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It is said very often that history repeats itself. The seasons of the year come and go, but always return again year after year. Birds fly south for every winter to get out of the cold weather, but yet they return to their home as the chill of winter disappears and the warm spring air blows in. History is what has occurred and many times is what will occur again in the future. The very different and distinct cultures and societies of human beings have been a part of history and the actions involving the demise of some have reoccurred throughout human record. However, some may argue that history is in the past and it does not have any bearing on how the future will play out. The opening line of the novel The Go-Between by L.P. Hartley is “the past is a foreign country; they do things differently there” shows a viewpoint where it is believed that the past will not affect the future in any way, that it is a different world than the one that we live in today. This quote means that for human
 and its societies, that the past collapses of cultures and the reasons for these downfalls will not be a recipe for our present culture for realizing the same fate. Scientist and author Jared Diamond argues this point and believes that we have much to learn from the demise of the fallen societies throughout history. In his no
vel, Collapse: How Societies Choose to Fail or Succeed, he details the various reasons why ancient societies such as the Easter Islanders or the Mayans fell victim to a changing world in which they could not adapt quickly enough. He then goes on to describe our current situation and the perils of danger that lurk ahead if we do not change our destructive ways. Diamond believes that the past can teach us a great deal and that “things are not done differently” h
er rather than there, back during the time of other societies. Many of the problems are very much the same, and we need to learn from the prior mistakes in order to save ourselves. If we let these problems continue to occur, there is no reason why a collapse will not happen again. History are our eyes to the past, and when we choose to go forward, we should not look blindly ahead, but instead use our past knowledge to better  the futur
e. 

In Collapse, Diamond discusses the factors that led to the fall of past societies. One major theme in the demise of a culture was deforestation of a society’s f
orest. Diamond says, “[d]eforestation was a or the major factor in all the collapses of past societies described in this book” (Diamond, p. 487). The people cutting down these trees failed to realize the huge significance that they had on their survival. Diamond explains that trees were not only resourc
eful for their timber, but also for protecting watersheds and preventing soil erosion caused by the winds, as was the case in Easter Island when the people cut down all the palm trees. The same pattern is occurring in our global society today. We are depleting our timber resource faster than nature can replenish it as, “… more than half of the world’s original area of forest has already been converted to other uses, and at present conversion rates one-quarter of the forests that remain will become converted within the next half-century” (Diamond, p.487). This is an example of how the past can help us learn, because the same thing is happening now; our natural world is being destroyed. However we have the ability to learn from this and change our future to be different than those of past societies that had the same problem yet they collapsed. 

Another example of how the past is very much the same as now is the depletion of farmland due to soil erosion. In Greenland, the soil was depleted of its nutrients by deforestation of the land’s trees and shrubs. These held more of the rich, fertile soil and when they were gone the land was now exposed to the harmful wind. It also did not help that the people on Greenland cut up the turf and ruined more of the space that could have been used for vegetation. Instead, there was a food shortage and the people of Greenland suffered. Diamond introduces facts that the same sort of problem is happening now. He says, “ [a]ll these types of harmful impacts have resulted in a fraction of the world’s farmland variously estimated at between 20% and 80% having become severely damaged, during an era in which increasing human population has caused us to need more farmland rather than less farmland” (Diamond, p.490). In a world where more food is needed, it is of paramount importance that we realize the need to control and stabilize our farmland to avoid food shortages and a collapse.

However even after all these statistics and facts about how our society is so much similar to the past societies that collapsed, Diamond says that there is reason for hope that our society will overcome our problems and persevere to prevent a collapse. I agree with this view of the modern world, for many of the same reasons Diamond states in his book. Our world is very much similar as ancient ones, however we have an opportunity to learn from the societies before us and to change our ways so a collapse does not happen. 

One point that Diamond makes about the hopeful outcome for the future is the simple fact ab
out the awareness of the problems. “The environmental movement has been gaining adherents at an increasing rate, and they act through a growing diversity of increasingly effective organizations, not only in the United States and Europe but also in the Dominican Republic and other developing countries” (Diamond, p. 522). I think that this is a big step forward just in recent years, because the more people are aware of the problems, the more they will be cognizant and try to do their part to lessen the burden that our environment takes. A good way to build on this is to make the problems that exist more readily avai
lable to the general public. It is not enough to just spread the word about global warming and the ozone layer, because people see this problem as one for the entire world to handle. They think that one person, themse
lves, will not be a factor in the result. Making a problem more pr
ovincial will get the people to relate to it. For example, if someone were to go to Rwanda and really stress the importance of a stable and controlled population, both from the viewpoint of wanting to lower crude birth rates, and from the point of view of stopping genocides, the Rwandan people would probably listen more than people living in a New England s
uburb.

Another point that Diamond makes that has a lot of potential importance is for a society to succeed, it must look ahead at future problems and have the ability to react in the present to find a solution. He says that the culture of a certain place is much like a business, where there are new problems and challenges occurring seemingly everywhere. He states, “…corporations that remain successful for long times (e.g., Procter and Gamble) are ones that don’t wait for a crisis to force them to reexamine their policies, but that instead look for problems on the horizon and act before there is a crisis” (Diamond, p. 523). He talks about the past societies that collapsed, and how many of their leaders were focused only on the here and now of their time, their instant gratification goals and contrasts them with the ones that succeeded like the Tikopian islanders. Their leaders, the shogu
ns, looked long-term, and thus were able to sustain their culture throughout the troubles. Today, our culture must do the same, but because we live in such an individualistic society, we must all stop being a little selfish and work for the common good. Our view is very short-term, only seeing what lies ahead in the next few days, but if we can strive to look for problems that we may encounter in the future, we start looking at ways to create a solution. 

Diamond also states that he thinks it is very much possible for our society to lower its impact on the environment even as we enter a new era with buildings and technological inventions springing up almost every time we look somewhere new. He gives promising numbers about the population declin
e around the world, and how countries are beginning to control their population growth. I think that it is so vital that countries control the population, because more people would only lead to problems with solutions that would need to factor in the added people. While the lowering or the controlling of a population would help the society, our impact would also have to be kept at a similar rate. We cannot continue to overuse our resources, or as Diamond explains, we cannot mismanage our environmental use. 

The last point that Diamond makes that is in agreement with my own thoughts is the aforementioned belief that we can learn from the cultures that came before us. We have something that they did not, and that was a way to see what a collapse is and why it occurs. Diamond says, “[w]hile the Easter Islanders were busy deforesting the highlands of their overpopulated island for agricultural plantations in the 1400s, they had no way of knowing that…” and he goes on to list a series of collapses of societies that were occurring at the same time or beforehand (Diamond, p.525). We live in a world where, though our continents are 
miles apart, information can travel across the world in faster than a second. We, unlike the previous societies, can anticipate and react to the problems that lie ahead, and possibly even help each oth
er. 

The past is very much the present world today. The same problems of deforestation, food shortage, or even population expansion that once plagued civilizations years ago still linger in today’s society and threaten our own world with a thought of a collapse. Diamond compares the similarities between today’s time and back then, however one thing is different. We have the ability to change and adapt. We can prevent a collapse if we, collectively strive for a better world. Diamond sums it up best when he says, “[m]y hope in writing this book has been that enough people will choose to profit from that opportunity to make a difference” (Diamond, p.525). The future lies ahead, and it is still uncertain what direction the world will go, but I know that I want to be remembered as part of a functional society, not a collapse. With all the information we now have, there is only one question to ask: who is with m
e?             

�The  “that for human and its societies”  seems to be out of place (or left over from a previous draft?) 


�A novel  is a long-form work of fiction.  Does that fit Collapse?  


�here


�This is a part of what Diamond is saying, but is it all?  Aren't there differences between today's society and past societies that he points out too?  Aren't those differences part of the reasons he gives for his “cautious optimism?”


�Using “deforestation” and “forest” in the same sentence is not good.


Maybe say “society's natural environment.”  


�Wrong word – “useful” is what you mean.


�Maybe “... simple fact that we are aware of the problems … ”


�Word choice:  Do you mean “understandable?”�


�Don't need the word “themselves” here. 


�I think you mean “local” or “closer to home”


�Maybe.  But aren't there also questions of cultural values and long-term ethnic conflicts in the Rwandan situation that have no real parallel in our society?  


�Careful, the “shoguns” were the rulers in Japan, not Tikopia. 


�A mathematical point:  What has declined somewhat is the growth rate, not the actual population level.  World population is still definitely increasing.  


�(thousands of)


�Here you are pointing out a potential difference between today's society and the societies of the past.  But here one has to ask:  is our degree of “connectedness” only a positive thing?  Doesn't it also make the whole world more vulnerable to some problems?  I don't think the situation is as clear-cut as you say.


�Sounds like a “call to arms!”  What exactly are you proposing to do, though?  








Andrew,





   I think you have a mostly good point of view on this, although you may be underestimating the potential differences between today's society and the past societies that Diamond discusses.  If we were really just the same, would there be any hope or cause for optimism about the future?   It would be good to think about this and maybe work something about that into your argument.  Your writing is generally good, but there are few glitches that you should address here too.
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