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Dedication


This book is dedicated to those millions of Americans who feel
exactly as I do about the developing situation in America.
Unfortunately they are trapped with no way out… Moreover untold
millions don’t even understand what has happened. I was lucky, I
guess… I only hope that somehow those left there through
their dedicated efforts will be able to improve the situation
somewhat for the sake of their families and offspring..


Preface


The title of this book should not be
confusing. First I state that I must “say goodbye” to living
and working in America. The second half of the title is
straightforward as well. Why did I say “goodbye”? Because something
went terribly wrong where I was working. Fortunately I did indeed
find a comparable academic position in Canada, and I also did
indeed “find a better home” there too!

To explain further, my career had been
brought to a standstill in a major university in America —
University of Illinois, UIUC — by what was called “The Illinois
Slush-Fund Scandal”. Three coaches with who held part-time,
academic appointments in the department I headed were accused of
serious infractions of the rules of the National Collegiate
Athletic Association. Yet I, as their department head, could not
find out anything about the situation. Everything (!) went
immediately to the President’s Office. The only ongoing information
I received was by reading two of the local newspapers in
Champaign-Urbana, Illinois…

This deplorable situation soon brought me to
a state where I almost got an ulcer because of concern over the
matter. Hence, after talking it over with my wife, I decided that I
must step down from my administrative post — and then move
elsewhere as soon as possible. Sadly, I soon realized that there
was no closely identical academic position available in any
top-flight university that wasn’t also similarly involved with
over-emphasized, professionalized intercollegiate athletics. (The
Ivy League doesn’t offer professional preparation in physical
activity education including sport).

What could I do? What should I do?
Fortunately, I discovered that Canada — where I had worked
previously in the early 1950s — had now progressed to the point
educationally that the academic position I aspired to at that point
in my career was available in a university that had not “sold its
educational soul to the almighty dollar”!

Also, as it has turned out, I discovered
that Canada is indeed a much better place to live! To explain
further: My basic concern — the one that brought about a second —
and final! — move to Canada related to what was happening in my
field of physical activity education (including so-called
educational sport). Additionally, as I sadly and gradually came to
accept, the overall situation in America had become so grim that I
took out Canadian citizenship as well. Today I just don’t see how
what has been the world’s leading country (America!) can ever
recover from the myriad problems that continuing unwise decisions
have forced upon it…

Hence, what I have done by writing and
publishing this book is to unofficially — but literally in many
ways — publish my “goodbye” to the country of my birth. This was
not an easy thing to do. I confess to having had extremely mixed
feelings as I wrote this book. The large majority of my relatives,
friends, and associates — alive or dead — were or are Americans. A
number of them knew that what I was doing when I left the first
time in 1949 was only to get ahead in my field. Yet then, when I
left for a second time in 1971 at age 54 to become dean of a new
college (“faculty “as termed in America!) in a Canadian university,
undoubtedly many others just shook their heads… In a way I did feel
like a traitor! Still I felt that I had no other choice. Most
probably thought: “I guess the ‘aging fool’ knows what he’s doing.
However, ‘up there’ in a nondescript Canada is where he’ll end
up…”

As it happened, the earlier seven-year
period spent at The University of Western Ontario between 1949 and
1956 had been a wonderful experience until 1956. Then the president
and I had a disagreement about the length and content of the
physical education requirement still in force there after World War
II. As it happened, also, I was the only American department head
out of 22 such administrators — and a very young one at that. Even
though in a sense I was a “babe in the woods”, my assignment there
had been most interesting to me. In addition to teaching courses a
variety of theory and practice course in the professional program
for physical activity and health educators, at various times I also
coached the line in football and alternately coached the university
swimming and wrestling teams.

Yet, most fortunately as it happened, in
1956 Paul Hunsicker, a friend and professional colleague at The
University of Michigan, Ann Arbor, “rescued me” from the “declining
situation” in my field at Western University (as it is now called
officially) in London, Ontario, Canada. Fortunately for me, he was
able to do so because he was just about to assume the department
headship at the University of Michigan, Ann Arbor. Subsequently
everything went along just fine in Ann Arbor as I matured in my
profession and also became somewhat of a scholar. This was required
to ensure promotion to a higher rank, and I enjoyed it. Soon I was
elected also to membership in what is now called the National
Academy of Kinesiology, an honorary group of 100 scholars in the
field of kinesiology and physical activity education.

However, there was one potential problem at
The University of Michigan that I soon began to understand — but
only superficially at first. (Doesn’t it seem as if there is always
one problem “out there” at any or all stages of life and living?) I
should explain that in this situation I was actually listed as a
professor in the School of Education for the professional
preparation aspects of my position, but our unit was also very
closely associated with the Intercollegiate Athletics Department of
the University. And, as it happened, the required physical
education program for all students, including intramural athletics,
was assigned to that administrative unit of the institution.

Intercollegiate athletics was, and is still
today, an important part of The University of Michigan. How
important, and the many potential ramifications of the overall
situation in athletics in American higher education, I confess that
I did not fully understand at that time when I worked there from
1956 to 1963. Oh, I remember how Fritz Crisler, the athletic
director (and former football coach!), in an adjoining building,
was looked upon as some sort of a mysterious God-like figure. And I
recall further the upset created when Andy Kozar, a former
all-American fullback from Tennessee and the (Ph.D.
graduate-student) instructor in one of our professional courses
gave grades of “C’ to some varsity football players. Hence he was
immediately removed from that assignment! And I remember still
further the unusual number of athletes who majored in astronomy
studying with an elderly female professor who often went along with
the team on away trips. Her typical grading pattern was “A” for
athletes, “B” for boys, and “C” for coeds.

Nevertheless, it hadn’t sunk in on me yet
the extent to which “American football” and “varsity sport” “ruled
the roost” in Division I and Division II universities that came
under the auspices of the National Collegiate Athletic Association.
It was somehow destined to take longer for me to truly understand,
because I had previously taught and coached football and swimming
at Yale University where the situation was fundamentally different.
“How so?” you may ask. Yale, in the so-called Ivy League and a
world-famous institution, is still today a Division III institution
within the National Collegiate Athletic Association.

What does that Division III status mean?
Simply this: In Division III colleges and universities, athletes
receive financial help (1) if they are bona fide students and (2)
if the need for financial aid is proven! Conversely, the
situation with financial aid in Division I and II institutions may
in a number of instances be likened to “professional” and
“semi-professional” status respectively — an exaggeration, of
course, but not too far off in a number of situations. Also, the
scholarly endeavor of many of these “scholarship athletes” often
leaves much to be desired — as the many exposes over the years have
shown.

Interestingly, it wasn’t until I became
department head at the University of Illinois in 1963 that I began
to understand what was “going on” at the upper level of American
intercollegiate athletics. Ten such understanding sunk in
decisively when the “Illinois slush fund scandal” broke in 1967.
There were 17 coaches on my departmental payroll in the physical
education unit anywhere from 10 percent to 75 percent F.T.E. In
total, there were 130 people on the payroll, including instructors
and graduate assistants. And these figures were just for the men’s
department; so, obviously, it was a very large program. (Note:
there will be a detailed discussion of this sad tale in Part III of
the book.)

When this scandal developed, the head and
assistant basketball coaches, and the head football coach, were
caught up in the imbroglio. Also, I discovered right off that I
could not find out anything about it! “Everything!” went
immediately and completely into the Office of the President. So I
said to Dean McCristal of our College of Physical Education: “We’ve
got to get to the bottom of this. How are we going to break tenure
on these people if they’re proven guilty?” I can remember good, old
King McCristal replying, “I’ll make an appointment with President
Henry.” A bit later, on the way over to our meeting, King said,
“Don’t disagree with President Henry about anything.” I turned
around and started walking the other way just “for the hell of it”.
“Where are you going, where are you going?” he said.

I replied: “There’s no point in going to
have an interview if I can’t respond to what I might disagree
with.”

“Well, he said, just be very gentle about it
because university presidents really get caught up in this
business. They have to support the athletics enterprise. If they
don’t, they’ll lose their jobs.” (This is the sad fact about
Division I and Division II athletics functioning within the
National College Athletic Association in America. This was almost
50 years ago! And it ain’t got better since then — of that I’m dead
sure!)

I soon found that I simply couldn’t
psychologically, and then physically, bear any more such
shenanigans while at this Illinois scene. Yet I hated to give up my
position as department head of one of the very top programs in my
field. Somehow the whole situation eventually just “got to me…” The
next thing I knew, I had a duodenal spasm. I didn’t even know what
that was! I’d never had anything like an ulcer in my life, although
I had known that my father had a sensitive stomach.

Enough of my long-gone, temporary malady!
The die had been cast. I had to get out of there! But where was I
to go? Eureka! I couldn’t believe my good fortune when Dr. Garth
Paton, a former student of mine at the University of Western
Ontario on staff there at the time, the university that I had left
some 13 years ago, called to say that “Western” had decided that it
would start a separate faculty (i.e., college) of physical
education). So I immediately applied and was eventually accepted
for the position as dean! The president with whom I had struggled
had since retired; so, “all was forgiven”. Hence back I went to
Canada where I knew that intercollegiate athletics was truly kept
in educational perspective.

I’d best cut out at this point, because in
this preface I am now beginning to “intrude upon” a larger story
that I want to tell you about in the course of this entire book. I
hope you, the reader, will find it interesting and perhaps useful.
I say this because the ongoing tale of corruption in university
athletics, the continuing sacrifice of children and youths’
physical activity and health education program, and the
“unfulfilled promise” of America might, should, must conceivably be
turned around. It doesn’t look like it will happen that way, but
“miracles are still thought to happen occasionally…”

Earle Zeigler

2013


Prologue


The term “modernism” is used typically to
describe cultural movements in today’s world that were caused by
onrushing science, technology, and economic globalization. It is
said to have started in the late nineteenth and early twentieth
century. Conversely, postmodernism, as variously defined, can be
described loosely as an effort by some intelligent and presumably
wise people to react against what is happening to this modern world
as it “races headlong” toward an indeterminate future.

It can be argued reasonably that America’s
thrust is still modernistic to the nth degree. To the extent that
this is true, I am arguing here conversely that Canada should work
to counteract America’s value orientation and political/economic
stances as the world moves along in the 21st century. I believe
that Canada can — and should do this — by adopting a position that
might be called “moderate” postmodernism.

Granted that it will be most difficult for
Canada to consistently exhibit a different “thrust” than its
neighbor to the south. Nevertheless I believe that now is the time
for Canada to deliberately create a society characterized by the
better elements of what has been termed postmodernism. In fact, I
feel Canadians will be forced to grapple with the basic thrust of
modernism in the 21st century if they hope to avoid the “twilight”
that is descending on “American culture” (Berman, 2000). You, the
reader, may well question this stark contradiction of many of the
ideas and actions of our immediate neighbor. However, bear with me,
and let us begin.

What is postmodernism? While most
philosophers have been “elsewhere engaged” for the past 50 plus
years, what has been called postmodernism, and what I believe is
poorly defined for the edification of most, has gradually become a
substantive factor in broader intellectual circles. I freely admit
to have been grumbling about the term “postmodern” for decades. I
say this because somehow it too has been used badly as have other
philosophic terms such as existentialism, pragmatism, idealism,
realism, etc. as they emerged gradually to become common
parlance.

In this ongoing process, postmodernism was
often used by a minority to challenge prevailing knowledge, and
considerably less by the few truly seeking to analyze what was the
intent of those who coined the term originally. For example, I am
personally not suggesting, as some have, that scientific evidence
and empirical reasoning are to be taken with a grain of salt based
on someone’s subjective reality. Further, if anything is worth
saying, I believe it should be said as carefully and understandably
as possible. Accordingly, the terms used must be defined, at least
tentatively. Otherwise one can’t help but think that the speaker
(or writer) is either deceitful, a confused person, or has an axe
to grind.

If nothing in the world is absolute, and one
value is as good as another in a world increasingly threatened with
collapse and impending doom, as some say postmodernists claim, then
one idea is possibly as good as another in any search to cope with
the planet’s myriad problems. This caricature of a postmodern
world, as one in which we can avoid dealing with the harsh
realities facing humankind, is hardly what any rational person
might suggest. How can humankind choose to avoid (1) looming
environmental disaster, (2) ongoing war because of daily terrorist
threats, and (3) hordes of displaced, starving people, many of whom
are now victims of conflicts within troubled cultures? Further, as
we still occasionally hear said, what rational being would argue
that one idea is really as good as another?

What then is humankind to do in the face of
the present confusion and conflicted assertions about postmodernism
from several quarters that have been circulated? First, I think we
need to analyze the world situation carefully. Perhaps this will
provide us with a snapshot of the milieu where we can at least see
the need for a changing (or changed) perspective that would cause
humankind to abandon the eventual, destructive elements of
modernism that threaten us. An initial look at some of the
developments of the second half of the twentieth century may
provide a perspective from which to judge the situation. Some argue
that Nietzsche’s nihilistic philosophy of being, knowledge, and
morality supports the basic dichotomy espoused by the philosophy of
being in the post-modernistic position. I can understand at once,
therefore, why this meets with strong opposition by those whose
thought has been supported by traditional theocentrism.

It can be argued, also, that many in
democracies under girded by the various rights being propounded
(e.g., individual freedom, privacy) have come to believe that they
require a supportive “liberal consensus” against those who
challenge such freedoms whenever the opportunity arises (e.g., the
War Against Terrorism). Yet, conservative, essentialist elements in
society functioning in democratic political systems feel that the
deeper foundation justifying this claim of a (required) liberal
consensus has been never been fully rationalized (i.e., keeping
their more authoritative orientations in mind, of course). The
theoretical foundation supporting a more humanistic, pragmatic,
liberal consensus, as I understand it, is called postmodernism by
some.

Post-modernists evidently subscribe to a
humanistic, anthropocentric belief as opposed to the traditional
theocentric position. If so, they would subscribe, also I believe,
to what Berelson and Steiner in the mid-1960s postulated as a
behavioral science image of man and woman. This view characterized
the human as a creature continuously adapting reality to his or her
own ends.

Thus, the authority of theological
positions, dogmas, ideologies, and some “scientific infallibilism”
is severely challenged. A moderate post-modernist — holding a
position I feel able to subscribe to once I am able to bring it
into focus — would at least listen to what the “authority” had
written or postulated before automatically criticizing or rejecting
it. A strong post-modernist would go his or her own way by early,
almost automatic, rejection of tradition. Such a person appears to
be relying on a personal interpretation and subsequent diagnosis to
muster the authority to challenge any or all icons or “lesser gods”
extant in society.

If the above is reasonably accurate, it
would seem that a post-modernist might well feel more comfortable
by seeking to achieve personal goals through a modified or
semi-postmodernistic position as opposed to the traditional
stifling position of “essentialistic”, theological realists or
idealists. Such a more pragmatic “value-is-that-which-is
proven-through-experience” orientation leaves the future
open-ended.

The hope would be that postmodern scholars,
realizing this increasingly evident rejection of what we might call
the “modern ideals,” would relate their postmodernism to the
emergence of a new, distinct period in the developed countries of
the world. The developing countries, seeing this increasingly
global, decentralized world society as open, fluid, and emergent,
would move to join in at every opportunity. This would become a
world in which traditions are being overthrown as new structures
emerge because of obvious economic and technological changes that
are literally creating a new culture.


Speculation About the Future

The world continues its evolutional
processes. Those who have studied the past with high degrees of
intelligence and diligence have offered us a variety of
philosophies about humans’ history on what we call Earth. It would
seem inaccurate, or at least excessive narrowness of definition, to
deny any degree of scientific status to the discipline of history.
We can indeed argue that with each succeeding generation the study
of history, broadly defined, is becoming more of a science, as that
term is generally understood.

We can’t be sure about what the future holds
for humankind, but-if the study of the past is credible-we can
surmise that there will be continuing uncertainty. In defense of
such a condition, we can argue that uncertainty is both dynamic and
stimulating as it concomitantly provides a challenge to us all.
What should concern us also is the amount of individual freedom we
are permitted living within a type of political state known as a
democracy. We still have to prove that democracy is possible over a
period of centuries. The prevailing trend toward an increasing
number of full-time politicians and an overwhelming percentage of
indifferent citizens does not bode well for the future.

The various political communities in the
Western world that are democratic political states must stress the
concept of political involvement to their citizens and promote this
ideal whenever and wherever possible to so-called Third World
countries as they become ready to make a choice. In addition to
reviving and reconstructing the challenge to people within these
countries, we must continue to work for the common good-for
freedom, justice, and equality-for people all over the world who
aspire to better lives for themselves and their children.

If people learn to live with each other in
relative peace, the world may not see devastating nuclear warfare
with its inevitable results. As McNeill (1963) stated, “The sword
of Damocles may therefore hang over humanity indefinitely” (p.
804). However, it could be that the West and the East will no
longer be reacting angrily to each other by C.E. 5000. Perhaps the
world may be united into a single civilization through the agency
of religion, although the prospects for such a future are remote at
present. Toynbee suggests this in his belief that religions may be
the “intelligible field” of historical study rather than the
investigation of civilizations.

A seemingly better approach could well be
the search for consensual values, values that are delineated but
free from the strictures of narrow and often dogmatic formalized
religions. McNeill looks for “worldwide cosmopolitanism” and “a
vastly greater stability” (p. 806).

No matter what we may believe about these
conjectures, there is every likelihood that the goal is still a
long distance away-especially if a nuclear holocaust is avoided.
After all, Earth is only about 4 billion years old.
According to Sir James Jeans’ calculation for the habitability of
this planet, men and women, having survived at the rate of 21
civilizations in 6,000 years, still have 1,743 million
civilizations ahead of them.


PART I


The World and America

Introduction

 Most North
Americans do not fully comprehend that their unique position in the
history of the world’s development will in all probability change
radically in the 21st century. For that matter, the years ahead are
really going to be difficult ones for all of the world’s citizens.
The United States, as the one major nuclear power, has assumed the
ongoing, massive problem of maintaining large-scale peace. Of
course, a variety of countries, both large and small, may or may
not have nuclear arms capability as well. That is what is so
worrisome.

Additionally, all of the world will be
facing increasingly severe ecological problems, not to mention the
ebbs and flows of an energy crisis. Generally, also, there is a
worldwide nutritional problem, as well as an ongoing situation
where the rising expectations of the underdeveloped nations,
including their staggering debt (and ours!), will somehow have to
be met. These are just a few of the major concerns looming on the
horizon.

Indeed, although it is seemingly more
obvious with the United States than Canada, history is going
against Americans in several ways. This means that their previous
optimism must be tempered to shake them loose from delusions about
their “historical superiority” they have acquired. For example,
despite the presence of the United Nations, the United States has
persisted in envisioning itself — the world superpower! — as almost
being endowed by the Creator to make all crucial political
decisions. Such decisions, often to act unilaterally with the
hoped-for, but belated sanction of the United Nations, have
resulted in United States-led incursions in the Middle East in
Iraq, Afghanistan — you name it! — for very different reasons. And
there are other similar situations that are now history (e.g.,
Somalis, Cuba, the former Yugoslavia, Rwanda, Sudan, Haiti,
respectively, not to mention other suspected incursions).

Nevertheless, there is reason to expect
selected American retrenchment brought on by its excessive world
involvement and overwhelming debt. Of course, any such retrenchment
would inevitably lead to a decline in the economic and military
influence of the United States. But who can argue logically that
the present uneasy balance of power is a healthy situation looking
to the future? Norman Cousins appeared to have sounded just the
right note more than a generation ago when he stated: “the most
important factor in the complex equation of the future is the way
the human mind responds to crisis” (1974, 6-7). The world culture
as we know it must obviously respond adequately to the many
challenges with which it is being confronted presently. The
societies and nations must individually and collectively respond
positively, intelligently, and strongly if humanity as we have
known it is to survive.

 Significant
Developments Have “Transformed Our Lives”

In this discussion of national and international
developments, with an eye to achieving some historical perspective
on the subject, we should also keep in mind the specific
developments in the last quarter of the 20th century. For example,
Naisbitt (1982) outlined the “ten new directions that are
transforming our lives,” as well as the “megatrends” insofar as
women’s evolving role in societal structure (Aburdene &
Naisbitt, 1992). Here I am referring to:

(1) the concepts of the information society
and the Internet,

(2) “high tech/high touch,”

(3) the shift to world economy,

(4) the need to shift to long-term thinking
in regard to ecology, (5) the move toward organizational
decentralization,

(6) the trend toward self-help,

(7) the ongoing discussion of the wisdom of
participatory democracy as opposed to representative democracy,

(8) a shift toward networking,

(9) a reconsideration of the “north-south”
orientation, and

(10) the viewing of decisions as “multiple
option” instead of “either/or.” Add to this the ever-increasing,
lifelong involvement of women in the workplace, politics, sports,
organized religion, and social activism, Now we begin to understand
that a new world order has descended upon us as we begin the 21st
century.

Moving ahead in time slightly beyond Naisbitt’s
first set of Megatrends, a second list of 10 issues facing
political leaders was highlighted as “Ten events that shook the
world between 1984 and 1994” (Utne Reader, 1994, pp. 58-74).
Consider the following:

(1) the fall of communism and the continuing
rise of nationalism,

(2) the environmental crisis and the Green
movement, (3) the AIDS epidemic and the “gay response,”

(4) continuing wars and the peace movement,
(5) the gender war,

(6) religion and racial tension,

(7) the concept of “West meets East” and
resultant implications,

(8) the “Baby Boomers” came of age and
“Generation X” has started to worry and complain because of
declining expectation levels,

(9) the whole idea of globalism and
international markets, and

(10) the computer revolution and the specter
of Internet.


The World Has Three Major Trading
Blocks

Concurrent with the above developments, to
help cope with such change the world’s “economic manageability” may
have been helped by its division into three major trading blocs:
(1) the Pacific Rim dominated by Japan, (2) the European Community
very heavily influenced by Germany, and (3) North America dominated
by the United States of America. While this appears to be true to
some observers, interestingly perhaps something even more
fundamental has occurred. Succinctly put, world politics seems to
be “entering a new phase in which the fundamental source of
conflict will be neither ideological nor economic.” In the place of
these, Samuel P. Huntington, of Harvard’s Institute for Strategic
Studies, believed at the end of the 20th century that now the major conflicts in the
world will actually be clashes between different groups of
civilizations espousing fundamentally different cultures (The
New York Times, June 6, 1993, E19).

These clashes, Huntington states, represent
a distinct shift away from viewing the world as being composed of
first, second, and third worlds as was the case during the cold
war. Thus, Huntington is arguing that in the 21st century the world
will return to a pattern of development evident several hundred
years ago in which civilizations will actually rise and fall.
(Interestingly, this is exactly what the late Arnold Toynbee
postulated in his earlier famous theory of history
development.)

Thus, internationally, with the historical
dissolution of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics (USSR),
Russia and the remaining communist regimes are being severely
challenged as they seek to convert to more of a capitalistic
economic system. Additionally, a number of other multinational
countries have either broken up, or are showing signs of potential
breakups (e.g., Yugoslavia, China, Canada). Further, the evidence
points to the strong possibility that the developing nations are
becoming ever poorer and more destitute with burgeoning populations
and widespread starvation setting in.

Further, Western Europe is facing a
demographic time bomb even more than the United States because of
the influx of refugees from African and Islamic countries, not to
mention refugees from countries of the former Soviet Union. It
appears further that the European Community will be inclined to
appease Islam’s demands. However, the multinational nature of the
European Community will tend to bring on economic protectionism to
insulate its economy against the rising costs of prevailing
socialist legislation.

Still further, there is some evidence that
Radical Islam, along with Communist China, will become increasingly
aggressive toward the Western culture of Europe and North America.
At present, Islam gives evidence of replacing Marxism as the
world’s main ideology of confrontation. For example, Islam is
dedicated to regaining control of Jerusalem and to force Israel to
give up control of land occupied earlier to provide a buffer zone
against Arab aggressors. (Also, China has been arming certain Arab
nations. But how can we be too critical in this regard when we
recall that America has also armed selected countries in the past
[and present?] when such support was deemed in its interest?)

As Hong Kong is absorbed into Communist
China, further political problems seem inevitable in the Far East
as well. Although North Korea is facing agricultural problems,
there is the possibility (probability?) of the building of nuclear
bombs there. (Further, there is the ever-present fear worldwide
that small nations and terrorists will somehow get nuclear weapons
too.) A growing Japanese assertiveness in Asian and world affairs
also seemed inevitable even though its typically very strong
financial position has abated temporarily. The flow of foreign
capital from Japan into North America has slowed down somewhat
because Japan is being confronted with its own financial crisis
caused by inflated real estate and market values. There would
obviously be a strong reaction to any fall in living standards in
this tightly knit society. Interestingly, still further, the famed
Japanese work ethic has become somewhat tarnished by the growing
attraction of leisure opportunities.

The situation in Africa has become
increasingly grim because the countries south of the Sahara Desert
(that is, the dividing line between black Africa and the Arab
world) experienced extremely bad economic performance in the past
two decades). This social influence has brought to a halt much of
the continental effort leading to political liberalization while at
the same time exacerbating traditional ethnic rivalries. This
economic problem has accordingly forced governmental cutbacks in
many of the countries because of the pressures brought to bear by
the financial institutions of the Western world that have been
underwriting much of the development. The poor are therefore
getting poorer, and health (AIDs!) and education standards have in
many instances deteriorated even lower than they were
previously.


The Impact of Negative Social Forces Has
Increased.

Now, shifting the focus of this discussion
from the problems of an unsettled “Global Village” back to the
problem of “living the good life” in the 21st century in North
America, we are finding that the human recreational experience will
have to be earned typically within a society whose very structure
has been modified.

For example, (1) the concept of the
traditional family structure has been strongly challenged by a
variety of social forces (e.g., economics, divorce rate); (2) many
single people are finding that they must work longer hours; and (3)
many families need more than one breadwinner just to make ends
meet. Also, the idea of a steady surplus economy may have vanished,
temporarily it is hoped, in the presence of a substantive drive to
reduce a budgetary deficit that actually seems insuperable no
matter how it is envisioned. The taxation structure in America may
have to “take more from the rich,” while also not necessarily
“reimbursing” the less-advantaged half of the society. It is
obvious that major cutbacks are needed in so-called nonessentials
while the infrastructure needs reinforcement literally and
figuratively.

 Megalopolis Living Problems Are Far From Being
Solved

Additionally, many of the same problems of
megalopolis living described as early as the 1960s still prevail
and are even increasing (e.g., ongoing crime rates, transportation
gridlocks, overcrowded schools). Looking northward, in 1967,
interestingly, Prime Minister Lester Pearson asked Canadians to
improve “the quality of Canadian life” as Canada celebrated her
100th anniversary as a confederation. And still today, despite all
of Canada’s current identity problems with multiculturalism, she
can take some pride in the fact that Canada has on occasion been
proclaimed as the best place on earth to live. At the same time,
however, the United States has been sliding down the scale in
relation to its “international ranking”.

Nevertheless, we can’t escape the fact that
the workweek is not getting shorter and shorter. Also, Michael’s
earlier prediction about four different types of leisure class
still seems a distant dream for the large majority of people.
Further, the situation has developed in such a way that the
presently maturing generation, so- called Generation Y, is finding
that fewer good-paying jobs are available and the average annual
income is declining (especially if we keep a steadily rising cost
of living in mind). What caused this to happen? This is not a
simple question to answer. For one thing, despite the rosy picture
envisioned a generation ago, one in which we were supposedly
entering a new stage for humankind, we are unable today to cope
adequately with the multitude of problems that have developed. This
situation is true whether inner city, suburbia, exurbia, or
small-town living are concerned. Transportation jams and gridlock,
for example, are occurring daily as public transportation struggles
to meet rising demand for economical transport within the framework
of developing megalopolises.

Certainly, megalopolis living trends have
not abated and will probably not do so in the predictable future.
More and more families, where that unit is still present, need two
breadwinners just to survive. Interest rates, although minor cuts
are made when economic slowdowns occur, remain quite high. This
discourages many people from home ownership. Pollution of air and
water continues despite efforts of many to change the present
course of development. High-wage industries seem to be “heading
south” in search of places where lower wages can be paid. Also, all
sorts of crime are still present in our society, a goodly portion
of it seemingly brought about by unemployment and rising debt at
all levels from the individual to the federal government. The rise
in youth crime is especially disturbing. In this respect, it is
fortunate in North America that municipal, private-agency, and
public recreation has received continuing financial support from
the increasingly burdened taxpayer. Even here, however, there has
been a definite trend toward user fees for many services.

 Technology and Life
Improvement

By the turn of the twentieth century, “the
technocratic idea of progress [had become] a belief in the
sufficiency of scientific and technological innovation as the basis
for general progress” (Marx, p. 9). This came to mean that if
scientific-based technologies were permitted to develop in an
unconstrained manner, there would be an automatic improvement in
all other aspects of life! What happened — because this theory
became coupled with onrushing, unbridled capitalism — was that the
ideal envisioned by Thomas Jefferson in the United States had been
turned upside down. Instead of social progress being guided by such
values as justice, freedom, and self-fulfillment for all people,
rich or poor, these goals of vital interest in a democracy were
subjugated to a burgeoning society dominated by supposedly more
important instrumental or material values (i.e.,
useful or practical ones for advancing a capitalistic system).

So the fundamental question still today is,
“which type of values will win out in the long run?” In North
America, for example, it seems that a gradually prevailing concept
of cultural relativism was increasingly discredited as the 1990s
witnessed a sharp clash between (1) those who uphold so-called
Western cultural values and (2) those who by their presence are
dividing the West along a multitude of ethnic and racial lines.
This multi — ethnicity is occasioning strong efforts to promote
fundamental religions and sects — either those present historically
or those recently imported legally or illegally — characterized
typically by decisive right/wrong morality.
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