IS HISTORY OVER? By Bob Clancy

A theory about'history has set the intellectual world a-buzz - and even not

" so intellectual Washington —~ and has been widely commented on. -
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It is outlined in an article "The End of Histor%? by Frapcis Fukuyama in the

. Summer 1989 issue of The National Interest. "Something very fundamental has hap-

 becoming world-wide and is umssating th

ened in world history," he says, and that is "the triumph of the West, of the West-

ern idea," that is, democracy. Karl Marx had predicted§ that'history would end

with the achievement of a communist utopia. The opposite has happened - according.
to Fukuyama, history is ending with the collapse of communism and its hopes of achiev-
ing utopia.

Apparently, "history" is understood to take place when rival Wworld gutlooké contend

with one another. The triumph of liberal democracy and a market ecbnoﬁy is rapidly
- é . 2 )

s cagdbing . . )

g arous command economies and dictatorial

governments, - .- - Ce e S

RheEx Fukuyama fs undeterred by Hegel's pronouncement that ‘history was at an
k)
end when Napolean defeated the Prussian monarchy in 1806. The age of the "rights
of man“ﬂwas succeeding obsolete monarchies, However, the end of history was post-—

ponéd, ‘as we gd}i a pack of "history" for the next century and a half.

Tﬁere have been other epochs when it was supposed tha£ therthen presenﬁrorder
or the one just coming wouldlbe the final and permanent one. ‘fhe Romans thought so
in the heydaf of their Empire, but that ended badly. The yéarflOOO was widely
thought to usher in the mi%%nnium — but instead there came wars; plagues and re-
lig;éus cdnteﬁtions. A century after Hegel, Wilson thought tﬁ#t World War I‘had

made the world safe for democracy. But then we got more "history"™ in the next few

" decades thd?/in any other comparable period.

Already Fukuyama speaks of the "post-historical world." His thesis has not

gone unchallenged. 1In the same issue of The National Interest as his article,
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appeared several comments by various intellectuals and officials. (Mr. Fukuvama

.is himself an official in the U.S. State Departmént.)

ATan Bloom ‘said fascism still has a future. He noted however Leo Strauss's
A s .
ut philosophy has a future." DPlerve Hassner said

that democracy is more fraglile than Fukuyama thiﬁgs and that communist and third
a
b,.

world countries are not likely to adopt it. Gertrude Hummelfard offered the caveat -

that "we only know whét was, not what will be." Irving Kristol (publisher of The

National Interest) adﬁiseq that thére is no "wave of the future" and that American
democracy is at risk:.'Seﬁator baniel Patrick Moynihan said that lots of things

will still happen. Stéphen Sestanovich séid thaf a generalizatioﬁ'was being‘made
on too slim a foundatiop, and conciuded with the observation that “the strong?will

(still) do what they can, the weak will (still) do.what they must.™ e

Many.more comments have been made Q.far and wide, most of them skeptical -
‘ o ‘ .
possibly provoked by the very attractiveness of Fukuyam{s thesis which is “too

good to be true."

What is oddly missing in both Fukuyama arnd his commentators is attention to~
bad economic conditions and unsolved economic probiems as precipitating changes,
conflicts; upheavals {{. history. So it ﬁas with Rome when Eugé estafes and de-
teriorating egéﬁomidlﬁonditions weakened thé Empire énd left it a prey to ruder,
freer peoples. So too when Hegel thought history.was over, the new liberal phi-

losophy carefully formulated civil rights but paid scant attention to economic

' the unsolved

rights. And following the war to "make the world safe for demecracy,’
economic problems led to Bolshevism in Russia, then Fascism in Italy, Germany
and Spain. No sooner had World War II ended with a promise of world peace and the

formation of the UnitEd Nations, than- the Iron Curtain went down: then China be-

came communist., ——-- -

Now we are hearing of the collapse of communism., Let's bear 'in mind that
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if this.is so it is because communism did not live up to its prbmises but instead
led to economic shortages and. hardship. We must also‘rémembéf‘that the concept
of human rights has by no means gained universal acceptance.  Whatever looseningﬂ'ﬁ

up takes place is by "permission" of the leaders, whatever "rgforms" take place

- is by their planning. They are not about to give up their powet.

Wﬁile we may fe gratified at the apparent triumph of wes;érnrlibéral demo-
“ cracy, we should keep firmly in focus the conditibnsrin our midstfthatTcould easily
‘_flead to arlot of "history" - the growing%éap beéween rich and poor, the plague of
drugs and crime, the housing problem and the growing homelessipopulation, the
 frenzy of financilal markets, the incréasing foreclosures of small farms, the vast
problem of pollution and ecological damagé, to namé but a few of our economlc

problems. There's enough there to ignite revolutions and disorders that would

hardly be benign.

At the bottom of economic activities lies the land - and 50 at-the bottom of
economic disorders lies the land. Certainly more attention needs to be paid to

tinequities with respect to access to land. Most of the worlid's population is land-

less and in poverty. A more just system compatible with the freedom we vaunt must
‘be sought. We have the key to this in the taxation of land values which would
vaétly improve'equibable access to land. Adoption of this measure might not end
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"history" but it would make it a lot easier to take.



