoples, particularly those of the more northerly and
westerly regions, developed certain cultural preferences and manifested certain cultural traits
that favored European development in modern times. For most if not all scholars working
in the traditions of Weberian historical sociology and Marxist political economy, these
cultural preferences and traits had roots in the distant past. In any case, whether they made
their appearance early or late, European cultural preferences and traits supposedly conferred
enormous political, social, and economic advantages on European societies and enabled
them (and their offspring in North America and other settler colonies) to enjoy levels of

wealth, power, and influence that no others could match.

The list of cultural preferences and traits that supposedly conferred political, social, and
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economic advantages is long and impressive. The following are among the most important:

1. Limited and efficient government, which following the collapse of the western Roman
empire focused principally on middling-sized states, rather than self-indulgent oriental

despotisms like the massive agrarian empires of Asia.

2. Respect for contracts and the rule of law, which made economic investment safer and
more predictable, rather than a capricious and arbitrary approach that often happened to

favor the interests of despots.

3. Curiosity and willingness to take risks in hopes of economic reward, which encouraged
investment, invention, and innovation, rather than the rent-taking mentality that

supposedly prevailed in oriental despotisms.

4. Discipline and willingness to defer gratitude while engaging in hard work, which
increased productivity and fostered accumulation of wealth, rather than a preference for

immediate gratification by way of consumption in lands beyond Europe.

5. Organizational ability of a high order, which made it possible to found large trading
companies, joint-stock companies, and eventually corporations, rather than smaller family

firms that supposedly dominated in the larger world.

6. Abstract rationality, which made it possible to understand cause-and-effect relationships
and to create modern science, as opposed to purely practical approaches to the natural

world in other lands.

7. Late marriage ages and high rates of celibacy, which led to population controls, smaller
families, and increased per capita wealth, rather than early marriage ages and universal

marriage in societies beyond Europe.

8. Aggressiveness and a willingness to conquer distant lands and commandeer resources
through highly organized state and non-state agencies, rather than a less systematic,

plundering approach adopted by peoples of other lands.
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Although few if any scholars would subscribe to this entire list in the terms presented
here, arguments about these supposed cultural preferences and traits—and their supposed
inversions in societies beyond Europe—make frequent appearances in the writings of the

ideological Eurocentric historians.14)

Unlike the simple Eurocentrism mentioned earlier, this more complex, ideological version
rests on a foundation of knowledge about the world beyond Europe. Weber and his
followers explicitly based their analyses on comparative studies of Europe and other
societies, and those writing in the Marxist tradition have drawn more or less assiduously
on scholarship dealing with the larger world. Indeed, one of the reasons it is difficult to
refute this more complex, ideological Eurocentrism is precisely the fact that it seems to
stand on a solid foundation of reliable knowledge. For audiences in Europe and its
offshoots, this variety of Eurocentric thinking has the further advantage of offering a
comfortable view of history, which is both self-congratulatory and self-reinforcing because
of its popularity with the general public and particularly with political and economic elites

who view it as legitimizing European-style capitalist modernity.

At one historical moment —for three-quarters of a century, from about 1840 to 1914, which
of course was the era when both Marx and Weber were personally active-the more
complex form of Eurocentric thinking may well have seemed to offer a reasonably accurate
description of Europe and the larger world. During those years, Europe underwent a
stunning round of economic development and imperial expansion that allowed European

historians and social scientists to persuade themselves that they had discovered a royal road

14) For a few recent examples from the Weberian tradition, see the following works: Landes, The Wealth and
Poverty of Nations; Douglass C. Northand Robert Paul Thomas, The Rise of the Western World: A New
Economic History (Cambridge,1973); Michael Mann, The Sources of Social Power, 2 vols. to date
(Cambridge, 1986-93); E. L. Jones, The European Miracle: Environments, Economies and Geopolitics in
the History of Europe and Asia, 3" ed. (Cambridge, 2003); and John M. Headley, The Europeanization of
the World: On the Origins of Human Rights and Democracy (Princeton, 2008). Examples from the
Marxist tradition include Immanuel Wallerstein, The Modern World-System, 3 vols. to date (NewYork,
1974-89); Eric R. Wolf, Europe and the People with out History (Berkeley, 1982); Alan K. Smith,
Creating a World Economy: Merchant Capital, Colonialism, and World Trade, 1400-1825 (Boulder, Colo.,
1991); and Giovanni Arrighi, The Long Twentieth Century (London, 1994).
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to power and prosperity. In seeking to understand and explain why Europe had been so
fortunate, they identified cultural preferences and traits like those mentioned above, and
they systematically scorned peoples in the larger world who had not been clever enough to

organize similar societies.15)

Even though this variety of Eurocentric thinking was both powerful and alluring in Europe
and North America, it has become largely discredited over the past quarter-century. It no
doubt continues to influence popular thinking about world history, but serious scholars
today almost universally regard it as wishful ideology rather than respectable history or
social science. Their more critical perspectives are making their way into school curricula,

so it is likely that this particular kind of Eurocentric thinking will eventually wither away.

Three particular developments have contributed to the critique and indeed the dismantling
of this ideological Eurocentric vision. Most fundamental of the three has been the
construction of reliable knowledge about the world beyond Europe. Since World War I,
area studies scholarship has generated a vast library of knowledge about the world beyond
Europe, and even though some of it has limited value, it provides a massive body of
empirical information for the testing of theories about Europe and the larger world. As a
result, historians and other scholars have been able to compare Europe and other lands on
a deeper, broader, and sounder basis than Max Weber and his disciples in earlier times.
While area studies has generated useful knowledge, postmodern and postcolonial scholarship
has played a crucial critical role by drawing attention to debilitating epistemological and
conceptual problems that riddled Eurocentric scholarship. It is not necessary to accept all
the sometimes extreme, short-sighted, and unhelpful implications of postmodern and
postcolonial scholarship to recognize that it has identified serious flaws in more
conventional studies reflecting Eurocentric assumptions. Finally, while area studies enabled

a constructive critique, and while postmodern and postcolonial scholarship unleashed a

15) On European views of the larger world, see Michael P. Adas, Machines as the Measure of Men: Science,
Technology, and Ideologies of Western Dominance (Ithaca, N.Y., 1990); and Jirgen Oster hammel,
“’Peoples without History’ in British and German Historical Thought,” in Benedikt Stuchtey and Peter
Wende, eds., British and German Historiography, 1750-1950: Traditions, Perceptions, and Transfers
(Oxford, 2000), pp.265-87.
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powerful deconstructive critique, world history has emerged as an approach offering a
disciplined alternative to Eurocentric history. Conventional professional historical scholarship
inherited from the nineteenth century focused attention so intently on national states and
national communities that it did not enable effective historical analysis of interactions,
exchanges, and networks. World historians have made it clear, however, that European
development —the rise of the west—did not take place only in national or regional but also
in continental, hemispheric, oceanic, and global contexts. The combination of influences
from these three distinct, sometimes overlapping, and sometimes conflicting intellectual
projects —area studies, postmodern and postcolonial scholarship, and world history — make it
possible to envision sophisticated and reliable alternatives to inherited Eurocentric histories

standing on ideological grounds.

Building on these influences, at least two scholars have proposed more or less specific
methods for the analysis of relations between Europe and the larger world. R. Bin Wong
has called for reciprocal comparison, and Jack Goody has advanced the idea of a
comparative analytical grid. Wong objected, like many others, to the practice of subjecting
China to comparison against European standards and insisted that comparisons should go
the other way as well. If there is a question why China did not develop modern science,
the reciprocal question why Europe did not develop an ever-normal granary is also in
order.16) Goody took this idea a step further by suggesting the adoption of analytical grids
that would facilitate cross-cultural comparisons of multiple societies on specific
characteristics (such as the cultural preferences and traits that some have thought were
unique to European peoples). Goody did not deploy this method in a clear or systematic
way, but his proposal would indeed create a context in which it is possible to locate an
individual society and to compare multiple societies with respect to particular traits or

forms of organization.1?)

The best fruit of the new approaches, in my own view, is Kenneth Pomeranz’s work that

16) R. Bin Wong, China Transformed: Historical Change and the Limits of European Experience (Ithaca,
N.Y., 1997).

17) Jack Goody, The Theft of History (Cambridge, 2006).
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has created a new context for the understanding of the rise of the west. Pomeranz did not
overtly draw influence from postmodern and postcolonial scholarship, but he placed
Chinese area studies in productive conversation with scholarship on European history, and
he deftly deployed a comparative analysis in such a way as to highlight the contingency of
European development-all in global historical context.18) The result is a vision in which
Europe enjoyed certain organizational advantages over other lands—but suffered from
disadvantages in other respects—and benefited ultimately from unpredictable windfalls in the
form of readily available and inexpensive sources of energy as well as massive reservoirs
of natural resources in America. It is certainly true that the digging of coal, the conquest
of colonies, and the exploitation of resources all required hard work and investment on the
part of Europeans, but the result was an abundance of energy and natural resources that
launched Europe onto a path of steep development and provided Europe with clear material
advantages over other lands.1®) There is a great deal of work yet to do by way of
fleshing out the emerging alternative to inherited Eurocentric history, and there will
inevitably be surprises and revisions as scholars undertake empirical studies that explore
and test new global approaches.20) Meanwhile, though, as in the case of the earlier,
simplistic Eurocentric vision of the past, historians have been able to recognize problems
with ideological Eurocentrism arising from Weberian and Marxist scholarship, and they

have been able to devise much better alternatives.

One last point about the more complex variety of Eurocentrism: As historians well know,

the kinds of advantages that Europeans enjoyed are temporary. The founders of ideological

18) Kenneth Pomeranz, The Great Divergence: China, Europe, and the Making of the Modern World Economy
(Princeton, 2000). For complementary analysesseealso Andre Gunder Frank, Re Orient: Global Economy in
the Asian Age (Berkeley, 1998); and Robert B. Marks, The Origins of the Modern World: A Global and
Ecological Narrative, 2" ed. (Lanham, Md., 2006).

19) P.H.H. Vries, “Are Coal and Colonies Really Crucial? Kenneth Pomeranz and the Great Divergence,”
Journal of World History 12 (2001) : 407-446.

20) One particularly interesting focus of debate is modern science, which might have been a necessary
condition for European-style development. See Joel Mokyr, “King Kong and Cold Fusion: Counterfactual
Analysis and the History of Technology,” in Philip E. Tetlock, Richard Ned Lebow, and Geoffrey Parker,
eds., Unmaking the West:"What-If" Scenarios that Rewrite World History (Ann Arbor, Mich., 2006),
pp.277-322; and Jack Goldstone, Why Europe? The Rise of the Westin World History, 1500-1850
(NewYork, 2008).
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Eurocentrism looked on a world in which Europe was supreme, and they assumed that
European industrialization was the end of history. Global dominance of Europe and its
offshoots, particularly in North America, lasted about two centuries, but it was by no
means the end of history. The conditions that enabled Eurocentric visions are in full flux
today, as China, Korea, Vietnam, India, Russia, and even some parts of the global south
are undergoing rapid development. Thus it cannot be surprising that new models of
development have begun to emerge, and it is entirely predictable they will erode further
the assumptions that underwrote ideological Eurocentric thinking of the Weberian and

Marxist varieties.21)

In comparison with the varieties of Eurocentrism that | have called simple and ideological,
structural Eurocentrism is a deeper and more subtle problem that is accordingly trickier and
more difficult to remedy. By structural Eurocentrism | mean the structures of thought and
categories of analysis—all deriving from modern, capitalist, industrial, and imperial Europe -
that steer historians and other scholars to understand the world from a particular
perspective. Perhaps the two most prominent and persuasive scholars who have insisted that
this kind of structural Eurocentrism is a problem for historians are Dipesh Chakrabarty and
Arif Dirlik. In different but complementary ways, both have insisted that Eurocentrism is
not just a cultural predilection or a simple intellectual mistake, either of which might be
readily fixable once the problem is clear, but rather that it is an expression of European
modernity that might not be tractable short of the general dissolution of modernity.
Chakrabarty’s critique focuses on cultural and epistemological issues, while Dirlik’s analysis
deals mostly with economic and power relations. Thus, between the two of them, they
address a spectrum of features that characterize European modernity: the national state,
mechanical industry, capitalism, global empire, and the modern subject. Both Chakrabarty

and Dirlik associate Eurocentrism explicitly and particularly with professional historical

21) Azar Gat, “The Return of Authoritarian Great Powers,” Foreign Affairs 86 (2007) : 59-69. For two highly
interesting discussions of recent views on world history in China, see Luo Xu, “Reconstructing World
History in the People’s Republic of China since the 1980s,” Journal of World History 18 (2007) : 325-50
; and Nicola Spakowski, “National Aspirations on a Global Stage : Concepts of World / Global History
in Contemporary China,” Journal of Global History 4 (2009) : 475-95.
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scholarship —the distinctive brand of historical scholarship that emerged in the nineteenth
century as a companion to European modernity and that has since expanded its influence
to global proportions. Both entertain the idea that an end to Eurocentrism would entail the
dissolution of professional historical scholarship, but both also find some residual or even
redeeming value in historical scholarship. Both make powerful arguments and diagnose
serious problems, but my view is that they both also foreclose too quickly on the

possibility that professional historical scholarship is capable of improvement.22)

Dirlik is present at the conference to speak for himself, so I’ll focus here on Chakrabarty’s
analysis of Eurocentrism and historical scholarship. The starting point was his influential
article, “Postcoloniality and the Artifice of History: Who Speaks for Indian Pasts?,”
published in 1992, that articulated a distinctly pessimistic view of academic historical
scholarship and its potential to deal responsibly with the larger world. There Chakrabarty
argued that all academic, professional historical scholarship fundamentally addresses
European history and indeed cannot avoid European history, which he saw as the reference
point of professional historical scholarship, particularly because of its relentless focus on
the national state. “There is a peculiar way,” Chakrabarty said, “in which all ... other
histories tend to become variations on a master narrative that could be called ‘the history

of Europe.”” As a result, “so long as one operates within the discourse of ‘history’
produced at the institutional site of the university, it is not possible simply to walk out of
the deep collusion between ‘history’ and the modernizing narrative(s) of citizenship,
bourgeois public and private, and the nation state.” So history as an intellectual project

falls inevitably and completely within the orbit of European modernity.

Chakrabarty’s proposed solution to this problem was to “provincialize Europe.” In his
original article he did not indicate precisely what form this project might take, only
offering a few general guidelines, but he suggested that it would “write into the history of

modernity the ambivalences, the contradictions, the use of force, and the tragedies and

22) The most important statements are Chakrabarty, Provincializing Europe ; Dirlik, “Is There History after
Eurocentrism” ; and Dirlik, “History without a Center?”
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ironies that attend it.” He called for “a history that deliberately makes visible, within the
very structure of its narrative forms, its own repressive strategies and practices, the part it
plays in collusion with the narratives of citizenships in assimilating to the projects of the
modern state all other possibilities of human solidarity.” But he argued that it would be
impossible to provincialize Europe within the confines of the university, where Eurocentric
assumptions about the subject of history, the methods of historical analysis, and the
protocols of knowledge giving it meaning all would undermine any effort at
provincialization. He characterized the project as one arising from an inescapable “politics
of despair,” in that the project would entail the dissolution of history as we know it. Thus,
as Chakrabarty saw things in 1992, there was no realistic hope for academic historical

scholarship to reform itself and provincialize Europe.23)

On further reflection, Chakrabarty disavowed the politics of despair and undertook precisely
the project of provincializing Europe that he earlier considered hopeless. Chakrabarty’s way
of provincializing Europe was to sketch an alternative Bengali modernity that demonstrate
differed from European experience and resisted the efforts of European categories to
subsume it. Discussions of the modern subject, literary imagination, social practices, and
family ideals enabled him to argue powerfully that the liberal-rational mode of European
rationality is only one (provincial) way of organizing life. There are different modes of
reason, and there is a need to tell different stories of these different reasons rather than
permit one privileged mode of rationality to stand as critic and judge for all the diverse
ways of being human. Chakrabarty’s sketch of an alternative Bengali modernity clearly
suggests the possibility of provincializing Europe further through the elaboration of

additional alternative modernities.24)

Chakrabarty’s approach does not entirely liquidate structural Eurocentrism, but it certainly
dilutes it by decentering Europe and contextualizing European modernity. Two additional

approaches complement Chakrabarty’s project of provincializing Europe: systematic

23) Dipesh Chakrabarty, “Postcoloniality and the Artifice of History: Who Speaks for ‘Indian’ Pasts?,”
Representations 37 (1992) : 1-26.

24) Chakrabarty, Provincializing Europe.

170




CiYfeh RIS SGMet HEHS M2 S

Varieties of Eurocentric History and Some Remedies for the Problem Jerry H. BENTLEY

reflexivity and a new cosmopolitanism. Reflexivity has not been as prominent in historical
scholarship as in some other disciplines, but it transformed anthropology over the past
generation or so. By taking their own historical location into account and bearing in mind
their relationships with peoples of the larger world, historians and other scholars can
minimize if not entirely eliminate the interference of inherited assumptions, familiar

theories, and preconceived notions when studying the world beyond their own societies.

Meanwhile, the recent emergence of what | call a new cosmopolitanism builds
constructively on the more familiar practice of reflexivity by broadening categories and
opening doorways to fresh historical analyses. Where Chakrabarty challenged Eurocentrism
by focusing on the local, the new cosmopolitanism attacks Eurocentrism by focusing on
transregional and global issues in such a way that Europe is one member in a larger
constellation of alternative societies. This new cosmopolitanism does not limit itself to
inherited cosmopolitan conceptions of the Stoics, the Enlightenment, or Immanuel Kant- it
declines to foreclose on possible ways of thinking by accepting any predetermined
dimensions—and it explicitly rejects perverted characterizations of “rootless cosmopolitans”
that Hitler, Stalin, and others made into scapegoats in their respective bids for power. Its

effect is to provincialize Europe from global as well as local perspectives.

Three approaches in particular reflect the mentality or sensibility of the new
cosmopolitanism: a critical-postcolonial, a philosophical-ethical, and a fresh historical
approach. As deployed by postcolonial scholars, the new cosmopolitanism does not limit
itself to the understandings of the canonical European cosmopolitan thinkers, however
interesting or appealing they may be, but recognizes that there are many ways the world’s
peoples have understood and organized activity beyond local boundaries—a move that
allows it to become a critical cosmopolitanism. It recognizes further that cosmopolitanisms
have been the work of migrant workers, refugees, and women making their ways across

societies’ borders as well as global capitalists, power brokers, and cultural elites.?5) As

25) Carol A. Breckenridge, Sheldon Pollock, Homi K. Bhabha, and Dipesh Chakrabaty, eds., Cosmopolitanism
(Durham, N.C., 2002).
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developed by the philosopher Kwame Anthony Appiah, the new cosmopolitanism seeks to
engage constructively with that which is different rather than rejecting it or smothering it
with an imposed alternative.26) The postcolonial and philosophical expressions of the new
cosmopolitanism are very different intellectual projects, but both are suggestive for purposes

of constructing a post-Eurocentric historical scholarship.

Cosmopolitan thinking mediates between the claims of universal standards and the
particularities of local difference. In doing so, it has the potential to cast familiar received
ideas in new light. What forms might historical scholarship informed by the new
cosmopolitanism take? Without invoking the category of cosmopolitanism, Amartya Sen
clearly reflected its spirit in offering a remarkably cosmopolitan analysis of democracy —a
concept so deeply rooted in European and American political tradition that it might seem
resistant to discussion from broader perspectives. Yet Sen broadens the basis of
understanding by considering democracy not as a set of particular institutions or as
specific practices like periodic elections but rather as opportunities for public discussion,
influence, and participation in the making of decisions. Conceived in this way, it is clear
that a kind of democracy has had a place in the public life of south Asia for two
millennia and more.2?)  Similarly, in the hands of Pekka Hamaéladinen, the category of
empire escapes its usual boundaries and becomes an alternative concept that sometimes
resonates with more familiar notions but also diverges from them. In the form of the
Comanche empire, this alternative understanding entails analysis of geographical,
environmental, and biological as well as the more conventional political, social, and
economic issues, and it yields a dramatically different vision of the American southwest.28)
A forthcoming special issue of the Journal of World History will present a collection of
essays in which historians explores issues of “Cosmopolitanism in World History.” In

seeking to transpose issues of cosmopolitanism into historical terms, contributors to the

26) Kwame Anthony Appiah, Cosmopolitanism : Ethics in a World of Strangers (New York, 2006).

27) Amartya Sen, The Argumentative Indian: Writings on Indian History, Culture and Identity (New York,
2005). For a similar approach see Steven Muhlberger and Phil Paine, “Democracy’s Place in World
History,” Journal of World History 4 (1993) : 23-45.

28) Pekka H&méldinen, The Comanche Empire (New Haven, Conn., 2008).
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special issue explicitly invoke cosmopolitanism as an approach to the study of migrants,

refugees, subalterns, and diaspora communities as well as cultural elites.29)

Some will likely argue that there is no way around structural Eurocentrism, that the
entanglements of professional historical scholarship with the national state or the
contaminations it picks up from the atmosphere of global capitalism foredoom any project
to produce alternatives to Eurocentric history. No doubt most historians would agree that
there is no simple method or formula that is capable of purging Eurocentric assumptions
from historical scholarship. There is no Archimedean point from which historians can
explore the past, and there will always be a kind of Uncertainty Principle that clouds
historical knowledge.

My view, however, is that historians are capable of improving their craft. Prophecies that
Eurocentric conceptions will permanently hobble historical scholarship reflect a failure of
imagination. Just as physicists have been able to find practical ways of working around
Heisenberg’s Uncertainty Principle without denying its existence or its force, historians are
able to adopt practices that enable them at least to avoid the worst problems created by
structural Eurocentrism. Historians successfully overcame the limitations of the simple and
ideological varieties of Eurocentrism, and there is no reason to doubt that the approaches
discussed here will enable them to deal effectively also with structural Eurocentrism, even

if it is a much more challenging problem than the other varieties of Eurocentric thinking.

29) Journal of World History 21:3 (2010), special issue on “Cosmopolitanism in World History,” forthcoming
in September 2010.
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1) Roland Robertson, Globalization: Social Theory and Global Culture (Thousand Oaks, CA: Sage
Publications, 1994), pp.29-30

2) “AATA Aol th3 AF-S b3S ZF*. Bruce Mazlish, “Global History,” Theory, Culture, Society,
23:2-3(2006): 406-408. p.406.

3) Bruce Mazlish, “Comparing Global History to World History,” Journal of Interdisciplinary History,
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A Aol =gt A AAFAQD A k] o] AR AR oy ow|E 714
T == Flolth AFAP L E7] Q8 9718 AAE WA ZEojof dtke e gl
th A A AL el bR AlAl AAE AEE 5 ok AR 9A] T28A
Fetg el A% Bt ol gtk 3 AFAPRE AlAAPES RV R Q1T S
of 7125 & ALY HAP} Hi= oudt d417]HHd(groundedness)S Fetsiof sttt o]
i EFoldt FAAR] AMAS(EE, =7) AF, A, Ad)wre] opet 9] 4
Aol7h= Ees Yulsit). TAAAL 8tH(The Journal of World History), W PX] A} &R
(The Journal of Global History); S 413] A, AAALS} XA Fo|A B3] o]
g HolE ditta T GAE AlolelA & AfolE Folm o glvh Bak ofe} A
Aoj= o] F APt vluAl, 58] 2T HlwAbellA sk REEe] YEHAE
3l AREe= 720 Q4SS EFsl] FE vluskes A9 AT oW tEAE o
T Sltkd

|

O

PP Ale] sh= Qlat Ale] Sk A8 Wl SAE slecilsie] WAE Ak
A ek gs] WARA Qo] | Zolt F Althel A olelXel sheekelole
7o) olRl&=7]e 53} 98] Q= A BIIeh) wel, oAkg Ao EAEel
A7) R R oHERI)S] ARE AT, o] ASelis A EE A el
A2 A BT E Alole] Aold] g 74 EE Aol & Relc, A8} 14
AR i BAbel 1A% el ohlek Az elcke) ol A4, oldle=rA A
5o AAsH: Zolehd, 1 Ao sleithele Aeehs Ao mi g8E @] ol
oF & Wesk gk ol AAKRE APk Beel] v =4 2 oA sk o] A
Zo WU OfE AR Folol Selueh ATs] tE A 94 AFA
SERW ohlEt AR ASHE IR A Seld] “@ATAOI §ole] $

4) olo] thE == Ppatrick O’Brien, “Historiographical Traditions and Modern Imperatives for the
Restoration of Global History,” Journal of Global History, 1.1 (March2006): 3-39, pp.4-7. Al&ollA % %
235 O'Briens A2 A AL A5 AFEALY] Ao 7RIS Ao B, o= FHY AT
Tho] ofue} FREFARE AP T 27] QA ES ou|dith
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INE etk BE BROE A ATAR] Bl i olefdt TEE Aol
itk a4, TSl diak AlaNel Glof WAshe BB, olBlewr)A Hol7t A4 L
Stk oleld 4 A A4 MBA BN ARAoE §98 oliERs
AR, AR fel WA DEVE Sk nAes we wAlg ol Tl vigkels
O A8 9J20] Ao 53] 1Rl RS Holdt o AR dhet Az AT, 2
el AFBRE Rol AVIE S8, ANEY BASS e A S A A
w ATARKL ekl el Al S sl Bgthe AE sk aa AR
sh= Zo] geldelthe) Ax Aol Sl SAES AV 2 B A, 7 og
Aolgurks BA o B FEIS 2t shiel 718 59 ofe] MYEE wolo} i

g Aol AR Aole] i AR urk SRAQ E Alle] FEHE s
WET, o TEAIF BE 22 shpel weld el how EAS: ool ofd
bl viefEluE Bs) Bae kgl HAAT, ThIAel BAROZREE AREE 2
o] wigHa otk Ao Wk AN E B, AN ApAle] miEe] B vl
ni AR SRtk T SHOR, 7} ASis 2] ARle] AF] SAbY Qe Th
ke Ulelelng etk B oleld 48 WBeo] o etk AAE 4
FAPE 2UEEe BRI GRS e FUFATA dAte BARAA Holxn 9
e S, 088l ATAEMR TelT BRI BHolek BARe da
sl glowl ekslgitkints AR fAISAQ S2H o Gal EARED ALY @
AL AR AFAE Mg AESE 719 ABFE, Ao 1 oldel At ALY
2ehe e $EE Aol 5 gk olele SAblES 4
NS0 7189 AewA 19 WEAE S A fATAFIA0A) e A Be

5) SREAIE Mazlishel Z-2 A FAS] 248 3 2R AAAIES] “dA|FHQA” A& wix| s
WAool MAIALE Z]FAE 7S] abolE FEle AleE Euh 17F B £E9 o= Michael Adase]
“NEZE ATAE s AAAP ] g Agolth 2 A, p.3ss.

6) O’Brien, “Historiographical Traditions,” p. 4. ©]$]el’= Pamela K. Crossley, What is Global History?
(Cambridge, UK: Polity Press, 2008) % 53| 673 3. Crossleyi= “AlAZ73} “dAx| 4270 g0
E 22 guE ARgshed], AAbE Bbse 1Y vl AAEH o] SR stols o A
Aol “AXFA |} HH-E WPEA FHsHA HwETh

7) Zoi3te] disk 2L o5 AAME FZ. Mazlish, “Comparing Global to World History,” p.392; =3t
Jerry Bentley, “Myths, Wagers and Some Moral Implications of World History,” Journal of World
History, 16.1 (2005): pp.51-825 %=, Bentley= Mazlish®] o]&ollA o] Yolrf, ZujsiE ofyet 2o
A AAE YgEAEEY I SUidE SdsAT R EYEth
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AR AAARSE A TARE fr-2Tld BAAL S 15, 16A1715E 2AWE] gtk del
ol27|174Ae] HapAtel]l tigh il bl AT Folrh AR 553 A4S V)E

2 e R qlel] 7HRHE Ams A AEHolaL IAREYRA XS FEAE
AP EAE Bt FaA QAPE AR A2 da oI ASARETRES §
AL LE9HE Y es fAtelth AAARe FAI7E B “AlAs AlS 83 AAL
FRMI=E oA Hol AYEEA s, o]gA AYR A4S 25 ATl 4
goll o]23|t}8)
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A dWdS Folshs el Ak #é@olﬂlli HEE 71 Ltﬂ*éf’l Aghs AT

= AFU= sl 712 2 AA stelA FHstE AES HdE o

= ZdEddisith vz 1 duE f34 Siidel R olet

7P AAE B2 ool Aol Hglth BEAA Aakso] v diFehiA -l
ARG AN FEE HagEo]l oAl HAAN, T-lE metal olE v
2Ql- ofZlo] mkz W7} AT ZHidelEhaL - A9 FoHel SAolg- B4, =

2o A AR AAFEolaL FEfARl EdhelM nlstshs TThAQl =RIQL Aol ol

g gl el d ’\1 oM A7 FHAME 2] BHAME e, IAE TddF

WelE|E Qb 7Hrz Jlo] o2 o= Stk Jle njsder yesslop & Flojr} o

A= sk AAE 71508 9A 2 ]l FAsd 7] I d 5459 A

o} MR gE2A Ak BEU

ro
ok
off

X

el o
~N

i

2 >
tll

Mo

o

i

oX,

8) HAl =9+ &S FF. Hans-Peter Soder, “From Universal History to Globalism: What are and for
What Purposes Do We Study European lIdeas?” History of Europe an ldeas, #33(2007): 72-86; Pierre
Force, “Voltaire and the Necessity of Modern History,” Modern Intellectual History, 6.3 (2009): 457-484.

182




BSHss) MAIE J2(1 9AE | oflZZ 28
De-Centerings: Worlds and Histories ~ Arif DIRLIK

W)} B ol *WOW fREATele) i we A9 2ojg SelA LT E5
A o 5

3 Eotrh At FHSATFAE wiAlshk
= 2 Hapolrh eyt o] Hxe A4 g A Al
71Hbtﬂv}7} xﬂ 1% wfjwick H‘i Rl Etskal A9 sige] gl oW A4S oblst

o] oj@ | OW— & A7 e Aol ofejellx] o] il gk

-

AT A o) 5o WEARSE wd] fHFAH A ohiink olel@ Fel o)
= EQS A “dAPE BAES] FH0R AR walow AEgth 1 Beze 2
o] AT ATy A e £ %%JOJ At AAAR: L AA7E A o
2, 499 Bl 3 Ay Hoz ol {7 olgle] FMAAE O} o= WY
AR, mEP e SR Ak AXelE #HE el Ao dukeellth)
B fak2 2041719 AlAME, S oldldl FAoINR #A ZHE tiAIske] Al
Al 23} U ATRE A% vae 2407 s AAXESM s ey f9
FAF9) olel MPE F=2Ae) AARTE olAY dAHHOoR Ak BAE L 9
W], AARPE GHZNFAS WHE ol *‘0}%~ FoleAel g BAZE A
%9 7 ZEZl dd WHEA AASo] MyE Ty Q= Ao oA mEke o
o] ofyth L £ w7} Qg% E ety AAAES o E 1 Ak FES| okt
sh= Aolrk oledh EAIRE AFAR] SERAECAA H% Filo] TRuIkA] sk
Hl, 252 A7ske el s AR sk Zlo] offuhs Zle Al Al

AElEAe g Adrh A WA vl
of PP A, UL BEol F {IASS AA Ao S Tope) A

ZolSojgir}. 2T B oAl WA AAKPE . 4 AR Zolth AT
(Globality) & 319 ASIA7E F44 o3e Pu ojeld A9 el 2/iArael Asfolt,

WA oful 3 WA onlziE ushen, el FRAoRE G319 U 3}

9) Soder, “From Universal History to Globalism,” p.79.

183




e

A
I ERAEL R

TAATA H23| =R Eatis| 2010.4.23 ~24
e T T 01

ZAFAF2 Global History beyond Eurocentrism

Q9 AnEolgdrh Zow, o7l f1e daw o]
Adolch. elzgh Zoh £ vl J1Snd A% FEShs N0 2 49 B 2
shl, olelF BES Aol In SR 99 FHorien) O B e A

of 71¥& il 3lrk10

¢
03
r

#9974 2opdo) the WANYE avks d) 2R shSo] gAAPE AN ZeAE
FEAE mEvh ST T2 Anss 58 G5 AT 9T seln A AAE £
o RE 26 Q7ke) 2to] AT ARIS Hlgk AR AS Foth fred-oi
2088 (material life)o] A 78h= SAlS wIEst A4EEe] FRHQl o] W 4
ek o] AARE M 18009 olF H97 ulel ATEr dojtrta QA
#9 o)9olE FEA AL ol ofe] Alge] EART fdol 1 LR

L A
T oldl eI FHA IS 79 ele] Tad due dEHoR

ﬂ i
A4 Bk ok 2] Sohgroleks Aol elglAloR AguEn ol Tre ATEHe]
E mESel AgH9rks Zoltk §319 @S ARE LelAN f119) waye

ek Al @42 olsls] S g Eoﬁwi BeF gelulels Ao, oA of
WhE §UFATIAR HEPRe 2ol tld Bekd mRels|E A, fUF AT A}
el AL FRIALE F41 919 o] SAe] A A4 9 o 1 7
o A Ale] Jleldt vk AFE B W Zolek oleld FAAL FHoht ol
£0) 22, ol AAYR Jrjsise] AAlel Ak B WA HwA B FEsEg F9
g AL oled IHES SRHHOR B R S8, fide] ART, uETols) 33}
- Tkl e obAE $ele) 49 gRod BAllE AHn g AFE- & olgslel Al
2 AFES A3 20 B olololakd SALY ofnlE AH Best Gtk Zoldk

d

oleldt T o] ARl AREFA I TSIl Sl HRFF AR A8A
7, A oR olFA Sjge] AAdTE 1 A WAl FRAR AbE]l “GAR AR
S QIR AAG ser Al Jloluh ofet AR T AnE AELFH
Tl AEA7IE A, A vk T ARESA SidellM R Vs Edl sidst

10) W7k &71= Samir Amine AH&ZAQ1 Wk £ tigh 7Y S AEE AXE Az, &9 FA
A E T T ARElE e A A AR, Eja £ Sl 2 A aElA] g e a4
Sofl Hl7 FE-S 723tk Amin, Eurocentrism (New York: Monthly Review Press, 1989).
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= o] i} QIFE AA Avnw AP, FHow fHBNF} RRow

PSP Sl Aolth oleldt (M5 ARBISe] FRIRA A sl oa) ArFeld 1)
T o] ol 159 AAYNY HFS AT FFE F g e A

2 5 gl olefd He =09 tPge] A w4 aka ek TR A5l
Agu Wt Foli ofefalth ol ARIS] 18004 olFEE “HARI fHUUAE] F
bl 259 A, 3AA TR WAS Holde HAAS AYrks Holrhaw) ofefat
ASS S8eb7] S8 AXE 7P FRE AL SR ofel “Trhre W 22

dl, o122 W7t el stz Ale] WEeolZ 3= Eejof she WEtisdFelolth

O

o BARE fUEATlE Bl A3 14 thE R FAR(ET F4
&Y FAFINE B2 9] WAL o] F ol SR A&, #
wHoRA o5 Tr) 27l SYAR Al Aujsolgirht il Ae
A7) ek ARADL, oAl Tl Bslel 15 4w WAL Fa 2oy SO
5 Z0% TR, oleld 19 AA B o f9ETA
Rlo] Mol RE & G WMoHEUAT AEA Ao R R RE wao] FY
Folsirke ¢l 13} thE wph glnk olefat ol 1 f-
K| akgol, olelat SAE B3] 44 428 A A5AA R uxe] A9 9
T A19E BRA AA ARl BRI GEeld b Foeid oleld 719
& v e sl BEsel Suje) MEsvlel FU, 9% 74S AU v
T Sfe] A9 B AT B SR QY ol FYE ol MR
o, AR ol Qdlel FO ALY PHRAES AMASH: Hom HEHs Zold,
18t 4191 sto] AV 28 A Sol 2 AASE HEOd FBE AGE
£ JBAGENE ol5L Aol MERTR] FAZ Au M 5] AebA g
Irkd) Tejd EAG] A BAS J1gol @A e sk Byl AR
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11) o714 Wb wEels A 2 9SS 7Aa #7]H0gld v A4 Eelth. Andre Gunder
Frank, Re-Orient: Global Economy in the Asian Age (Berkeley, CA: University of California Press, 1998);
Kenneth Pomeranz, The Great Divergence: China, Europe, and the Making of the Modern World Economy
(Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press, 2001); Giovanni Arrighi, Takeshi Hamashita and Mark Selden,
The Resurgence of East Asia: 500, 150 and 50 Year Perspectives (NewYork: Routledge, 2003).

12) ole] tjgt H]#S o5& F3E. Richard Duschesne, “Between Sinocentrism and Eurocentrism: Debating
Andre Gunder Frank’s Re-Orient: Global Economy in the Asian Age, Science and Society, 65.4 (Winter
2001-2002): 428-463.

13) F7FEAA WSolt BYo e dry Jug thE A2 ATRE TS FE Willem van
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Aol Bz, ol FE Al m7F W ] Sl g AoAnt 1
d AQde gk ol @ (A=) Aol AFY] AR el dRE olEt AlellA,
AARE DA o]t “n]GA A1 (ahistorical historicism)” 2] $]lAdell 2dalA Hc,

8 AAARE B8 TFSAER The S dolFIE Stk =vksh £l ke aliAlst
of A9E7e] AEAES AvEE AL oY v 35 A7E TFesHl sk w29
oAz ety ThE 2AZ | W= 7 oA ukS 2= o)) s|FEu) wal 7t ,\}Q
(Ai=old ol 7)o EAF el 9 AES eksh= EAlo, 183 47 245 =4

ZF AbEl Y] aRE A HAZOA 2= glale] HE3tHog ARE “X]C’ﬂ//ﬂlﬁ](ecumene)”
oM & vk olgfdt MzolA Zb AlSl= AATA], thEA, A9F, (AtE)A -]
AL BT AHES e AoE T8 HE, 01315} el EAF FAEA
S W oofuel (A AR]E) oW SHo] (HHE ARSC]) te SHET U2Ael #ek o]E
Aoley|Hrk= APA AR dde dAE Z2A A %E‘r.l“r) Z} ARS|7F “ojabe] e
of A e ARS Adsty] flgt HA4Ee] @] Sl AR HAE st s A
gelelets, Tejst MARlo] 2 ARl oA uiRA] eaEA Zhe oulEEyA s
FAT = gtk oldle®7]7] SHE ojtlE27]4Ql Aoleh= olf=Z FAls| Rtk A
As] Aok sk i dolth AlAIAL A ol el AT A TS At
© A, 285 FRES A AHAE e dHoE e As Ao st

\1

o

o] 7ol glo] EAZL B A oA wHe] FAlolrh AP WEg £t

A2A WAL ANk BAZ Al e AR A7) ke
on, ole F welg 117%7} o, el AAAE e

7P5aA gtk ouloleh Ul Aol AXA ARE Tk AP 48, ol =

E
rSL' frore Y

A3
X0
o
N
3
oX,
o
¥ -

8 Aok Sk 3 Bt oot A Al e 58 AAE ekt
HE FET 5 Y 79 bl vlaf ol Al U AuskAl @ Zolck

Schendel, The Bengal Borderlands: Beyond State and Nation in South Asia (London: Anthem Press,
2005); James C. Scott, The Art of Not Being Governed: An Anarchist History of Upland Southeast Asia
(New Haven, CT: Yale University press, 2009).

14) For elaborations of these ideas, see, Arif Dirlik, “Revisioning Modernity: Modernity in Eurasian
Perspectives(forthcoming), and, Arif Dirlik, “Timespace, Social Space and the Question of Chinese
Culture,” Boundary 2, 35.1(2008): 1-22
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2  FRSRITRE etk TR AP o AR Ak 99
BAo] Qe A& ¢ & e, 11 olfiE Skt BEUel va a4, Ee
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QTR 218 o1dAQ) ol o] ohlet AV 1 FAAA Gz FelelA FoiAl 9l
A o) wEolek, Gateks o] ARE AAAY Aol WAS Fefshe 2 shl
Sahe e Brbsdlth oleld BA A QoIA% sz Teht ejable) 2
92, o7 eI dol, AL Folo] TP Folo] TFEA PAY FAE BK
97, &A0E WA o 2 E AU, ol “dArEks Fol7t FAX AR Bk 4
ok oS d] mhEoltk & EFY AANNN WAL e TE AARME WA
2E 9qng 4 ek
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HHQ FAEe] otk oleld FAES 1 GAAOR dFeks ARe o A
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AFE olnlehe o] oheks A, F <35 AAPEETL olsd AL <8I AL
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G2 oldsted, AAXR: AARITEA AAIE Adshs A2 78S AARElehs Ao
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Aol ojgle] H= A B AP e AR 22 oud o gl of3lo] ovlsh=
Al W AAAE 1S3 Sk, ST $R0 A9l 9% w2 UHEHER
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BP0 “joldel Topy ol BES ddsh vigE slelvlen F AR, 2
o) SEAQ) Herd e B i Fed AR oA A|gis, A1 2ol
S5l AAE AR AAE §519 BEow AT 98 FHANE TR 53
# Avp=oleh= A|Zjo] 130l

Zoidol 5521 Jido] H|, o dA o ow] glE 7 7HA o]zt Atk A WA= of
2] Aol Tl ou|E ZHA H= Zloth o]de] st HEe Ao Q) AFES
st Ak Sode SoiAel WAl 2 ofdel “dikdl ZudE
(alternative modernities)” ] Yo E TEUTHEAo] & Aed X Szt g2 33
Aoz o) ddatA AAEAY AFake ZhAdS oA FohF Q] WSAA G oz} of
O TS Tgo|® Stk Sro® & - o ). U] Atk F WA, )
dozAel Sl I AAE iAlshs &dE Atk AFekE Folido] wiadh AgeA
ool gt =XAR1l FEo] o] FojXIths AR ofelgURlE], o]Flo] Thsdiths At
AL (FasE 71EARl AYE Adstay) H Folo] FiA’l AR sk A 7t
A AHE EAlshE A3E RIth Rk o} 1 Foidolels AE JAoR 54
Aol AAATE Zlo] Thset AJAE SEAlEnh e olefeh AR e il
o] AakE AT FeE gula|k shetl, HlfrHeIEC] 2FelAFE :LﬂVé% o=
oA FolE= HHOEAL o}, B o]E59] FolE EdE FEW oY AHdE

ot HF oA ATl Fit

WS o EAS Ay, E A BEAEA ot ARAEI)E ST, 4
ABAZRE Helzg  go] U3 e fUMIFY JuFolgel ey
ARG AE 2AS FYRE olFa YTk Ao ATEH= BAl, 2o @)
JAFIIE Pk AuFeH 2oge) veow FHE Ak AFTY Al 34 W
AR & Rk ALY TAvks PR Fo| 2e ekslF I o, Al

"y
w2 ox &

15) <oide] Ak BiS dAdshs didlel 2dide oAb BF ko EdA Aok AL, AR
?7} A2 kel thgk AAIF QL W E| Bl AupA] k= Zlo] ohd o], AT dA Y] 2
95 vFolof & ot ok 2ol Ak wAs |49 Aol diside B2 =97t The
SHAANE, o7k v tFst AR sol S4ol B Myt tEA vk “ZHiFAFE” o digh v
e v2& FZ. Jerry H. Bentley, “Beyond Modernocentrism: Toward Fresh Visions of the Global
Past,” Victor H. Mair(ed), Contact and Exchange in the Ancient World (Honolulu, HI: University of
Hawai’l Press, 2006), pp.17-29.

189




e

x|
feEaToE Y

TAATA H23| =R Eatis| 2010.4.23 ~24
TTHEHS ™ 01

ZAFAF2 Global History beyond Eurocentrism

WS ARe Pl A7 FReb) Btk AsHom WE A FEe] AR B
Fol pgEIglon], ATaeR golh BARK: PE0] s A YRR v o
2, 5 AR Bl

ool e RS A GAAGAL ARSA At #d Fod o)t #3H A
Aol ke Fo StEo] WSk, of7]elle= At} 4njo A Ado] ¥
EAEAEEA EAEe] £gE olelHYASALE, FHM=e o] 2k At
A B 2o g2 =oolM dEH R FAEE, 53] T3 22 BARF
A ARl et el Siide She] RS ALlEIE AAAT]=H,
ek st ARREY A ARt VleA e Bt SHn F4A7
ok A2 el glo] Bl Aoy ek T dAAle AtEke] 54
BB qtor IAHWA WSS Atk o)Zlo] AA AAZE ddehs dde® Urhies
—oigel Aol

LR oA o] el Y A eI ASAOR Wi ol Sl o

W, 914 7Fsd oAbl Feh BAnkat Q%9 A GBL sel BE (R4 o) ABIE
98 ow HolEal A oA ohith RS DS ARl BAAANA B

7} Brkse 98 AT, A FARANE B 164719 AAA WAS A, F

7 PASY AT B Sl R RAolglth T F 2o ARFo g nEF
oIS e Yol AL Bfol T 52 Al BRI ool
T ARF g} vzl B Aol ATEWA, @Al fml=e $99h ARl
e 0 o B P g T

l‘l(‘ AL

)

I-ﬂ

Altiehs e, 1Rt olge] sk S A Rl

1=
239 AN Fol FelA ZAsks Zloltt, 15 AnE, Gxps

[e3
o
%
i
ofN
>
X
o
o
o

Gl

< st A A

Aol oL W SRelA Eaud, BN Si(e]r]o “BrE 59l o]
e Za ks el

16) ol2d &2 ATl WAFAA AAlE 2715E ddstst Zlolly] wiiel dAE AR
U= e AAjeA] o] EAe] i3] Aet <ke] =92 =zl ul 9tk Arif Dirlik, After the
Revolution: Waking to Global Capitalism (Hanover, NH: University Press of New England for Wesleyan
University Press, 1993).

190




BSHss) MAIE J2(1 9AE | oflZZ 28
De-Centerings: Worlds and Histories ~ Arif DIRLIK

m

< HARES AT shbe] WAL, AR WSt “IhSAFE” BlselA A S
ZAH T3S GARlA ofel mjHsl= Zleolth olFle] shte] el A 1
A= ZARC] Qe A otk 1™ A% s JtiolEkes AR slelA o] FolX
TR AlES B A 2 Ao, It tefd ARV e o R
wulo] A7pdstetAY e St o 2udE F shuE wtes 2e Adgsior
Zolt, k= The FelM 2t Al 7HA ez Az S gl

g o)7L HA3F o] UAS olg) 7ledt WAoo g FAE e T80

>

) A 2

& PR S049 A ) 0 AMAE 1ol 99 4 BAS FHa, ol

A B 5 9L ROl FebAob 2OE, frilo] FA0l © AuFeld 2uy w f4

by, dela dre) @ATH 2ohgolehis 2ol AR ol Ao wehai

NEE FFH0RE 209 B0e A 2t Anol ok $4 AEA Al

AGCKY F7, FRAIARE £ Bl 2% AIs A TSR 2509 o
NEAES WAL S GY Qo) 7P B AUAES ATAZ obre-fetilo}

Holw FEak Zolth T WA WAL gl AT AR Z oA
1 AE AdFeksd Nzow A8E AR B Zolt ZdA A

2

i
o121
1o 1o
ofk

|o
rd
=
2

17) Arif Dirlik, “Re-visioning Modernity in Eurasian Perspectives.” TtiAly} Zoi3te] @A Ao th3t =
o= AEkelalt) o] 7 7HAE Aol Sl R ot XL o] FelAe] W Hikel
E Atole] st AE AHEE Ao Ew FWSITE Sulste Sulge] 21E AESE o
otk W Azte| By} Fa3 542 Zdiglel] vk 2distE dFe] A Z-9)E 4 (path-dependent)
WA o R olsfetAbd, mhx] st @Eelxet nivA R, ZF 15571 oAbt dels FE
%ot o] Hy AsHor bkt 2dEs stk dE e, sl s
FE 3 HAY uiE olafistA EHH HTF 72AR] BAE QA Hed , olyg &
(FTHAARE 71e]) 2ol fele 2 #AY F2E FHse Y dWEE AxsA @
CDHiskE AEE olsfichs WAl B it @l SAoIUY vhd AAlR olsfishe F
k= AT ke vk GEES] EA otk

f =y =1 =2

s ow g B ) 272 BAREE JOR diAlsh Jlolth Sl Xehs
A7E = ol v 95 oJulehs S AAlEE, O 544 UL
oh o2 279 ATl kel A= “44&741 w9 o] Al o5 Atk
H50] ARl AWtstrl ThsskAl HeEH oleldh Ade] AR “Zoivh fFel 2
ofuzt v ZlojEtal BojE = lojof ok AFA] JdE A9 Fol niE ofr]eA Eﬂi
g, Zdighks 2s W ouleA e dA5-2l PE&%A Al712kaL g ejeke Zlo] tﬂﬂﬁol
2 Hol7] wiFoltt. o]|d Feag-=e] B e AASs} A glo] 5HT 4
FEH R Holle YA, FAT R Uro}ﬂ = eskeh olel wigh =oe v+ 2‘1. John
F. Richards, “Early Modern India and World History,” Journal of World History, 8.2 (1997): 197-209. See
also Ben Elman, et. al. in the round-table discussion on “pre-modernity,” 1IAS(International Institute for
Asian Studies-Leiden) Newsletter, No. 43 (Spring 2007): 5-12.

> o [‘2 o |
FE

rlo
flo o K
Y

PN

==

18)

o
N

F

Ml O O of Ty
5

)

[

>
w

¢

rulo orr 04 & oL

oo" >N Cox

191




ORI W K| FAIH A X253 =H|EH=0]3] 2010.4.23 ~24
o]

FHFAF2 do] A FALE  Global History beyond Eurocentrism

of @Al glol RmlEA ool WA FUA ABL ¥R S YA, A
F-UE ohYoE Wste] “RUAel 2 Awe el Tt Mz BAA A
ol sh= Zol Adstck Al WAl WA e A8 9 (WA

AAY) T BEH FUHES drshn, 3 aAg o g o] BEH FHEC] A3
v Ao 2opgel <8 F48 9%

olghz Aol

k)

olg FAEel sfdstaat sk A T AAE ATAste], AatHor AT
TEZE Eoimd of 289 AmEA Y] Zuide oldletl, F= WiE R s
o I F4ae T4 Ags AFske Zelth ofFAl TEshs A iAol i
ol54 olafE omdtth. TS WAER olFod AoR ofslehe A, 1elal AEA o
2 A ae] 54 7RG A, S AL AFEH AR Q] Akl dAlE
2 ool TS olsfske Alolth rhAel wiE oled A HIE ATEHE 5
wo] A, vhs st T AVRE olslishy] Sleide A B Eesiikal Al st
AR gt

A7 ool Zow HoE TUHe 1S ANTA ARoR AneAn shev),

T AN IS FAE olg QABW e 1 A% A9 FRe AdEe BT ug

S ow 7 o R RANE AR a7 2t Aotk 1AL FAF o, (1

23 SRR S WEAE AESe] AATHoR AvEs AL onjgt B2
7

]l FEE WA HSlvh o]yeh AEag-2> 20| Mgt B av)
|5 Frh19) ofefgt Ao Akgo] glo] FHJIE0]

R dl Qlol 1E50] 2 © 39 T3 9 F sl & ofE Ao R Ayshd, #
ASE olFolxl AoR ofeiE= 2> T4 glo] oY 5= Ad Zoiioln, o] <t
4L ol&d AP} mpAd FAx|Eo] ol 2-fErlo} 9] Al (Afro-Eurasian ecumene)’2kal
gk Ao Aol AA og] FEE yephth =3 o] 2 164171l vidE A

N
2
offt
>
=,
.

fjo o
)
o

b

Ot

19) frefrlels &A1= Qlo] =] AS7E 7 E FeAel ek =2 tha E. John Masson
Smith, “The Mongols and the Silk Road,” The Silk Road Newsletter, 1.1 (January 1983): 1-8.5=7}= John
Darwin, After Tamerlane: The Rise and Fall of Global Empires, 1400-2000 (London: Penguin Books,
2007) oA 53] 1388 =

192




BSHss) MAIE J2(1 9AE | oflZZ 28
De-Centerings: Worlds and Histories ~ Arif DIRLIK

Y loiFe FFel7A Motk oS olafsht olejd WAL Ut Fasks
F A5

el AAARL olal, (FstelMFEl Aol o]|27]71X]) 11 5% =
ol e FAE s Hok ol TS AMES el dHeE o
el 2 2L AR ofsfele Rmle S e SA Aleselth (A Side 2
Al 2 11 AAR ofslishe) T1efdk Az FHddsel o8 weeld Aow, 52 A
A TR AAES 2] BEARl SAEE st AAE wdlEl Arlskels
e 3 e lTetaa Aok A AE, ANFE F9l o] 5AT TR I
<= 18A71FH A73kE7] AR, 7 2iide AEdd vke 1 AgE T AR A
Aed o2 T e ThsdEs AR Aot

o 917 Zrhgel 2 AATH Gl BH, odd ARES AdMeE e o
Aolrk, o} %2 fAFATAT 2Ha] A8 19 T BRE Ak S 2
g g oAl el B8 AATA GE AR} Hgion] o] Yol ololeius
A, wamEels ngst gtk wee) o) AboR Bdst, BauEels
SOt AR R0 THHYIE Sk el A Aole] NEFA AL frel-
Zoigel WEHACEE Wavl) JBEe PAE Gest vkl Jed At A%
Aoz olsle 2rPde) A kel EFHE AUHS FA e 19 & 57 9
Sl A UET) AW AEROR Rl iold 2 i el
Holth, o UlbAel Bad SRS ek 2e Trb) A5Ee 24 o, 1
o1z ANEE T iRkEo] vh Ae] A, Teln Ad ARE fUHel (@Al
ek vl TPge] ATs] W, shiel FATe] Stk WESE AUA 9]
o],

20) A=) APgel digk =2o]x= the % Edmund Burke, Ill, “Islamic History as World History:
Marshall Hodgson,”The Venture of Islam,” International Journal of Middle East Studies, Vol. 10, No.2
(May 1979): 241-264.

193




O[ZIiRITHEI W K| A4 H23] =H SH=Tl2] 2010.4.23~24
FHFAF2 do] A FALE  Global History beyond Eurocentrism

Otrs4s

s AR =7Fsde dsa] flaiMzE ohdE Ak ThsdE AdelE w3tk @
71 2 f19] BRES AIsISiTE des S8l v o] =elA AR =2elM EAX
F 7 FAE skt dnk AR didelA e =AM e AAAL A, T1Ela A
o] g4lstel HE=A] b= wolehe Zlo] wAlZE T1AlofH:

WHEORAME AAAE o8] ARsles “AIAIZ WtEs Z"e etehet], ol 1 AL
e AR S91ea AAIE 1 ARIER o7k s guidth oA w7est £
== Wdlels gAY W (57 28 weoluls ZolA, witlE =7kl 2ol Fx
She MEhE) *Oﬂ dgstol Zh =7hel £ R 544 =

ARt A BHEshs S o ARRY e, WA
&8 Wstel= “AlAES #a s WSS oldfsky] fEl s ?’ﬁ] lU‘r. IEo R
AAARE AAIE Oﬂ?ﬁbtﬂ oA RE T35k Zlo] ofE}t AIAY BE SHES oldsk=H

-1m

o) Fat), olelat SRSl (Aol AL ohIE) AASA A
Pk o] 24959l us_% T AR Tk gate] weh teke ANEES Pt S

= A5 AgEel 8 28E HaEolth

o] BAR Y Aol gk ALY ATl Thepgelehs Ao 2 FRAS %
zaher] Qo] Wk Feaih AAE AT AAz Adssidels, teket Bl we) )
R L] %cgfa AFANE $5H ool dia) U7 Hlgehe ol f A
| 4 ol o R el s ﬂ@EE

it

o
o
o,

oN
B
_0|L
>
gl_,
_E
>
o
L
:_
(o,
i
i
X Ao
il
E
oy
>,
ig
o flr
R
{4
o
1o
—z

ks AFThE AS AuleiA= St Aﬂﬁloﬂ EH?L Xl?i}
(globalized)¥ 921, A7} By o]f-E= <lal], Tja A B} =2 xS 9

194




SaEe MAE J2( 9AE | ol 28
De-Centerings: Worlds and Histories ~ Arif DIRLIK

8 Ao, @, gEHQ e Fusken] ool BaH S g, o] Tela

AE4 7150l o ol Aui7t gleiy 2 Ak Zojgkal Al olfix= HA] X

AAE Aggd oz gadt Aol vusrd v Fao] o # =ejd Zlojuh g3
TE w88 HEE AR AARZAA IR 27EH) S He AL 1
AEE AAkst B4 F7tolth AAAE GA] FARSE BA 0 ARgEth dh=re] AAIAE} vl
o AAAEZRE, 71 S ofwl Ao Eufel] glo] gE = %ol =) Al
b TS AAE (M=Eh vEA AT S 9lE ElRlE, ol#fet atolE wiEd] A9
IAFeE GAReA ] Qe BEshr] fJgt Zinto] ofuek AEAQl o]fE st AU F 9

o} gkRlEo] AlAlel disl] & Hert Sl -2, nl=RlEe] dotok k= A9} HjwEd o
AL QL] AAFE7E =2} =77 obd o & A9 H9E o] =gE w4 d#dEs &

QA = gl Zoltk (Leld the MAAKEO] 2] ZhE) @l o2l Ao] ohe)
48491 Zo]e}21

AARE A8 BAES T30 AANE BT kg EeAlshs e 7|Qe,
5% uuFe] 453 E shie RUFYH JHOR Nsn AARE AelA Al
W R S loltk et #9508 WSl d ol 14 fYe i fEvls
29l o] ohjel, frel-ohgntel 4 Lol T @ W R FEe uEe) wpAE)
FlaA|, A7-2l(Global Modemity)®l ole] /14 FHE & 2@ 92 gtk
A S gk

e

A

fjo
i)
>

Sel TR B BAl9 tiRe] Al AAle] BHT FIH BEES A8 BT
2 wjHslof stk Tet HAFOT) ke &t odl (A9l Ztke] ok wAFo=
%ﬂﬂ B30 AIE PPV Sl TR ABE Ak ol AL w2

= X 171% 3 <17kl tleksl &=a] WAlS &
%ab aelE @%«-a— % 2 5 gl AoR Helth EF RAFE A Aol 2
A FRE 059 “olF A" & npFole] ok AT FYRA WolsolA %, ul

21) F 7HA-ehvE disd, st 2uh seAcl-F 7HA] &7k lth Mark Kurlansky, The Basgue
History of the World (Toronto: Vintage Canada, 1999); Nick Knight, Thinking About Asia: An Australian
Introduction to East and Southeast Asia (Adelaide: Crawford House Publishing, 2000). 3 WA o= A&
e Gy apaFe] AAAE AlFste dialel AAE vkaa gaF o8 Eojes Flojth Uiy
E]H.2lo] o Wb 2 e] AL A Al Fr]ETh

195




2010.4.23~24

3

20
o] A FAE  Global History beyond Eurocentrism

.

k=l
of

=

O|2OIRICh S K| AR A H23] =R

(e}
93T

o
1o
ofn
™
wﬁ

fite)
%O

0
ol
i

mm

fi%e)

A
=

L=

5

0|
i

T

= A3t

1_]_:‘

=]39)

ol Ayic,

=

.

t}
HE2 171 o

[0)

.

o

| .

A w3t A e

)

b
3

0|
i

e FAREQ i) Sdide ol

AL Sl 27

Rs

& Aetse 54

afal, 17

S

[0)

A A=

Eis

=

o]
o] AAe gk A A3

Alg o
95
o AR AR AR

o

F

ofi

oji

A}A
s
%O

O
oy
pl

196




2SIl MAZ 22|10 JAE | o= €8

De-Centerings: Worlds and Histories ~ Arif DIRLIK

De-Centenings: Worlds and Histones

Arif DIRIK

Univ. of Oregon

I will take up a number of questions below that | take to be crucial to a critical world
historiography. These are by no means the only questions world history raises as theory or
practice, but because they bear directly on its temporalities and spatialities, they call for
reflection on basic aspects of world-history writing that also link it to problems of history
in general. Confronting these issues, | suggest, may be helpful in thinking through and

evaluating some of the possibilities in the writing of world history.

My goal is both deconstructive and reconstructive: how questions of world history may
help deconstruct temporal and spatial assumptions in the writing of history, and how they
might at the same time point to alternative reconstructions of the past. Some of these
questions-fundamental questions of history-do not lend themselves to resolution. The
predicament suggests inevitably that world history, like all history, must be an open-ended
undertaking, valuable most importantly as method rather than as an ultimate spatial or
temporal referent for all history. Ideally speaking, the method demands attention to
translocal interactions in the making of all spaces from the local to the global (especially
the national), to motion in the creation of stable structures that in turn seek to guide and
contain the very motions that brought them into existence, generating further motions, and
human interactions in the ongoing making and remaking of the “world,” which generates
different histories out of different spatial and temporal horizons and experiences, calling
into question the possibility of a single world history(in the sense of a history of the
world, whether global or world-wide). It may be the supreme irony that world history as
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method calls into question the very possibility of the history that is its inspiration-a
totalizing history of the world, and in the process brings into relief the hegemonic
containment of the world that is the inevitable product of any such undertaking.

The first of my questions pertains to the distinction that has been drawn in recent years
between world and global history, which may be quite real but which also disguises the
common roots of both in Enlightenment universalism, at least as they are commonly
practiced. This leads to the second question, which takes up the persistent Eurocentrism of
world-history writing despite opening it up to different historical experiences. The
de-centering of history implied by the repudiation of Eurocentrism most fundamentally
raises the question of what it would take to narrativize the world in the absence of a
center-or, conversely, a recognition of a multiplicity of centers. The question also
underlines the problem of hegemony in history, which is not an exclusive characteristic of
Eurocentrism, but of all centrisms, a problem that is ignored in most critiques of
Eurocentrism. Third is the question of the coverage of world-history writing: its inclusions
and exclusions, and the organizational principles that guide choice. This is also where the
problems of world history appear most evidently as the problems of all history. A related
question, fourthly, arises from the conceptual gap between the “world” in “world history,”
and its referent in real life, the planetary entity described by that word. Is the “world” in
world history an abstraction, even if it is a necessary abstraction, that does little to explain
the many worlds of more localized spatialities, and the perceptions of the world they
shape. The relationship is comparable ideologically to the gap between the globe and the
actual spaces of globalization. The usage covers up what has been erased or marginalized,
not simply in the coverage of the world, but also in the erasure of alternative
conceptualizations of the world to those of the historian thinking and writing from a
contemporary perspective, which may afford a privileged vantage point on the past, but
may also substitute the historian’s reality for other realities, past and present. Last but not
least is the question of modernity, which in many ways is the source of all these other
questions. World historiography may be as old as the history of humanity, as people tried

to make sense of the worlds they inhabited and the social formations they created. But the
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questions of world history that bear directly on contemporary concerns arise from the
creation of one world out of the many worlds of the past(and the present, we might add),
the agencies and the structural interactions that went into its creation and continue to
dynamize its motions, and how to relate this modern condition to the pasts of which it is

at once a product and a source.

o_ World—History/Global History: What is the Difference?

The sociologist Roland Robertson observed some two decades ago that flourishing interest
in world history in the United States in the 1980s was a sign of intensifying consciousness
of globalization.)) An accumulation of evidence backs up his observation, including most
importantly the increasing frequency with which the terms “global” and “globalization”
have appeared in the titles of writings that claim world history inspiration or goal. It was
perhaps inevitable that as the term globalization lodged itself firmly in the consciousness of
US scholars in the 1990s, it would also generate calls for a Global History as distinct
from World History to trace in the past the genealogy of the new “global epoch,” to cite
one of its eloguent proponents.2) This, at any rate, is what has happened. And it has
enlisted adherents around the world as consciousness of globalization itself has been

globalized over the last decade or two.

The terminological squabble may be warranted to some extent. The distinction between an
earth-bound perspective and a global one is significant beyond what the advocates of
Global History have averred, as | will argue further below. However one might stretch
one’s vision to the horizon from the midst of an earth-bound landscape, the scope is

bound to fall short of “seeing “Spaceship Earth’” from a vantage point outside the planet.3)

1) Roland Robertson, Globalization: Social Theory and Global Culture (Thousand Oaks, CA: Sage
Publications, 1994), pp.29-30.

2) Bruce Mazlish, “Global History,” Theory, Culture, Society, 23:2-3(2006): 406-408. p.406 for the reference
to “globalepoch.”
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A holistic perspective on the globe is no doubt of crucial significance in discerning
patterns and structures of global relations which remain invisible in analysis that fails to go
beyond the limitations of everyday experience and earth-bound visions. It is also of
fundamental importance in the comprehension of the ecosphere, in the revelation with all
their commonalities and differences of the human and non-human societies that coexist on
a finite planet, and even in the humility it calls for in exposing humanity’s triviality
against the broader canvas of nature. These are of no little importance at a time when
global problems have made us acutely conscious of the possibility of natural disaster, and

the part human activity has played in bringing us to where we are.

It is another matter what difference this distinction makes in historical practice where the
view from outer space still needs to be verified through the tracking of evidence that is
very much earthbound in its motions. If the Global Historian can imagine the wholeness of
the world as it appears from outer space(assuming that historians do not have to be
astronauts before qualifying as Global Historians), there is no prima facie reason why the
World Historian cannot do the same. In another register, the Global Historian as much as
the World Historian needs to be mindful of the groundedness that is also the prerequisite
for a history that is grounded in human activity, the activity not just of abstract
collectivities(such as civilizations, nations, ethnicities, classes and genders) but activity in
the everyday pursuit of life. Indeed, a perusal of works in either category in periodicals
such as The Journal of World History and The Journal of Global History does not leave
the impression of significant differences between those who claim allegiance to one or the
other of these positions, or, indeed, how either of these positions differs from comparative
history, especially comparative history in its structural guise, that factors into comparison

the structuring of what is being compared by networks of human activity.4)

3) Bruce Mazlish, “Comparing Global History to World History,” Journal of Interdisciplinary History,
28.3(Winter 1998): 385-395, p.389. See also Mazlish’s etymological discussion of “world” and ‘“globe,”
with their divergent references to earth and space. Ibid.

4) See for a discussion Patrick O’Brien, “Historiographical Traditions and Modern Imperatives for the
Restoration of Global History,” Journal of Global History, 1.1(March 2006): 3-39, pp.4-7. As the title
indicates, O’Brien views contemporary global historiography as the heir to historiographical traditions (not
just in Europe) going back to the beginnings of history-writing from Herodotus to Sima Qian.
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It would be obscurantist of historians(and others) not to consider the relationship of what
they do to the dominant paradigms of their intellectual context. As the paradigms( the
self-images of the age) are inevitably entangled in ideological motions, articulating history
to the problems of the age also raises the question of ideology, in this case both with
reference to the renewed interest in world or global history, and claims to difference
between the two. To the extent that globalization is not merely a description of the world,
but represents also the reframing of political and ideological relationships in a new
paradigm, it is necessary to bear in mind the stakes involved in choices of paradigms in
history, which is apparent in the conflicts both over the relevance of world or global
history, as well as over the question of what may be the best way of doing it. The new
consciousness of globalization is apparent not just in the advocacy of Global History, but
also the appearance of the term “global” in the works of historians who self-identify with
World History.5) On the other hand, the common urge to relevance by no means rules out
empirical, as well as ideological differences in the re-interpretation of the past. It is the
source also of frequent slippage into institutionally sanctioned ideologies, politics and
fashions that privilege novelty over serious critical analysis. Rather than engage in
hair-splitting squabbles, it seems more reasonable from a critical perspective to recognize
that consciousness of globalization has triggered a renewed search for historical practice
that transcends the local(especially the national), *“variously labeled as world, universal or
global history,” that seeks to address ethical and epistemological questions thrown up by
the globalization of modernity.6) Competing visions of history are best viewed, in other
words, as variant tendencies within the same undertaking that have much more in common

than their claims to difference suggest.

It is also the case that the preoccupation with difference between “world history” and

5) Interestingly, to an uncompromising advocate of Global History such as Mazlish, the deployment of
“global” by World Historians appears as “obfuscation” of the differences between the two positions, a
charge he brings against Michael Adas for a reference to “a “new’ global or world history.” Ibid., p.388.

6) O’Brien, “Historiographical Traditions,” p.4. See also, Pamela K. Crossley, What is Global
History?(Cambridge, UK: Polity Press, 2008), especially Chapter 6. Crossley uses “world” and“ global”
interchangeably in the discussion, and suggests that Global History may be an impossible dream, which
leaves the reader guessing why “global” was chosen as the title of the volume.
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“global history” obscures what may be a more fundamental commonality between the two
in the search for an all-encompassing history that may be contained in a singular narrative,
albeit one of great complexity, and desirably without a visible teleology. There is no
standard narrative of world or global history, as evidenced by the proliferation of texts and
controversies. On the other hand, the author of each text no doubt also believes that s/he
has produced the narrative that is closest to some historical truth, which is the shared
conviction that matters. While arguments for world or global history have increasingly
sought to distance themselves from the teleology of a Eurocentric history informed by the
teleology of modernization, most accounts are still informed by the temporal(progress) and
spatial (globalization) teleologies of development, not to speak of a sense of ethical
obligation that is unmistakably, if not exclusively, Euro/American.”) Indeed, it would be
naive to think that there is no connection between contemporary efforts to write world and
global history, and advocacies of universal history going back to the European
Enlightenment, if not earlier, which are routinely invoked by practitioners of the genre as
antecedents for their own projects. The contradiction between the perceived necessity of a
non-Eurocentric world history, and the burden of Eurocentrism in which universal histories
had their origin, is a predicament that provides the subject for most conceptual and

methodological discussion.

Indeed, World History and Global History are but alternative contemporary expressions of
the Euromodern search for a universal history from the beginnings of European
colonization of the world from the 15"-16" centuries to the post-colonial and global
present. Initial efforts to contain the newly acquired knowledge within the framework of a
Christian narrative were ultimately challenged by Enlightenment thinkers who initiated the
search for a secular and cosmopolitan history that is the legacy of the present(although the
religious version has hardly disappeared). The subject of world history, “the world,”

changed along with the incorporation of an ever-expanding world within the Euro/American

7) For repudiations of modernization, see, Mazlish, “Comparing Global to World History,” p.392, and, Jerry
Bentley, “Myths, Wagers and Some Moral Implications of World History,” Journal of World History,
16.1(2005): 51-82. Bentley goes beyond Mazlish in his questioning of not just of modernization but of
modernity, or as he calls it, “modernocentrism.”
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consciousness, and the consciousness of those so incorporated, culminating presently with
the globalization of the world.8)

Until recently, Euromodernity as the destiny of humankind lent a principle of organization
that brought some coherence to the narrative of human development. Ironically, that
assumption has come under increased questioning with the globalization of that very
modernity, which has created global commonalities but also new heterogeneities that draw
upon pasts marginalized under the regime of Euromodernity. The reassertion of native
histories with voices recuperated from the hegemony of Euromodernity, but still very
modern-a defining feature of what | have called Global Modernity-challenges the
Euromodern account of the past on both historical and ethical grounds. Given this situation,
we need consider critically whether or not the crucial question presently may be the futility
of effort to contain the past in a single narrative, whether from the earth or from outer
space, which may not be much different from early Euromodern efforts to contain an

expanding world within the historical strictures of Christianity.

o_ After Eurocentrism

After half a century, the criticism of Eurocentrism in contemporary forms of knowledge
has become commonplace to the point of ritual tediousness. Taking Eurocentrism out of
history is obviously a foremost goal of all contemporary world historiography. But the goal
also ushers in a predicament that is addressed much less frequently, and when it is, usually
goes unanswered, with a good deal of agonizing: how to write history without a center? It

is some of the problems with answers to this question | would like to take up next.

Post-Enlightenment universal histories were not just Eurocentric. They usually took as their

8) For recent discussions, see, Hans-Peter Soder, “From Universal History to Globalism: What are and for
What Purposes Do We Study European lIdeas?” History of European ldeas, #33(2007): 72-86, and, Pierre
Force, “Voltaire and the Necessity of Modern History,” Modern Intellectual History, 6.3(2009): 457-484.
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teleological center the “present” of particular societies; France in the case of Voltaire, for
example, or Germany in Hegelian historiography. World history was itself literally the
product of centering(or even inventing) Europe by incorporating in history outsiders
European expansion brought into historical consciousness.®) The legacy was visible in
twentieth century world histories which substituted for those earlier centers Euromodernity,
of which the United States stood as the pinnacle through the early post-World War 1l
years. Given the intimate link historically between Eurocentrism in its various guises and
world history as genre, it is not very surprising that whether or not world history can
survive the repudiation of Eurocentrism should be the source of the most fundamental
conceptual and methodological questions of world historiography. Despite all the good
intentions, world histories have yet to overcome this legacy. The problem is even more
evident in the case of the advocates of global history who readily confess to the

difficulties of designing a history to suit their global perspectives.

Eurocentrism in my understanding has two interdependent senses. The first sense pertains
to modernity: that having invented modernity, Europeans have then gone on to transform
societies worldwide by drawing them within its orbit. It is with modernity that history
becomes truly world history. Globality is the logical and historical outcome of this process

in which European agency was to play a central part.

The second sense follows from this one: that modernity was the product ultimately of
processes internal to Europe, provided that is understood not in a narrowly geographical
but a cultural sense, a greater Europe that includes in addition to Greek and Roman
civilizations the Christian tradition that, ironically, originated in regions that for long served

as Europe’s orient.10)

9) Soder, “From Universal History to Globalism,” p.79.

10) Samir Amin to my knowledge has written the most trenchant critique of the autonomous development
idea by underlining the intensity of interactions between the variety of societies that constituted the
so-called Medieval Society, and what European modernity owed to others which was erased in modern
historiography. Amin, Eurocentrism(New York: Monthly Review Press,1989).
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The transformative effects of Euromodernity may not have been as profound as
mainstream scholarship once assumed, few would deny the reconfiguration of their lives
down to the everyday level under the impact of European expansion, primarily through
colonization. Be that as it may, the globalization of Euromodern material life has been
accompanied by radical ideological change in ways of knowing, including history. Most
world histories concede this for the period after 1800, denying the supremacy of Europe
among a number of contenders for power. This also justifies denial, if only tacitly, of
significant connection between Euromodernity and its past, except in some recognition of
“early modernity,” which itself has been globalized to apply to all peoples. The denial of
uniqueness to Europe by severing its present from its past obviates the need to look in
the past for clues to the present, presumably out of some anxiety about slipping back into
Eurocentrism, but also because of a recognition of the presence in that past of other
contenders for power and their contributions to the subsequent unfolding of history, which
were erased or marginalized in Eurocentric historiography. This consciousness has been
strengthened by the reemergence to power of these earlier alternative centers such as
China and India. The question is whether or not it is necessary to the effort to rescue
these other societies from historical oblivion in turn to erase the enormous historical
significance of Europe to remaking the world through the agencies of capitalism,
nationalism and science-which are still ongoing forces of our supposedly post-modern

present.

Indeed by assigning developmental trajectories to these societies in the making of capitalist
modernity, this revisionism raises a double predicament: rendering “historical capitalism”
that was a product of European history into the fate of humankind. This is apparent in the
measuring of the importance of these trajectories into capitalist modernity by the standards
that are derived from that very modernity, slipping in Eurocentrism by the back door. That
economic and political success in these societies might have signified another alternative
trajectory not to be confused with capitalism, until compelled to it by Euro/American
globalization, very rarely enters the discussion. More often than not the simple answer is

that they “fell back™ after 1800, when Europeans proved to be the only ones able to find
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solutions to the limitations of earlier economic and political organization.l?) The most
radical response to overcoming these complications is to take “modernity” out of history:

anti-modernocentrism which, as | noted above, we owe to Jerry Bentley.

The second predicament is to repudiate Eurocentrism only to fall back upon some other
centrism, be it Sino- or Islamo-centrism.12) In either case, these contenders to Europan
dominance were central powers(“world” powers of their own through early modernity,
seemed to be consigned to oblivion during two centuries of Euro/American domination, and
are now once again making a come-back, having assimilated modernity in their own
particular ways. This parallels the Eurocentric claim to autonomous development,
assimilating what comes from the outside, but in the final analysis drawing the force of
development from within. This organization of historical change is itself a product of
Euromodernity, particularly in the nationalist invention of origins in the remotest past that
is projected onto the histories of civilizations as well-as if they were governed by the same
strict delineations of borders and the enforced cultural regulation of the modern
nation-state. Regardless of shifting around of centers, history is still organized in this
scheme around theunits of an earlier historiography. What disappears from view in this
approach are the many translocal interactions that produced these entities of the past, and
have never quite disappeared even under the regulatory regime of the nation-state.l3) The
deconstructive implications of too much attention to such transactions are recognized in
national and civilizational historiographies if only in their incorporation into the teleology

of the nation or civilization. To the extent that these formations also provide the units of

11) | have in mind here the influential and provocative works, Andre Gunder Frank, Re-Orient: Global
Economy in the Asian Age(Berkeley, CA: University of California Press, 1998), Kenneth Pomeranz, The
Great Divergence: China, Europe, and the Making of the Modern World Economy(Princeton, NJ: Princeton
University Press, 2001), and, Giovanni Arrighi, Takeshi Hamashita and Mark Selden, The Resurgence of
East Asia: 500, 150 and 50 Year Perspectives(New York: Routledge, 2003).

12) For a critique, see, Richard Duschesne, “Between Sinocentrism and Eurocentrism: Debating Andre Gunder
Frank’s Re-Orient: Global Economy in the Asian Age, Science and Society, 65.4(Winter 2001-2002),
428-463

13) For two recent studies of societies willfully deviant from state-centered nations or civilizations, see,
Willem van Schendel, The Bengal Borderlands: Beyond State and Nation in South Asia(London: Anthem
Press, 2005), and, James C. Scott, The Art of Not Being Governed: An Anarchist History of Upland
Southeast Asia(New Haven, CT: Yale University Press, 2009).
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world historiography, world history, too, becomes vulnerable to this *ahistorical

historicism.”

World history, of course, also opens the way to other possibilities. Deconstructing the
legacies of nations and civilizations by drawing attention to translocal interactions also
opens up other kinds of spaces to consideration, that enable moving away from
Eurocentrism without falling back upon some other centrism, and the unique elements of
societies(whether powers or not) while also recognizing the sources of these elements not
in isolated historical teleologies but in overdetermined *“ecumenes.” Each society then
represents a particular product of interactions between the global, the continental, the
regional and the local, without denying the existence of such things or privileging some
aspects over others which is an empirical question, not a theoretical one.l4) Recognition
that societies construct their pasts to provide teleologies for where they are at “the end of
history” does not negate the ideological force these constructs exert as integral elements
of consciousness. The ideological must be critically examined, rather than dismissed for
being ideological. This requires that world historiography needs to come to terms with the
identity claims of various centrisms without, however, rendering them into organizing

principles of history.

The question in this case, too, is a question of perspective. World history sets itself the
task of offering a holistic view of the past that overcomes the biases of nations and
civilizations. But is it possible that world history itself is subject to different perspectives,
which would mean that we can only have world histories, not a world history. It is my
sense that “global history” that claims omniscience may find this problem more difficult to
deal with than earth-bound world history which at least in theory can accommodate

diversity even in a unified outlook on the globe.

14) For elaborations of these ideas, see, Arif Dirlik, “Revisioning Modernity: Modernity in Eurasian
Perspectives(forthcoming), and, Arif Dirlik, “Timespace, Social Space and the Question of Chinese
Culture,” boundary 2, 35.1(2008): 1-22.
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o_ What Is the World In World History?

The third and fourth questions can be combined under one heading. The one question is
empirical, that pertains to all history, even if world history presents important problems of
its own. The other is more theoretical, and involves the dynamics of space and time in

conceptualizations of the past.

I will not belabor the first question. All history presents us with the problem of choice. It
is theoretically impossible for even the most local of histories to be all-inclusive in its
coverage. The illusion of comprehensiveness owes to the centering of history, and covering
all possible aspects of the formation of the center, which then suggests that only those
things that are not sufficiently relevant have been left out. The habit in historical writing is
to center history around the nation or civilization as if that is the perspective that sufficed
to understand the past. The practice is not only spatially prejudiced from a world or global
historical perspective, it is even more noteworthy for suppressing and marginalizing the
local. It is problematic even from within its own historical domain, as changing
conceptions or self-conceptions of the nation or the civilization require re-writing the past

to accommodate the present.

Historians make choices, and the choices they make have not only academic but also
ideological implications, in both an intellectual and an ethical sense. The historian by
definition cannot include everything of the past not only for ideological reasons because
the past is not available to us in its totality. It is impossible for history not to distort the
past by taking the part for the whole. This is the case with world history as well. But
beyond professional empirical and ideological concerns, world history faces perhaps even
more significant pedagogical and ethical concerns about what is included and what is left
out, as the term “world” suggests promise of the totality of humanity. To be left out of

one may be to be left out of the other.

This leads to the second aspect of the question, the historiographical and conceptual
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problems presented by the term, “world,” which may most economically be captured by the
question, “whose world?”  Historians long have recognized that the “world” is not just
what is on the earth, or a globe seen from the moon, but a product of historical
experiences which shape the spatiality and the temporality associated with the term: “the
Chinese World,” “the Islamic World,” “the Greek World,” “The Navajo World,” *“the
Mediterranean World, and so on and so forth. That the earth viewed from the moon has
made for a new, globalized, consciousness overlooks the fact that even in our day, not to
speak of the many pasts of many peoples, most people still live with very limited visions
of the world-which may be understood generically as “the world that matters.” Ignorance
of the world at large is not just a matter of not knowing, but also of not caring. The

“world” may be give, it is also constructed in accordance with life-needs.

If world history is to escape ideological limitation, it needs in its very structure to account
for different conceptions of the world, and their historical consequences. To be meaningful
to diverse constituencies, and fulfill its promise, world history needs to be historiographical,
historicizing its own project of representing the world. Positivism, conjoined to the desire
for an inclusive universal history, is likely to slip back into the centrisms of the past. The
same goes for the urge to organize the world along assumptions of power or cultural
accomplishment, which themselves are informed by the measures of one world-view among
others. But relativism itself suggests that it may be impossible to grasp the workings of
one society with the mindset of another, which may negate the very assumptions of world
history. The inescapable question here is: Is a de-centered world history possible? The
absence of a historical center is also the lack of a center to the narrative. Does the
proliferation of centers, or their disappearance, which may mean the same thing, suggest
that world history, if it is to be true to its goals, can represent the world best as a
catalogue-an encyclopedia, if you like, rather than as a narrative informed by some or

another sense of causation?
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o_ What to do with Modernity?

The global victory of capitalism(globalization)has been accompanied by cultural revivals
that serve as the basis for claims to “multiple modernities.” The term “multiple
modernities”(or its equivalent, “alternative modernities”)is used most commonly to refer to
the present and the future, but the idea of fundamental diversity in modernity also has
raised important questions about the past; namely, that modernity may be viewed as a
European product which then spread out from Europe to conquer the world, remaking the
world in the image of Europe.

The proliferation of modernities raises two questions of significance ideologically. First is
the resignification of traditions. From a cause of backwardness in an earlier modernization
discourse they have turned in a globalized modernity into a source of modern national
identity-as well as of “alternative modernities.” The globalization of modernity, secondly,
has called modernity as concept into question. There is an irony to the fact that modernity
globalized has turned into a site for competing claims on the modern, which calls into
question not only the possibility of defining the modern(except in a narrow technological
sense)but even of centering it historically in any one location. The new situation
nevertheless calls for a reconsideration of the history of modernity, not just as the
assimilation by non-Europeans of a set of practices introduced from the outside, but as the
emergence of practices the production of which required the participation of many.

Despite challenges to its universal prevalence or desirability, a Euro/American colonial
modernity inextricably entangled in the political economy of capitalism is very much a
condition of contemporary global existence.15) Globalization of capital has also come to

15) While modernity needs to be placed in historical perspective, rather than defining that perspective in the
first place, historical work has an obligation to address the becoming of the present, unless history is to
become just one macro account of the becoming of humanity. There is much to be said for the latter
perspective, but it is not inconsistent with other temporalities of varying durations. For a critique of
“modernocentrism,” see, Jerry H. Bentley, “Beyond Modernocentrism: Toward Fresh Visions of the Global
Past.” in Victor H. Mair(ed), Contact and Exchange in the Ancient World(Honolulu, HI: University of
Hawai’l Press, 2006), pp.17-29.
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define the limits of modernity. Socialism and Third World national liberation movements,
generated by the contradictions of colonial modernity, for some time promised a different
kind of modernity than that of capital, but they were to be overwhelmed in the end by the
power of capital to transform the world.16) The result has been the opening up of all
global spaces to the activities of capital, which is the substantial meaning of the processes
described by the term globalization.

Conflicts over modernity are increasingly limited to claims of cultural identity that stay
clear of substantial issues of political economy and social process, including
ontological/cultural questions raised by everyday practices of production and consumption.
Ironically, the historical complexity of Euro/American modernity itself is implicitly denied
in most contemporary discussion-especially in post-socialist societies such as the Peoples
Republic of China-that identifies modernity with contemporary capitalist societies, more
often than not with their technical developmental rather than their political-ethical
achievements. The colonial past and its present, integral to the expansion of capital, are
reconfigured in the process into a teleological narrative of globalization. This is the
modernity that appears presently as a global object of desire.

It does not follow however that this modernity was an autonomous development internal to a
“Western” history or that, once having become a recognizable historical formation, it acted
like a magnet, attracting all societies to its practices. Euro/American modernity, inextricably
entangled in the political economy of capitalism, was one possibility to emerge from the
globalization of economic(if not just economic) relationships in the 16" century, which was
also its precondition. It was subsequently forced upon the globe, by force of arms when
necessary, powered by the twin dynamos of capitalism and nationalism. Ironically, it is the
globalization of these two forces of capitalism and nationalism that now empowers claims to
alternative modernities among those who would contest Euro/American domination and
hegemony. Unlike in an earlier period, however, the differences they claim are conditioned

16) These movements were handicapped from the beginning by their internalization of the developmentalist
assumptions of capitalism. | have argued this at some length in Arif Dirlik, After the Revolution: Waking
to Global Capitalism(Hanover, NH: University Press of New England for Wesley an University
Press,1993).
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by participation in the global capitalist economy of which Euro/America still remains the
core: they are post-national and post-capitalist, which in many ways also mark them as
post-modern and post-colonial(in the sense of “post” as formative of what comes after).

One solution to problems presented by modernity is to take it out of history, as Jerry
Bentley has suggested in the critique of “moderno-centrism.” This is an option, to be ssure,
but not without problems of its own. Rather than take modernity out of history, in which
case we would miss much that has been done under the sign of modernity, we may
choose to reconceptualize its temporalities and spatialities by disassociating it from Europe,
or rather rendering European modernity into one among a number of modernities. | have
suggested elsewhere that it may be useful, if only in the formulation of a coherent
problematic, to think of modernity in terms of three phases, which indicate at once
historical periods and modes of distribution of power.1?) To name these phases in order to
reveal the locations and relocations of modernity that justify them in the first place, they
may be described as: Eurasian modernities, a Euro-centered colonial modernity, or
Euromodernity, and contemporary global modernity.18) Such a revision of the temporalities
of modernity is ultimately informed by its respatialization as well. In the first phase,

17) Arif Dirlik, “Re-visioning Modernity in Eurasian Perspectives.” | will forego here discussion of the
relationship between modernity and modernization. The two need to be distinguished in terms of the ways
in which they are studied, but they also suggest a straightforward relationship that is sufficient for my
purposes here: modernization is the process that creates the condition of modernity. The more important
distinction, | think, pertains to modernization. Modernization, conceived in path-dependent ways(as it was
in modernization discourse)follows a linear path in each nation’s history, and automatically creates
different modernities. On the other hand, modernization conceived in terms of relationships(including
colonialism), calls for a more structured analysis which insists, in addition to difference, on the
commonalities and connections that shape the structure. The former approach was characteristic of much
modernization discourse, the latter of discourses influenced by Marxism.

18) This, in effect, is substituting “modern” for what is usually described as “early modern.” Early modern
is problematic because of the teleology built into it which points to modernity, equated with European
modernity. The problem becomes even more serious when we bring in the relationship between “early
modern” and the emergence of capitalism. If it is to be generalizable as some have suggested, this usage
has to demonstrate that the “modern” in question is not European modernity, but something else. It is a
tribute to the power of inherited usage that shifting modern to a period of extensive global interactions
appears anomalous. These parallel developments, which share certain trends in economic activity and
state-building, nevertheless did not point to identical futures. For discussions, see, John F. Richards, “Early
Modern India and World History,” Journal of World History, 8.2(1997): 197-209. See also Ben Elman,
etal. in the round-table discussion on “pre-modernity,” 1IAS(International Institute for Asian
Studies-Leiden) Newsletter, No.43(Spring 2007): 5-12.
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attention is directed from individual societies or regions(e.g., China and Europe) to
transcontinental interactions that were integral to the making of these societies and regions,
as well as the formation of an Afro-Eurasian ecumene that provided the broadest context
for the formations of modernity. The second phase is informed by Euro/American global
hegemony in the making of modernity that historically has served as the standard for the
conceptualization of the modern. Without denying the centrality of this modernity in the
formation of modern world, it seems appropriate nevertheless to rename it more concretely
as Euromodern in order to overcome a hegemonic identification of the modern with
European modernity. The last phase represents the globalization of modernity, and its
multi-centering once again, albeit on the basis of global transformations of political
economy and the ideology of modernity of which Euro/ American colonial modernity has
been a formative moment.

The challenge this revision seeks to answer is to reformulate the history of modernity in such
a way as to grasp modernity both as a product of processes that were ultimately global in
scope, and to recognize, for better or worse, the centrality to the formations of modernity of
Europe and Europeans. The distinction points to a double understanding of modernity:
modernity understood in terms of relationships, and modernity understood substantively in
terms of certain values and practices of everyday life, ranging from politics to everyday social
relationships. Despite their conflicting implications, | suggest that these two understandings of
modernity both may be necessary to comprehend modernity in its unfolding.

Modernity conceived in terms of relationships directs us to re-envision modernity as a
global phenomenon both in the forces that went into its making and in its pervasive
consequences, which do not presuppose any kind of homogenization but transformative
forces transmitted globally through intensified interactions among societies following the
Mongol invasions, assuming global scope with the discovery and invasion of the Americas
by Europeans. These interactions were themselves both effects and motive forces of
structural transformation.l® The mediating role Europeans came to play in these

19) For a discussion of the importance of the Mongol conquests in inventing Eurasia, see, John Masson
Smith, “The Mongols and the Silk Road,” The Silk Road Newsletter, 1.1(January 1983): 1-8. See, also,
John Darwin, After Tamerlane: The Rise and Fall of Global Empires, 1400-2000(London: Penguin Books,
2007), esp. chaps. 1-3.
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interactions was one important source of the power they would exert in the formation of
modernity. Otherwise modernity understood in terms of relationships is a multi-polar
modernity without a center, that took different forms across the width and breadth of what
the historian of Islam, Marshall Hodgson, called the “Afro-Eurasian ecumene,” and, by the
16" century, across the ocean to the Americas and Australia.20) This understanding of
modernity brings into relief what | describe as the substantive understanding of modernity
in terms of certain values and practices(from science to capitalism). These values and
practices are particular products of Euro/American modernity, which is what we have
understood conventionally by the idea of the modern. That idea was itself invented by
Europeans who identified their values and practices as the universal characteristics of
modernity-and proceeded to prove it by enslaving and colonizing the world. Through
expansion, conquest and colonialism, this particular version of modernity would become
globalized from the eighteenth century, erasing other possibilities of modernity that had
been produced by some of the same forces that had produced European modernity.

It is ahistorical to erase the physical and ideological consequences of the global impact of
this European modernity, and neither is it necessary to do so in order to overcome
Eurocentrism in history. The discourses of Euro/ American modernity are now part of a
global discourse of modernity, including, ironically, the legitimation of anti-colonialism and
anti-modernism, which find expression in contemporary thinking in postcolonial criticism
and postmodernism. If nationalist historiography around the world requires denial of the
transformative impact of Euromodernity, it cannot do so without also denying the
coloniality that has been built into the very idea of modernity as it has been understood
conventionally?through nationalism itself which historically was both a product of and a
response to colonialism. Talk of alternative modernities in our day is not very convincing,
as the alternatives assumed are but variations on a theme that is global thanks to the
globalization of capitalism, and with it, the values and practices of European (now more

American)modernity

20) For a discussion of Hodgson’s ideas, see, Edmund Burke, Ill, “Islamic History as World History: Marshall
Hodgson, “The Venture of Islam,” International Journal of Middle East Studies, Vol.10, No.2(May 1979):
241-264.
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(O Possibilities

I have raised the intractable questions above not to prove the impossibility of world
history, but to open up a space for considering its possibilities. By way of conclusion, I
would like to stress two issues to emerge from the discussion above: world history as
subject and method, and the question of perspective that is an inevitable concomitant of

the de-centering of history.

World History as method demands the “worlding” of societies, of bringing them into the
world, and bringing the world into them. This requires overcoming the teleologies of
nations and civilizations by placing them in changing historical contexts of which they are
both products and producers. Attention to translocal interactions is essential to grasping the
constitution of societies, their internal dynamics, and their relationship to their changing
“worlds.” World history as method is important not just for studying the world, but all
aspects of the world down to the level of the local, spatial or otherwise, which is itself
the overdetermined composite of many interactions that produce different consequences in

different localities.

The issue of perspective is important in underlining the necessity if diversity to any
non-hegemonic world historiography. Even if the world is conceived in terms of a global
whole, the whole appears differently in different perspectives. | have been critical of
arguments for a Global History because its claims to omniscience ignore the need to
confront different conceptualizations of the world from perspectives grounded in the
concrete circumstances of everyday life. My emphasis is on the historical, to be
distinguished from the sociological. Despite the undeniable forces of globalization that are
in the process of transforming world-views and human relationships, it is still useful(if not
imperative)not only to recognize the many worlds of lived experience, but also that these
worlds endow with particular meaning even abstract processes and patterns, including
natural ones. The global has been added to the national and the local, but that is different

from saying that the latter have lost their force in the experience of the world. A
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globalized consciousness of the world may be a necessity of overcoming the limitations of
the local, the national and the regional for both intellectual reasons, and toward the
realization of a higher order of human relationships, but that is no reason for assuming

that the latter no longer are relevant, or that they are likely to disappear any time soon.

A parallel with the geographical mapping of the world will serve to illustrate my
argument. In world maps used for political and educational purposes, the center of the
world is inevitably(and perhaps unavoidably) is allocated to the particular national entity
that produces the map. World history, too, serves similar purposes. Just as a Korean map
of the world may differ from an American, say, in where it places Korea, it is arguable
that a Korean world history is likely to organize the past and the present differently, not
only in accordance with the demands of a local historical consciousness, but also for
practical reasons: what Koreans need to know about the world almost by definition differs
from what is required by Americans. To be consistent, we may choose to pursue this logic

past the national to the local. The limits are practical, not theoretical.21)

The problems of world historiography ultimately arise from an equation of world with
universal history. It is possible, of course, to dismiss the legacy of universalism in world
historiography as just another Eurocentric fiction. There is no ignoring, however, that
Eurocentric fictions are no longer just European, or Euro/American, but as integral to the
conceptual formations of Global Modernity as the many native pasts that have come to the

fore once again in the struggles with Euromodernity.

As with many other things, we need to challenge universalisms that project globally
parochial cultural concerns. But that is not all universalism is about. Universalism is also
important as a reminder of our common humanity. Ironically, it appears that it can fulfill

its promise only so long as it allows for different ways of being human that are products

21) For two examples, one popular the other more academic, see, Mark Kurlansky, The Basque History of
the World (Toronto: Vintage Canada, 1999), and, Nick Knight, Thinking About Asia: An Australian
Introduction to East and Southeast Asia (Adelaide: Crawford House Publishing, 2000). The former work
offers not a “Basque history of the world,” as the title suggests, but rather brings the world into Basque
history. It is also interesting in its encyclopedic, rather than narrative, organization of that history.
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of the diverse trajectories that constitute the history of the world. It also needs to be
tempered by a recognition of the *“double consciousness” of many around the world who
have experienced the universal promise of not as a triumphal achievement but as an alien,
if irresistible, force. For them, the struggle against domination also has been a struggle
against the erasure of their experiences of the world by the singular vision of the dominant
unable to grasp the anti-modernism that is a concomitant of modernism as well. World
history can aspire to universality not through confirmation of a hegemonic vision but by

recognition of its contradictory outcomes in everyday existence.
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