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1. INTRODUCTION 
The concept of the "end of history" is as old as humanity itself, expanding alongside major military expansions in human history, particularly during those decisive moments that altered the historical landscape. In the introduction to this research, I will attempt to point out four historical models. I believe the first reference appears—albeit fleetingly—in the visions of the Greek philosopher Aristotle when he pushed Alexander the Great to conquer the world. I mentioned this in an article published in 2000: "As for Aristotle, he outlines the end of history on the basis of potentiality and actuality. Achieving global sovereignty and humanizing savage nations is, for him, the ultimate goal of history as events. Thus, he drove Alexander the Great to conquer the ancient world driven by an obsession with transcendence and combining the wisdom of Athens with the power of Sparta." (Bouarfa, A., 2000, p. 95.)
What were called the Macedonian conquests were nothing more than an attempt to realize the illusion of complete world domination. Alexander tried to unite the world under the leadership of a single person, somewhat akin to the dominance of the god Zeus over the universe in the Greek imagination.
It seems the Romans themselves attempted to achieve the dream of the end of history by occupying the globe. They sent their legions in all directions, dominating many nations for a long time: "After Greece's attempt to end history, it was the Romans' turn. They were entertained by the dream of Romanizing the world through force and the principle of sovereignty over the earth. However, social and cosmic circumstances prevented the Romans from realizing the maxim 'The Earth is for the Romans,' which Montesquieu mentioned in his book (Considerations on the Causes of the Greatness of the Romans and their Decline)." (Bouarfa, A., 2000, p. 101.)
On another note, we observe that Muslims themselves attempted to achieve the "end of history" through the great Islamic conquests, which spread widely and formed a new geography based on establishing God's sovereignty on earth, and that Muslims are the superior ones.
As for the fourth and final model, it is represented by what the world witnessed at the end of the twentieth century, when the fierce liberal wing introduced the theory of the "end of history" through its godfather, Francis Fukuyama, in an article published in 1989, later turned into a book in 1992 titled "The End of History and the Last Man."
Fukuyama claims that the Cold War had effectively ended, and that the communist axis had collapsed politically and economically. This collapse is considered a victory for liberal democracy, especially after the fall of the Berlin Wall, which would make liberal democracy the final form of any government on earth in the future. This would consolidate the democratic system as it also expresses the end point of mankind's ideological evolution and the universalization of Western liberal democracy as the final form of human government. This means the victory of the Hegelian dialectic over the Marxist dialectic; the most developed and complete idea had eliminated its contradictions, and the Marxist negation of the negation no longer existed because the perfect idea does not contradict itself first, and it has no external contradiction left.
This belief resembles Charles Darwin's declaration when he believed that creative evolution would end at the point of survival of the strongest and fittest, and that all species lacking the elements of survival and struggle would go extinct. It seems that American politicians, in particular, view politics from a purely Darwinian perspective, changing the two sides of the equation: instead of placing it in the biological realm, they placed it in the political realm.
These four models demonstrate that the notion of the "end of history" is not exclusive to a specific nation; rather, it is a notion that arises when a nation reaches an unprecedented expansion and power. Thus, the notion becomes indicative of the principle of hegemony and domination, regardless of its type, goals, and dimensions. (King, 2018)
From the aforementioned, we believe that the notion of the "end of history," both in ancient and modern times, is a concept intended for control, hegemony, expanding influence over the other, and attempting to domesticate them politically, economically, and culturally. (Komlosy, 2016).
Accordingly, how do we view the notion of the "end of history"? Is it the foundation of hegemony? How did the liberal West turn it into a tool of control? What are the possible facets of hegemony? And what are the mechanisms for confrontation and resistance? 

2- Methods

Employ the analytical–hermeneutic method as the central methodological framework of this study. Begin with a careful reading of the primary and secondary texts dealing with the “end of history,” especially the liberal formulations associated with Francis Fukuyama and the broader discourse of Western hegemony. Analyze these texts conceptually and historically in order to uncover the epistemological premises underlying their claims concerning the universality and finality of liberal modernity.

Rely, furthermore, on hermeneutic interpretation to reveal the ideological dimensions concealed within political and philosophical discourse. Move beyond the apparent meaning of the texts toward the interpretation of their implicit structures, symbolic functions, and relations to global power configurations. Through this methodological procedure, connect textual analysis with the dynamics of hegemony, soft power, globalization, and the restructuring of international order.
3- Results &  Discussion
The analysis showed that the "end of history" discourse served as an ideological tool to legitimize Western liberal hegemony after the Cold War. It revealed that liberal democracy was transformed from a historical experience into a metaphysical horizon presented as the pinnacle of human development. Furthermore, the mechanisms of cultural globalization, linguistic imperialism, economic dependency, and institutional pluralism have contributed to the dissemination of this dominant narrative, which we present as follows:
First - The End of History and the Foundation of Hegemony 
It seems clear that the idea of the "end of history" is a foundation for Western hegemony in general, and American hegemony in particular, primarily from a political perspective. Its proponents considered the victory of Western political and economic systems over rogue and fierce ideologies as an announcement of the end of the other, or in other words, that political democracy swept the world, victorious even over similar democracies, i.e., social democracies with a socialist orientation. The fall of the Berlin Wall was an announcement of the end of socialist social democracy, making the whole world witness the power of political democracy, which seems to have achieved a qualitative leap in human rights and citizenship more than any alternative political system. (Al-Naqeed, S. M. H., 2013, p. 09.)
The stated and common narrative is that the "end of history" represents the twenty-first-century man's entry into a humane global system, dominated by the values of globalization and global citizenship, alongside the spread of the culture of dialogue and communication, and the philosophy of human commonality.
However, the "unspoken," which is the foundation and core of the idea, seeks the exact opposite. Behind it, it aims for "hegemony" and "control" through the liberal democratic system, which somewhat resembles the famous Trojan horse, through which regimes most immune to the formidable Western tide will be overthrown.
Western values, institutions, and systems have indeed become globally dominant. In the name of democracy and human rights, nations and peoples have been invaded; in the name of globalization and citizenship, cultures and social customs have been erased. Contemporary man has been transformed into a one-dimensional being, engaged in consumer culture, identifying with the world of objects, believing that the West is the end of civilization and the pinnacle of culture, and that anyone who opposes it is reactionary and backward.
Deep consideration and piercing analysis reveal that the discourse of the "end of history" is an explanation of the lust for control and hegemony embedded in the Western self, which sees the white man as the supreme and superior human being, according to many proponents of the philosophy of supremacy and notions of the end. This orientation was expressed in the seventeenth century by Jacques-Bénigne Bossuet when he considered that the earth was created only for the white man. (Jacques-Bénigne Bossuet. J. B; 1778, p.296)
It is the very phrase repeated anciently by Aristotle when he considered the earth the center of the universe, and the Greek man the center of the earth.
The centrality of the white man took root in the minds of Americans since their ancestors went through the phase of being "outcasts," whom they like to call: "our traveling ancestors," where they dominated the land of the peoples of North America and exterminated them horribly. The mentality of control has remained in their minds to our contemporary time: "The ideology of hegemony, then, is not a product of the twentieth century, but it took root with the very beginnings of the American state. The moral and commercial hegemony enjoyed by Americans, based on military strength and self-confidence, is not a modern issue, but began with the emergence of the origins of the first American nation, where this hegemony remained its core essence. The myth of 'our traveling ancestors' still influences the general mentality of Americans." (Bashir, A., 2010, pp. 14, 15.)
This American mentality drove the third US President, Thomas Jefferson (of British origin), to consider America as representing the hegemony of the white man, urging its politicians and leaders to bear the historical responsibility represented in reclaiming the British legacy and establishing a new empire based on massive military power, providing it with some moral and humanitarian justifications, some of which carried the intentionality of the "New Colossus" engraved on the base of the Statue of Liberty.
On the other hand, US President Harry Truman embodied its steps in his famous project, the "vacuum-filling policy." After World War II, America witnessed an aggressive expansionist policy, trying as much as possible to fill the vacuum resulting from the withdrawal of traditional occupation represented by both France and Britain.
The Americans present a strange term to the world, represented by "Benevolent Domination," which purports to be a hegemony that achieves freedom and equality and exports democracy to the peoples of the world. Fukuyama expressed this, saying: "Many neoconservatives argued during the late 1990s that the United States should use its dominant military power to assert 'benevolent hegemony' over strategically important parts of the world. By invading Iraq, the Bush administration did not see itself acting out of narrow self-interest but as providing a universal public good. The administration's belief in its own good motives explains much of its failure to anticipate the very negative international reaction to the war." (Fukuyama, F., 2007, p. 131.)
In the following elements, we will discuss the facets of this hegemony, analyzing it, showing its effects, and tracing its phases, as follows:
1-Economic Hegemony
Economic hegemony is the primary and first goal of the liberal West. It can be said that the economy is the cart, and politics is the carrot that attracts the horse, meaning that the political goal, which is considered the first goal in their custom, is inherently valueless. The West seeks to dominate the economies of the world, whether through the alternative democratic system or the archaic authoritarian system; the political system is merely a precursor to hegemony and a justification for direct intervention.
Most Western countries accepted America as their leading power, especially after World War II, given that Europe was in a stifling crisis and needed a strong push from America. Therefore, Western countries helped America achieve economic hegemony inside and outside Europe. This is confirmed by John Krige: "Perhaps the best term for the post-war Western economy is consensual American hegemony. The word 'consensual' can be used because European leaders accepted Washington's leadership in light of their needs for economic and security assistance. Hegemony derived from Washington's ability to set binding political guidelines for the West. Geir Lundestad has gone further than Gaddis or Maier in describing Europeans as virtually inviting the United States to build a hegemonic system during the early Cold War." (Krige, J, 2008, p. 273)
Economic hegemony over the world's resources grants Western countries the elements of existence; the world of objects is one of the foundations of building civilization. It seems that the "world of objects" has begun to deplete in Western countries due to the excessive use of things, which prompted them to search for things outside Western geography. The researcher Ralph A. Cossa says: "Washington has long been accustomed to promoting the idea that multilateral security and economic institutions are mutually supportive and inextricably linked. Without a minimum of political cooperation and stability, economic interactions become difficult and achieving shared objectives becomes hard. Conversely, economic cooperation serves political purposes, and the process of economic liberalization is a significant step toward achieving the grand goals of political security and social welfare." (Cossa, R. A. & others, 2016, p. 62.)
The idea of the end of history attempts to say that the "free market" is the final system of economic evolution, a system immune to stifling crises; indeed, it is the system most aligned with the natural right of man. It contributes to enhancing the economic power of Western capitalist countries, making them a role model, while simultaneously being the only successful, legitimate, and viable model in the world.
America is not satisfied with the idea of the "free market" but goes beyond it to promote free trade, which is one of its most prominent strategies to enhance its economic model and global influence, and subsequently impose comprehensive hegemony on global markets.
Many non-Western regions are presented as having advanced rapidly thanks to the free capitalist economic system, compared to their neighboring countries. Hong Kong is presented by the West as a historical model of the resounding success of a region that engaged in the liberal democratic path, compared to mainland China, which, although economically developed now, its economy remains a directed economy lacking the features of a free economy due to its authoritarian politics.
Engaging in the free economy grants massive gains to the West in general, and America in particular. Firstly, obtaining the world of objects (raw materials) at cheap prices based on the principle of competition and the law of supply and demand (which is implicitly manipulated). Secondly, obtaining ideas and investing in them at the lowest cost. Thirdly, obtaining the most efficient and effective people from the non-Western world at the lowest cost.
When we focus on the three worlds (objects, ideas, people), we will find that the Western economy will have dominated the conditions of a successful economy and effectively achieved control over wealth and expertise. 
Particularly:
A- Wheat (Food Hegemony):
 Since the middle of the last century, America has tried to control the global wheat trade, not only through its local production but by dumping its surplus wheat into the sea to raise its financial value, and secondly by controlling global production, especially since it destabilized Ukraine via the Orange Revolution, making Ukrainian wheat indirectly controlled by America. Perhaps one of the biggest repercussions of the current Russian-Ukrainian war is the global wheat crisis and the signs of global famine, especially in Africa. Many scholars considered that wheat has turned into a very dangerous weapon; this very small seed has become more dangerous than nuclear weapons, because hunger is more dangerous than blue (nuclear) death. The Grain Weapon is more lethal than conventional weapons. Hegemony seems clear through "Project Blue Beam" or what is known as the anticipated New World Order, through which America aims to clone wheat genes, thereby seizing the original seeds, establishing its own bank, and then wheat becomes a means of hegemony and control.
B- Oil and Energy (Industrial Hegemony):
 The West seeks to dominate global energy sources through multinational corporations, which are the most effective face of acquisition and hegemony (neo-colonialism). When institutional hegemony fails, it resorts to war and spreading turmoil in energy-rich countries. Iraq, Libya, and Syria were among the greatest examples that clearly show America's lust for control over oil and energy sources. This in itself created major international political tensions and conflicts, most notably between Western countries and countries possessing oil and energy sources. (Dannreuther. R. O. W, 2022, p.09).
C- Medicine (Health Hegemony): 
According to the "End of History" project, as well as the "End of Man" project, pandemics are considered one of the most important means to achieve human and environmental balance, and also one of the most important means to control the countries of the world. Planting a pandemic has become possible anywhere in the world, followed by the phase of selling medicine, which will provide the West, in particular, with two things: first, political hegemony, and second, fast and abundant profit. We have noticed how Western countries, led by America, managed to exploit the events of the Covid-19 pandemic, and how they exploited the situation by selling vaccines, some of which were illusory (Johnson & Johnson). Some studies have shown inhumane American practices towards non-European peoples, despite concluded agreements: "Where the agreement opens the door for American pharmaceutical companies to monopolize the production of these drugs and determine their selling prices, thereby depriving local companies of producing them." (Bashir, A., 2010, p. 121.)
D- Water (Comprehensive Hegemony): 
Water will be the fourth element in global hegemony, and the American axis of evil will try to exploit water sources and rivers to subjugate some countries, especially those relying on river water for agriculture and drinking. Major conflicts over water fueled by Western powers may arise. (See: Abdel Hamid. S. M., 2010). All this is for hegemony over countries with a shortage of water resources, especially since water is an element of life. Egypt's conflict with Ethiopia seems to be the best proof. (See: Omar. F., 2013.)
2- Political Hegemony
It is considered the second goal of hegemony because politics can achieve the first goal (economic) through what Joseph Nye calls "Soft Power" (Joseph. N, 119/2 (2004), p. 255.), which is based on the hegemony of America and its Western partners over the joints of global politics, especially non-liberal countries of the world, without the use of violence, force, or money, but only through soft politics based on: "the ability to get what you want through attraction rather than coercion or payments." (Keohane, R. O and Nye, J.S, 2011, p. 98.)
This theory seems very dangerous even to the United States itself, as Fukuyama expressed his rejection of it, indicating that it harmed the idea of the "end of history." He states: "Polarization has already damaged America’s global influence... That influence depended on what foreign-policy scholar Joseph Nye dubbed 'soft power'—the attractiveness of American institutions and society to people around the world. That appeal has been greatly diminished: it is hard for anyone to argue that American democratic institutions have been working well in recent years, or that any country should copy America’s political tribalism and dysfunction. The hallmark of a mature democracy is the ability to conduct peaceful transfers of power following elections, a test the country failed spectacularly on January 6th." (https://www.economist.com/by-invitation/2024/01/08/francis-fukuyama-on-the-end-of-American-hegemony. At: 09:23.)
This judgment was based on Western hegemony projects, which were represented in several projects, including the "Wave of Freedom" project, which is based on exporting the values of democracy, especially political freedom, to the countries of the world in order to spark revolutions that change ruling regimes and form regimes loyal to America and its allies. Stability of countries in several regions of the world was indeed destabilized, especially since the West relied on two means to export the Wave of Freedom project. The first means is "money" by funding opponents and loyalists, and the second means is "media" by amplifying events and pushing the silent mass to go out and participate in civil disobedience. We can identify some aspects of the "Wave of Freedom" project as follows:
1- The Velvet Revolution
It refers to a series of non-violent political changes, events, and protests that occurred in the former Czechoslovakia, which erupted from November to December 1989. The term "velvet" was used to emphasize the peaceful nature of the popular revolution, coming as a response to the more turbulent and violent revolutions in other parts of Eastern Europe during the same period. The events showed that this revolution was a creation of American intelligence, which wanted through it to export the revolution to the rest of the world, especially those with a socialist orientation, presenting it as a model of a successful peaceful revolution.


2- The Orange Revolution
It refers to the series of events that occurred in Ukraine in 2004, where demonstrators used the color orange to signify its peacefulness; it was also the symbol of the election campaign of the opposition forces, supported by America and the West. It indeed led to bringing about fundamental changes in the country, breaking away from the yoke of socialist ideology.
3- The Arab Spring
It refers to the protests witnessed in the Arab world starting from the end of 2010, where some Arab peoples took to the streets in massive demonstrations, demanding regime change and its downfall, and the adoption of the democratic system as a political alternative that achieves freedom and social peace, and preserves the basic rights and dignity of citizens. Tunisia was the starting point, and then the wave of the Arab Spring spread like wildfire, reaching Egypt, Libya, Syria, and Yemen, leading in some countries to massive destruction. It became clear that Western powers were behind the Arab Spring, wanting through these protests to achieve economic and political gains. This was manifested especially in the events of Libya, where they intervened directly in the civil war, ultimately leading to the overthrow of Muammar Gaddafi's regime, which was no longer useful at that stage.
When we study the phenomenon of Western hegemony, we discover we are facing a fierce ideology that wants to abolish ideologies but is itself an ideology. 
We agree with what Muta'a Safadi stated in his introduction to the book (The End of History): "It is clear that we are facing a new rape of the concept of history, its movement, and its end, taking the form of interpretation, to build an ideological project in an era agreed to be described as the era of the collapse of ideologies." (Fukuyama. F, 1993, p. 15.)
There is another face of Western hegemony, represented in activating alternative political models. When "soft power" does not work, "authoritarian capitalism" must be used, which seeks to preserve the non-democratic (monarchical/dictatorial) ruling regime on the condition that it opens its economic sphere to Western countries and engages in the global free market. This idea appealed to many authoritarian regimes seeking rapid development without embracing the values of liberal democracy, because it allows them:
1- Changes in the global distribution of power: 
Creating powers that are politically non-liberal but economically liberal. This matter would bring about shifts in the global distribution of economic power, which guarantees many non-democratic regimes a space to influence the hegemony of liberal capitalism. We can point to the small state of the UAE as a model of a traditional regime that engaged in the global liberal system economically and culturally, and it serves the West more than some countries that adopted political and economic liberalism like Tunisia.
2-Activating geopolitical shifts: 
Encouraging economic and technological transformations of countries capable of liberal transition, in order to prepare them economically and politically to choose liberal democracy as a successful political alternative.
 3-Strategy to preserve a stable global order: 
Western hegemony aims to try to form a stable global order that is friendly (in the Western sense) to liberal democratic values, in order to form a free global society.
4-Forming alliances with like-minded countries: 
There are friendly and allied countries despite the nature of their political or economic system contradicting Western countries. Therefore, an alliance must be formed with those countries that adopt political values similar to the West. Fukuyama says: "Although liberalism and democracy are usually inseparable, theoretically they can be separated. It is possible for a state to be liberal without necessarily being democratic." (Fukuyama. F, 1993, p. 55.)
However, despite this, we note the stumbling of political hegemony projects and the presence of traditional regimes in the global political scene, which puts the axis of "liberal democratization" in an intellectual crisis, as the spread of political democracy happens randomly and is not linked to economic transformations. Yascha Mounk says in his article (The End of History Revisited): "We would thus expect to observe that democracies emerge randomly with respect to levels of development, but that they die in poor countries and survive in wealthier ones. History thus gradually accumulates wealthy democracies, since every time a dictatorship dies in a rich country, the democracy is there to stay." (https://www.journalofdemocracy.org/articles/the-end-of-history-revisited/#f13. Yascha Mounk "The End of History Revisited ". At: 13:08 M. 11/01/2024.)
3- Cultural Hegemony
Fukuyama and the proponents of the liberal current consider that culture and social traditions are the biggest obstacle to the democratization of the world. Therefore, Western politicians seek to eradicate local cultures with social specificity and replace them with the culture of the Western world, because hegemony cannot be comprehensive unless local cultures, especially the deeply rooted Eastern cultures, are eliminated. Thus, as Fukuyama says: "All truly liberal societies seek, in principle, to eradicate the traditional causes of inequality (the outlet for hegemony). Likewise, the dynamism of capitalist economies tends to overthrow many traditional and cultural barriers in favor of equality thanks to the constant change in their demand for labor." (Fukuyama. F, 1993, p. 253.)The cultural hegemony scheme is based on the following:
3.1 -Promoting Western Values: 
The idea of the "end of history" in its American edition is linked to promoting Western cultural values with political and economic dimensions as being adaptable to the liberal democratic given. This allows for a form of cultural hegemony, based on the logic that Western standards are a universal standard for all societies. This necessarily imposes the marginalization of alternative ideologies and political systems, based on the premise that their local culture does not align with global culture.
3.2- Cultural Harmony (Globalization of Culture): 
It is an attempt to direct peoples toward a unified cultural pattern, taking the name of "cultural commonality," while in essence, it is imposing a culture that is not common at all, but rather a Western culture linked to the fierce free economy, serving consumer culture and liberation from social values, especially a culture that tends towards forming a global citizen who believes in individual liberty and shifting values, and seeks to change the recognized norms. We have noticed how the culture of homosexuality was powerfully disseminated through politics.
3.3-Humanitarian Intervention: 
Presented as a moral and cultural value, it is originally the key to hegemony and acquisition. This moral and cultural principle guarantees America and the West the right to intervene to protect human rights, ensure the dignity of minorities, and consequently change governments that oppose the West's philosophy in imposing what is called "Megalothymia," which seeks to extract recognition of superiority from others.
3.4- Civilizational Consumption: 
A concept introduced by Fukuyama to refer to the lifestyle within the anticipated global society, where the global citizen becomes a consumer of the products of Western civilization. This lifestyle turns into a daily culture. Although the peoples of Latin America, Asia, and Africa to this day are considered an obstacle to this model, the West's success in exporting it abroad could cause a historical rupture. Fukuyama believes: "We can now, according to this mechanism, explain the flourishing of a global consumer civilization based on universal liberal economic principles in the Third, First, and Second Worlds alike. The great dynamic productive economic world created by advanced technology and the rational organization of labor enjoys a tremendous capacity to homogenize peoples and nations, and to link different societies in our world thanks to the establishment of global markets, and the creation of parallel economic aspirations and practices in a multitude of divergent societies." (Fukuyama. F, 1993, p. 107.)
4- Linguistic Hegemony
Hegemony does not stop at what we mentioned previously, which may seem familiar to some. But there is another hegemony no less dangerous to local and global identities and cultures, which is the will to impose the English language as the language of science, trade, transactions,.... (See: Ulrich. A, 2011.)This in itself is an imperialist orientation that shows the extent of the danger of American and allied British thinking in imposing the language through soft methods first, especially through media, cinema, advertising,... then through coercive methods, by linking aid and protection to the adoption of English as a second language at least in many countries of the world. Robert Phillipson believes in his important book (Linguistic Imperialism Continued) that imposing English largely harmonizes with the idea of the new empire, which sees that globalization dictates that English be the world's only language: "There is therefore a real challenge to explore how and why language use is changing, and how this links to economic and political factors. In clarifying the linguistic dimensions of globalization, in relation to corporate power and what can be seen as the new imperialism (Harvey 2005) or neoliberal empire (Pieterse 2004), the challenge for macro-sociolinguistics is to identify the factors influencing current and future language policy. These issues are addressed by documenting the expansion of 'Global English', tracing its historical roots, and attempting to put into place appropriate theoretical principles for the study of the English of the new empire." (Phillipson, R, 2013; p. 104.)
5- Scientific and Technical 
Dominance by scientific and technical dominance, we mean the monopolization of the field of science and knowledge by global institutions, where some countries, especially Western ones, are moving towards scientific and technical monopoly in order to extend hegemony over the world. This is the result of superiority in scientific research, technological innovation, and control over advanced technologies. Hegemonic states seek to share areas of scientific influence among themselves: "Great power states prefer unipolar leadership. If there are two large states, they prefer a world separated and divided into spheres of influence, rather than competing with each other." (https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0176268023001374. Kai A. Konrad: " Dominance and technology war" At: 12.24M. 11/01/ 2024.)
This dominance can be manifested in some fields we will mention as an example:
5.1-Enhancing Research and Development: 
This is through total acquisition and precedence in scientific research in various disciplines, especially physical and chemical sciences, life and biological sciences, medicine and pharmacy, as well as space sciences. Hegemony is manifested in publishing the summaries of pioneering studies in the largest scientific bodies (Scopus, Web of Science,...), while regulating the ways to benefit from them and also turning them into an opportunity to attract money. It must also be noted the imposition of the English language to publish scientific articles in major Western international journals, while also turning them into a profitable means through publication fees.


5.2-Technological Innovation: 
Mainly represented in advances in information technology, biotechnology, artificial intelligence, nanotechnology, renewable energy.....
5.3-Attracting the Global Workforce:
 Done by attracting highly skilled global scientific competencies from all over the world. And communicating with universities and research institutions for the sake of partnership and cooperation (ostensibly), while the goal is to invest in what their research and studies have reached. The goal of scientific (cognitive) hegemony seems to be leadership in the field of science, control over new technology, and achieving economic prosperity, while achieving a quality of life for the Western citizen. (See: Al-Shawaf, A., 2016.) However, the ultimate goal lies in enhancing national security and global influence.
**
Second - Mechanisms of Resistance and Confrontation 
The intelligentsia, whether in the West or in the world, rose up against the idea of the "end of history," showing that it is a maxim aiming to legitimize the American desire to control and dominate the world. Many critical studies went to analyze the unspoken, interrogate what is kept silent, and present the face hiding behind philosophies of domesticating the world and attempting to Americanize it politically and economically. Confronting the American hegemony project must be a moral duty and a human struggle to expose the falsity of liberal thought, and show the extent of its incoherence in the face of theories of right, goodness, and the principles of global peace and security. The confrontation can be effective and the struggle successful if we adhere to the following:
1- Activating Serious Critical Studies 
Criticism is considered one of the most important mechanisms by which we face the project of Western hegemony. Critiquing the philosophical basis of hegemony projects is necessary and important because it reveals the unspoken and tears the veil of hiding behind terms that carry an ideological discourse that is incompatible with the human commonality, nor with the civilizational acquaintance called for by heavenly religions in particular. It seems quite important to say that despite the media and political momentum of the maxim of the end, there are also many criticisms and challenges facing the strategy of Western hegemony. Many Western philosophers themselves believe that history has not yet ended as a goal, and that the political, economic, and social challenges experienced by Western society today show the beginning of its end. Some return to the philosophy of history to study the issue, especially the vision of Oswald Spengler, who considered that the West has entered the phase of decline and end, that Western civilization has lost its justifications for existence, and that Western philosophers do not view the world as a unity, but view the world as being the West, and that view is evidence of the end of their philosophy: "Today we think in continents, and only our philosophers and historians have not realized this. So, what importance do the concepts and fields of perception placed before us by these people have as having universal validity for us, when we see that their furthest horizons do not extend beyond the mental circle of the Western man." (Spengler, O., n.d., Vol. 1, p. 70.)
It can be said that the "end of history" contradicts a divine cosmic law, which is the law of rotation (Tadawul). God decreed that history rotates among people, and that there is no chosen one by his race or gender to end history in his favor, but life is governed by the law of rotation. In this context, I admire His saying: "And these days [of varying conditions] We alternate among the people so that Allah may make evident those who believe and [may] take to Himself from among you martyrs." (Al Imran: 140).
2- Focusing on Alternative Alliances (Multipolarity)
It is a historical and political demand in the growing phenomenon of American monopolization. Attempting to make the entire world subject to a single pole is a dangerous attempt on the political and economic level, because common sense dictates that power be increasingly distributed among multiple poles, with no possibility for one state to single-handedly have absolute hegemony. The French under Jacques Chirac tried to introduce the concept of "Europeanization" as an axis against Americanization, given their realization of the extent of American hegemony over Europe, with their declining influence in the world. However, this axis was not destined to succeed, especially after Britain left the European Union. We see the same attempt formulated by some Arab thinkers, where the term "Arabization" appeared as an alternative axis to the line of the end of history group, yet the idea was not heard and did not find popularity. Currently, we are witnessing the new bloc of anti-American hegemony powers, called (BRICS), an international alliance founded by some powerful countries like China, Russia, and India, to which some developing countries will successively join.
3- Dismantling Centrality and Unipolarity
 Western hegemony was built on the logic of "liberal centrality" or what is also called unipolarity, and that is a global stultifying tendency that wants to tighten its control over the world through the dominant ideological centralization. Oswald Spengler had criticized this Western thymotic tendency, considering it a desperate attempt to stop the movement of history. Tariq Ali confirmed this idea saying: "Spengler was one of the first and fiercest critics of Eurocentrism and its cultural arrogance." (Ali, T. and others, 2008, p. 84.)
Some scholars attacked Western hegemony adorned with maxims of the end and election. Colin Barker/Mooers labels the thinkers of Western strategy for hegemony as "new watchdogs," where these "dogs" work to justify war, codify permanent conflict, while at the same time their intellectual barking is directed toward guarding the new empire: "When permanent war becomes the (new normal state) for our time, it becomes clear why the discourse of the new empire has become so important for those defenders of this new order of things: the normalization of war, conquests, and imperial invasions has become a pressing ideological necessity." (Mooers, C. and others, 2008, p. 19.)
4- Rejecting the Idea of American Exceptionalism
 The new predators of ideas try to direct people to believe that the United States is an "exceptional," unique, and superior case in the world, and what is permissible for it is not permissible for others, given that it possessed the mechanisms of hegemony and control; the policeman of the world subjugates and is not subjugated, dominates and is not dominated. This is what Fukuyama and other American political theorists tried to say and publish, while attempting to correct the resulting errors. He says: "'Benevolent hegemony' rests on a belief in American exceptionalism that most non-Americans simply find unbelievable. The idea that the United States acts on the world stage in a disinterested way is not widely believed because it is mostly not true, and indeed, it could not be true if American leaders fulfill their responsibilities to the American people. The United States is capable of acting generously in providing global public goods, and it has been most generous when its ideals and its self-interest coincided. But the United States is also a great power with interests unrelated to global philanthropy. Presidents must." (Fukuyama. F, 2007, p. 151.)
This exceptionalist view has dragged America into pitfalls in its foreign relations with the countries of the world. Researcher Edward C. Luck notes: "More than a decade has passed since then (meaning exceptionalism), and the patterns of American ambivalence toward international rules and multilateral organizations—born of a deep and ingrained sense of exceptionalism—remain a prominent feature of US foreign and security policy." (Luck, E. C. and others, 2016, p. 62.)However, the truth is manifested in the fact that American hegemony undermines the whole world, detracts from the sovereignty of other states, and fuels the phenomenon of resentment and anti-American/Western sentiment, which results in global crises and endless wars, and will constitute a major human tragedy. America's condition does not differ from the declining empires throughout history. It will not be like the Roman Empire, nor the British and Spanish Empires, nor can it be compared to the Ottoman Caliphate.
- Conclusion.
At the end of the study, I find myself inclined to the saying of the French philosopher François Châtelet when he stated: "The end of history is the end of the other fighting the European." (Châtelet. F, 1976. p. 200.)Meaning that it is a purely ideological maxim, entering within the mechanisms of war. The West used it from a psychological perspective, as it implies the West's victory first over the communist axis, which threatened Europe in its bourgeois ideology, geography, and history. It is also a declaration of psychological war on all global blocs opposing the West, such as China, India, the Islamic world,... Accordingly, it appears as a theory for clash more than for the end and acquisition. (Hussein. A, 2002, p. 82.)The question of whether we are facing the end of history in the Western sense (the beginning of global Western hegemony) or the end of the "end of history" in the contradictory sense, is an issue that is not as complex as some believe. Rather, it is a normal issue in the movement of history. Any nation that in the future reaches the level the West has reached today will perform the same process, i.e., attempting control and hegemony over the nations of the world. History will remain continuing towards its final endpoint, determined by the mover of history and the creator of the universe, and the maxims of anyone who claims the end of history will remain mere ideological slogans that will not affect the civilizational scene much. Especially the attempt to transition from a "market economy" to a "market society." (Jarrad. N, 2013, p. 29.)The problem is not in leading the world, but in hegemony and acquisition, as we believe that history dictates its course be under the leadership of one nation among nations, provided its conditions of sovereignty are complete, because without a leading nation for the world, conflict and chaos would be limitless. The matter cannot be straightened except by the sovereignty of a nation, or a group of nations uniting together. The leading nation is the nation that adheres to the laws of the universe, and its sovereignty achieves the values of right, goodness, and love. It commits to global values, international covenants, and treats other nations according to the logic of human acquaintance, human dignity, and lively neighborliness. Then, that nation would have achieved the principle of civilizational witnessing, deserved the term stewardship, and entered history—not ended it—but started it on a new path, towards a goal greater than what the "new watchdogs" aspire to, as Colin Mooers put it.
 **
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