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physical appearance had something to do with
their thought; these phrases do nothing more than
disrupt otherwise fluid prose (see pp. 78 and 84
for examples).
On balance, the broad outlines of Divergent
Paths are almost certainly accurate. The book
would have been stronger had its author recon‐
ceptualized his questions by challenging his as‐
sumptions--about the definition of growth, about
the relationship between government and eco‐
nomic decisions, about the ways in which region‐
al identities are formed, and about the ways in
which culture is defined from both above and
from below--before he began writing the narra‐
tive. Had Egnal truly linked disparate historio‐
graphical fields, he would have focused much
more on the processes and much less on compar‐
ing regions using a set of questions that derived
from only one of them. After all, the social histori‐
ans told us that "winners write history." The best
way to rewrite that history is to look at the prob‐
lem from another perspective. The path to which
Egnal points us is dandy; it is up to the rest of our
profession to push much harder at formulating
new questions. Such exertions will enable us
more nearly to reconstruct a world that was, it‐
self, far more connected than all but a few of us
have made it out to be.
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