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ABSTRACT
The subject of Samuel Huntington’s “Clash of Civilizations” has sparked much
discussion. Huntington argues that post-Cold War conflicts are primarily about
civilization. This article uses a data set from an at-risk minority group to bring a
quantitative element to the civilization debate, which until now has largely relied on
anecdotal claims. This article focuses on the question of whether both the number
and intensity of ethnic conflicts between groups belonging to different civilizations
have increased since the end of the Cold War. Overall, the analysis identifies several
problems with Huntington’s argument. First, Huntington's classification of
civilizations is difficult to implement. Second, civilizational conflict is a minority of
ethnic conflict. Third, the conflict between the West and China/Confucianism and
Islamic civilization, which Huntington predicted would be the most important conflict
of the post-Cold War era, constitutes a minority of civilizational conflicts. Finally,
there is no statistically significant evidence that the intensity of inter-civilizational
ethnic conflicts has increased relative to other types of ethnic conflicts since the end
of the Cold War.
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AHHOTALUSA

Camioon Xawmunemonunune "cueunuzayusnap myKHawysu" maesycu Kyn
MyHo3apanapea cabab 6ynou. XaumuHemoHHUHZ MABKUOIAWUYA, COBVK YPYULOAH
KelluHeu Moarcaponap bupunyu Hasbamoa yusuiusayus ounan 6oemux. Ywuby maxona
xXo3upeu KyHea Kaodap dacocan 0aveoaapued masaHub Keneam — YusUIU3AYUs
MYHO3apacuca MUKOOPUll elleMeHmMHU OIUub Kenuuwl Y4yH O3YUIUK 2YPYXUHUHE
Maviymomaapuoan @oudananaou. Ywby maxkoaia cosyx ypyuir myeazanuoan 63pu
MYpAU YUBUIUZAYUALAP2A MAHCYO 2YyPYXIap Ypmacuodzu dMHUK HU30JIAPHUHS COHU
Xam, UHMEHCUBIUSU XAM OW2AHMU 092aH CAB0N2A KAPAMUIRAH. YMymaH oneamoa,
maxnun XaHmuHemoOHHUHE apeymenmu Ouian 002mux Oup Heuma MyamMMoNIapHU
anuxnanou. bupunuuoan, XanmunemouwHune yusuiuzayuslap macHuuHu amanea
owupuws  Kutiun. HMKKUHYUOGH, YUBUAU3AYUSL MONCAPOCU EMHUK MONCAPOHUHS
osuunueuoup. Yuunuuoaw, Fapbd ea Xumoii ypmacuoacu 3uodusm ea Hciom
yusunuzayusacu, XawmuHemoH CO8VK VPYWOAH KeuuHeu OaspHuHe 3IHE MYXUM
Modcapocu Oynuwuny dawopam xunean. Ba nuxoam, yusunusayusnapapo smHux
MOACAPONAPHUHS UHMEHCUBUSU COBYK YPYWlL MY2a2aHuoan 603pu OOuwlKa SMHUK
MOACAPONAP2a HUCOAMAH OWAHIUSY MYEPUCUOA CINAMUCTIUK aXamMusmed 92d.

Kanum cyznap: yusunuzayus, yusuiuzayus oHeu, UXCMUMOUL OHe, MAOaHUusam,
oun, lingua franca, napaouema

COLUAJIBHO-®UJIOCOPCKUM AHAJIU3 TUCCEPTALIUU
XAHTHHI'TOHA Ob OTHUYECKUX MEHBIIMHCTBAX 1

CTOJIKHOBEHWM ITUBUJIN3 AT

Hcaombex PaxmonOepauen
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AHHOTAIUA

Tema «Cmonknogenus yusunusayuily Camioans XaHmunemona 6ul38a1a MHO20
ouckyccuti. Xaumunemon ymeepaicoaem, Yymo KOHGIUKMbL NOCAe «XOJIOOHOU B0UHbLY
C8A3aHbl npedicle 6ce20 ¢ yusunuzayueu. B smou cmamve ucnonv3yemcs Habop
OAHHBIX U3 2PYNNbI MEHLUIUHCME, HAXOO0SAWUXCSA 8 30He PUCKd, Ymobvl npueHecmu
KOMUYeCMBeHHbI dNleMeHm 8 0ebamvl 0 YUBUIU3Ayuu, Komopwvie 00 CUux Hnop 8
OCHOBHOM ONUPAIUCL HA aHeKOomuyeckKue ymeepxcoeHus. B oaumnoii cmamove
paccmampusaemcs, 60NPoOC 0 MoM, YBEIUHUUNUCDH JIU KOJUYECME0 U UHMEHCUBHOCHb
IMHUYECKUX KOHPAUKMOB MedHcOy epYNNAMU, NPUHAONeHCAUWUMU K  PASHbIM
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YUBUAUZAYUAM, NOCTe OKOHYaHus XonoOHOU 60uHbl. B uyenom amanus eviseisem
HecKobko npobnem ¢ apeymenmamu Xawmuumemowna. Bo-nepevix, xnaccugpuxayuro
yusunuzayul. XaHmunemona mpyoHo peaiuzosams. Bo-emopulx, yusuiuzayuorHwll
KOH@IUKM  S6NISAeMCSl  MEHbUUHCINBOM IMHUYECK020 KOH@aukma. B-mpemovux,
KOHpaukm  mexcoy 3anaoom u  Kumaem/xoughyyuancmeom u  uciamckou
yusunuzayuel, KOmopwvil, No npeocKkazanuro XanmuHemoHa, CcmaHem CaMbiM
BAJICHLIM KOHMIUKMOM INOXU NOCE XOJOOHOU BOUHbBL, COCMABIAen MEHbULUHCIEO
YUBUTUZAYUOHHBIX  KOH@Aukmos. Haxowey, nem cmamucmuuecku 3HAYUMbBIX
00KA3amenbCme moz2o, 4mo UHMEHCUBHOCTL MeNCYUBUTUZAYUOHHBIX IMHUYECKUX
KOH@IUKMOB8 803POCIA NO CPABHEHUIO C OPYeUMU MUNAMU IMHUYECKUX KOHMIUKMO8
nocie OKOHYAHUsl «X0JI00HOU BOUHBLY.

Knrouesvie cnoea: L{usunuzayus, yusuiuzayuonHoe cosHanue, oouecmeenHoe
CO3HAHUe, KYIbmypa, peaucus, 1uHeea ppanka, napaouema.

The legitimacy of Huntington's "clash of civilizations™ argument has been hotly
contested ever since it was first put forth.[1;15] Since Huntington expanded on this
idea in his book The Clash of Civilizations and the Remaking of the World Order, the
discussion has only gotten more heated.[2;43] Huntington's thesis contains a number
of arguments, the most well-known and contentious of which is that the nature of
international conflict changed after the Cold War ended, with post-Cold War
conflicts primarily defined by religion and based more on culture than those that took
place during the Cold War. He contends that most conflicts in the world currently
will be between civilizations, namely the West and non-West, rather than between
Western ideologies, as was the case during the Cold War (the conflict between
democracy and communism). Instead of suppressing religion as many had claimed,
modernization often fosters a fresh dedication to native cultures. These civilizations
will make their mark on the global scene and engage in conflict if the Cold War
doesn't stand in their way. In particular, Huntington believes there will be more
conflicts between the West and the Islamic and Sinic /Confucian civilizations.[3;52]

Huntington divides these conflicts between civilizations into three categories:
fault-line conflicts between neighboring states of different civilizations; conflicts
between core states, which are between the dominant states of different civilizations;
and conflicts within states that contain groups of different civilizations. This study
focuses on the latter kind of conflicts and makes an effort to determine whether
Huntington's claims about a rise in conflicts among civilizations are supported by
quantitative methodologies. In particular, this study examines whether, relative to
other ethnic conflicts, the number and intensity of conflicts that may be classified as
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civilizational have increased since the end of the Cold War using data from the
Minorities at Risk dataset.

There is much discussion surrounding Huntington's argument, too much to cover
here. Nonetheless, there are a few very pertinent aspects of this discussion. Several
criticisms of his thesis are included in them. First, a lot of people argue that
realpolitik and nation-states will continue to be the fundamental factors dividing
wars.[4;32] An alternative take on this line of reasoning holds that the civilizations
that Huntington writes about are not cohesive and that most conflicts arise between
individuals within the same civilizations. Secondly, many counter that the globe is
becoming more united as a result of post-Cold War economics, communications, and
environmental concerns, which is impeding all conflict. Thirdly, some combine the
first two points and assert that conflicts will occur at scales smaller and larger than
civilizations.. Fourth, some merely state that the conflicts of today are not indicative
of a civilization without evaluating whether or whether these conflicts occur at a
more micro or global level.[5;10] Fifth, a lot of people contend that Huntington's
theory isn't useful because he overlooked many significant phenomena that have an
effect on conflict. Improved methods for managing conflicts, global secularism trends,
information technology, the idea that long-term discrimination rather than cultural
roots is the primary cause of most ethnopolitical conflicts, the relative importance of
culture and economics, and non-Western civilizations' aspirations to emulate the
West are some of these phenomena.

The sixth argument is that Huntington's facts are incorrect. A few merely
contend that the evidence does not align with Huntington's theory. Pfaff charges
Huntington with disregarded facts.[6;33] Some even accuse Huntington of
manipulating the facts to support his argument, such as Hassner.[7;43]

The notion that post-Cold War battles will not be particularly civilizational is a
recurrent topic among the critics of Huntington's thesis that are not all included above,
many of which obviously contradict one another. This issue is particularly relevant to
our study. The best way to summarize Huntington's response to the majority of these
criticisms is to ask, "got a better idea?"[8;12] Kuhn's seminal work on scientific
paradigms, which argues, among other things, that a paradigm need only be superior
to its competitors and should not explain everything, is cited by the author.[9;43]
According to Huntington, neither the Cold War paradigm nor the paradigm of
civilizations was flawless. Unusual occurrences occurred that ran counter to every
paradigm. Both paradigms, however, have a considerable explanatory capacity for the
historical period they describe; more significantly, this capacity is greater than that of
any rival paradigm. Although useful, the few studies that do employ quantitative
methodologies to examine the clash of civilizations argument are unable to
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conclusively determine whether ethnic civilizational conflict has increased in the
post-Cold War era. Studies on international conflict are conducted. Thus,
Huntington's claims that conflicts with other civilizations are more common and that
civilizational differences have no bearing on international armed disputes are directly
refuted by Russett, Oneal, and Cox.[10;22] Henderson does an indirect test of
Huntington's theory and concludes that although religious differences contribute to
international conflict, culture also has an impact on conflict.[11;21] Indirectly testing
Huntington's claims, Davis, Jaggers, and Moore also discover that while cross-border
ethnic ties by themselves cannot influence international conflict or foreign policy
decisions, they can have an impact when paired with other variables.[12;9] Some
discuss different facets of Huntington's theory. In Midlarsky's analysis, for example,
Islam is associated with autocracy on two of the three metrics, while Price finds that
Islam neither threatens nor upholds democracy or human rights. Others deal with
internal disputes. Henderson and Singer discover that ethnic and cultural diversity has
no bearing on family conflict. Nonetheless, the majority of their findings relate to the
Cold War era because their sample is based on Correlates of War data from 1946 to
1992. Gurr finds no evidence that civilizational cleavages are growing more
significant, based on a sample of the most violent conflicts from an earlier version of
the Minorities at Risk dataset, the data used in this study. In contrast to the analysis
described here, which uses data current through 1998 on a larger number of instances,
Gurr’s study is based on a smaller sample and is only current until mid-1994.
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