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% The Clash of Civilizations?

Samuel p Huntington

The Next Pattern of Conflict

World politics is entering a new

= phase, and intellec - if.
erate visions of what it will be tuals have not hesitated to prolif

between nation states, and 3, th.e end of history, the return of traditional rivalries
» and the decline of the nation state from the conflicting pulls of

tribalism and globalism, among others. Each of these visions catches aspects of the

emef‘gil‘lg .I‘Cality. Yet they all miss a crucial, indeed a central, aspect of what global
politics is likely to be in the coming years.

It is my hypothesis that the fundamental source of conflict in this new world will
not be primarily ideological or primarily economic. The great divisions among
humankind and the dominating source of conflict will be cultural. Nation states will
remain the most powerful actors in world affairs, but the principal conflicts of global

politics will occur between nations and groups of different civilizations. The clash of
civilizations will dominate global politics. The fault lines between civilizations will be
the battle lines of the future.

Conflict between civilizations will be the latest phase in the evolution of conflictin
the modern world. For a century and a half after the emergence of the modern inter-
national system with the Peace of Westphalia, the conflicts of the Western world
were largely among princes — emperors, absolute monarchs and constitutional mon-
archs attempting to expand their bureaucracies, their armies, their mercantilist

economic strength and, most important, the territory they ruled. In the process they

Huntington, “The Clash of Civilizations?” in Foreign Affairs,

g1 blication details: Samuel P. i ‘
e 190 Reproduced with permission from Foreign Affairs.

72, 3, Summer 1993. pp. 22-3, 25-32, 39-41, 49.

Frank J. Lechner and John Boli.

R ~e - T e

The Globalization Reader, Fifth Edition. Edite_d.by



Debating Globalization

inning with the French Revolution the .
ather than princes. In 1793, as R Tincipy)
e wars of peoples had be R. Paly, hfles
gun.” Thj T py o
of World War L. Then, as a result S Ringy, iy
e reaction again t, the conflict of nations yielded to‘ithe u:’;th
mong communism, fascism-Nazism and liberal de ec ic:an
munism and liberal democracy. During the Cold \;Inocra% a:f
odied in the struggle between the two superpowe 1«::181-, I:hjs 1att§
» ey

e in the classical European sense and each of which ¢ fther of
efineq
Is

and beg
nations I
over; th
il the end

century pattern Jasted unt .
inst 1

Revolution and th
ideologies, first 2
then between com
conflict became emb

which was a nation sta

identity in terms of its ideology.
een princes, nation states and ideologies were primar;

These conflicts betw
flicts within Western civilization, “Western civil wars,” as William Lind h
them. This was as true of the Cold War as it was of the world wars and if labeleg
enth and nineteenth centuries. With the ft::nfl Z?rhir
the

wars of the seventeenth, eighte
Cold War, international politics moves out of its Western phase, and its ce
ce

o e Vet s Vet o,

ments of non-Western 33}11;3; - PohtllCS of civilizations, the peoples and gov: by

of Western colonialism but joi ons no longer remain the objects of history as s
ut join the West as movers and shapers of histoz [ t;lrgets

Why Civilizations Will Clash

Civilization identi ;
tity will be i : .
b_e shaped in large measurz «1;1 Creasfngly important in the futur

tions. These include Weste thhe interactions among seven e, and the world will

: . rn, : or ei : i e
katin American and possibl quflfuma,n , Japanese, Islamic, Hj ; ight major civiliza-
y Alrican civilizations. The mc’)st pi, Slavic-Orthodox
important confli ’
cts of

Why will thj
. y wﬂl this be the case?
irst, differences amo '

the pation

st
511 this g2P !
movements
well as in Is!
talist move!
and businé
temarked,
The reviv
basis for |
C‘NﬂiZatic
Fourtl

the Wes
ever, an
non-We
turning
“Hind
and he
versus
fronts

the W

In

mos

Sani

POt

no

tio

sa

P



World wijj
or civiliza.
Or thOdOX,
onflicts of
iOns ﬁ‘Om

lizations
lon and,
Nt views
> Citizen
lews of
quality
)t soon
ideolg_
L, and
differ-

iolent

oples
y Civ-
and

The Clash of Civilizationsp

to stretch back deep into history,

..d. the processes of eco i B
Thlf‘:id e Eeparating peopl:f(:;uc lmodermza‘ tion and social change throughout

the WOF state as a source of id m ongstanding local identities. They also weaken

the n;?mon PR fentlf)’- In much of the world religion has moved in to

£l this gap, © Fapo wm o move_mf:nt.s that are labeled “fundamentalist.” Such

movem‘ents are ; eSteTn Christianity, Judaism, Buddhism and Hinduism, as
well as in [slam. In most countries and most religions the people active in fundamen-
talist movements are young, college-educated, middle-class technicians, professionals
and busine‘:sis persons. The “Fnseculaﬁzaﬁon of the world,” George Weigel has
remarked, “is one of the dominant social facts of life in the late twentieth century.”
The revival of religion, “la revanche de Dieu,” as Gilles Kepel labeled it, provides a
basis for identity and commitment that transcends national boundaries and unites
civilizations.

Fourth, the growth of civilization-consciousness is enhanced by the dual role of
the West. On the one hand, the West is at a peak of power. At the same time, how-
ever, and perhaps as a result, a return to the roots phenomenon is occurring among
non-Western civilizations. Increasingly one hears references to trends toward a
rurning inward and “Asianization” in Japan, the end of the Nehru legacy and the
“Hinduization” of India, the failure of Western ideas of socialism and nationalism
and hence “re-Islamization” of the Middle East, and now a debate over Westernization
versus Russianization in Boris Yeltsin's country. A West at the peak of its power con-
fronts non-Wests that increasingly have the desire, the will and the resources to shape
the world in non-Western ways.

In the past, the elites of non-Western societies were usually the people who were
most involved with the West, had been educated at Oxford, the Sorbonne or
Sandhurst, and had absorbed Western attitudes and values. At the same time, the
populace in non-Western countries often remained deeply imbued with the indige-
nous culture. Now, however, these relationships are being reversed. A de-Westerniza-
tion and indigenization of elites is occurring in many non-Western countries at the

same time that Western, usually American, cultures, styles and habits become more

popular among the mass of the people. .
Fifth, cultural characteristics and differences are less mutable and hence less easx'ly
compromised and resolved than political and economic ones. In the former Soviet
Union, communists can become democrats, the rich can become poor and the poor
tich, but Russians cannot become Estonians and Azeris cannot ‘pecome Armer:;ans.
In class and ideological conflicts, the key question was "Wch side are yolunc?n? .and
people could and did choose sides and change sides. In conflicts between civilizations,
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As pFUPlf-‘ d‘-‘fi"e tf‘feil’ identity in ethnic and religious terms, they are likely to see

an "US.' versus t’hcm ' relation existing between themselves and people of different

ethnicity or relllgxon. The end of ideologically defined states in Eastern Europe and

the former Soviet Union permits traditional ethnic identities and animosities to come

to the fore. Differences in culture and religion create differences over policy issues,
ranging from h‘-“j“'an rights to immigration to trade and commerce to the environ-
ment. Geographn:al pPropinquity gives rise to conflicting territorial claims from
Bosnia to Mindanao. Most important, the efforts of the West to promote its values of
democracy al‘ld.liberalism as universal values, to maintain its military predominance
and to advance its economic interests engender countering responses from other civ-
ilizations. Decreasingly able to mobilize support and form coalitions on the basis of
ideology, governments and groups will increasingly attempt to mobilize support by
appeah'ng to common religion and civilization identity.

The clash of civilizations thus occurs at two levels. At the micro-level, adjacent
groups along t.he fault lines between civilizations struggle, often violently, over the
control of territory and each other. At the macro-level, states from different civiliza-
tions compete for relative military and economic power, struggle over the control of
international institutions and third parties, and competitively promote their particular
political and religious values.

The Fault Lines between Civilizations

The fault lines between civilizations are replacing the political and ideological bound-
aries of the Cold War as the flash points for crisis and bloodshed. The Cold War began
when the Iron Curtain divided Europe politically and ideologically. The Cold War
ended with the end of the Iron Curtain. As the ideological division of Europe has
disappeared, the cultural division of Europe between Western Christianity, on the
one hand, and Orthodox Christianity and Islam, on the other, has reemerged. The
most significant dividing line in Europe, as William Wallace has suggested, may well
be the eastern boundary of Western Christianity in the year 1500. This line runs
along what are now the boundaries between Finland and Russia and between the
Baltic states and Russia, cuts through Belarus and Ukraine separating the more
Catholic western Ukraine from Orthodox eastern Ukraine, swings westward sepa-
rating Transylvania from the rest of Romania, and then goes through Yugoslavia
almost exactly along the line now separating Croatia and Slovenia from the rest of
Yugoslavia. In the Balkans this line, of course, coincides with the historic boundary
between the Hapsburg and Ottoman empires. The peoples to the north and west of
this line are Protestant or Catholic; they shared the common experiences of European
history — feudalism, the Renaissance, the Reformation, the Enlightenment, the French
Revolution, the Industrial Revolution; they are generally economically better off than
the peoples to the east; and they may now look forward to increasing involvement in
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The West versus the Rest

¢ is now at an extraordina .
est::?isr;ww‘er.oppon'cnt has dis:;}}:ait; ffrl:::et;;n relation- t_o other ci‘.."ﬁizatf\oﬂS-
1 states 15 unthinkable, and Western military ap. Mlhmry conflict amanig
he W‘l:st faces no ecor‘wmic challenge. 1t domilr::t‘:zrir::e“nnfale:l. Ap.a.rt Eron;;l
securl institutions _and with Japan international economi:n ::;;utipohuca a:al
olitical and security issues are effectively settled by a directorate of the Um'lts:;.d s:t
pritain and France, world eco'nomic issues by a directorate of the U::':ted Stati?
Germany and japa'n. all of which maintain extraordinarily close relations with cac};
other t0 the EJ_KCIU&O“ O_f less_er and largely non-Western countries. Decisions made at
the UN Security Council or in the International Monetary Fund rl.mt reflect the inter-
ests of the West are presented to the world as reflecting the desires of the world
community: The very thase “the world community” has become the euphemistic
collective Toun (replacing “the Free World”) to give global legitimacy to actions
reflecting the interests (.)f the United States and other Western powers. Through the
IMF and other international economic institutions, the West promotes its economic
interests and imposes on other nations the economic policies it thinks appropriate. In
any poll of non-Western peoples, the IMF undoubtedly would win the support of
inisters and a few others, but get an overwhelmingly unfavorable rating

finance mini
from just about everyone else, who would agree with Georgy Arbatov’s characteriza-

ron of IMF officials as “neo-Bolsheviks who love expropriating other people’s money,
imposing undemocratic and alien rules of economic and political conduct and stifling

Wesf.cf
Japaﬂ. L

economic freedom.”
Western domination of the UN Security Council and its decisions, tempered only

by occasional abstention by China, produced UN legitimation of the West's use of

o drive Iraq out of Kuwait and its elimination of Iraq’s sophisticated weapons
unprecedented

ty Council to

force t
and capacity to produce such weapons. It also produced the quite

action by the United States, Britain and France in getting the Securi
demand that Libya hand over the Pan Am 103 bombing suspects and then to impose

sanctions when Libya refused. After defeating the largest Arab army, the West did
not hesitate to throw its weight around in the Arab world. The West in effect is using

tions, military power and economic resources to run the world

international institu
protect Western interests and

in ways that will maintain Western predominance,

promote Western political and economic values.
That at least is the way in which non-Westerners sec the new world, and thereisa

significant element of truth in their view. Differences in power and struggles for mil-
itary, economic and institutional power are thus one source of conflict between the
West and other civilizations. Differences in culture, that is basic values and beliefs, are
a second source of conflict. V. S. Naipaul has argued that Western civilization is the
“Universal civilization” that “fits all men.” At a superficial level much of Western
culture has indeed permeated the rest of the world. At a more basic level, however,
Western concepts differ fundamentally from those prevalent in other civilizations.
Western ideas of individualism, liberalism, constitutionalism, human rights, equality,

liberty, the rule of law, democracy, free markets, the separation of church and state,
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The central axis of world politics in the future is likely to be, in Kishore Mahbubani’s

phrase, the conflict between “the West and the Rest” and the responses of non-Western
civilizations to Western power and values. Those responses generally take one or a
combination of three forms. At one extreme, non-Western states can, like Burma and
North Korea, attempt to pursue a course of isolation, to insulate their societies from
penetration or “corruption” by the West, and, in effect, to opt out of participation in
the Western-dominated global community. The costs of this course, however, are
high, and few states have pursued it exclusively. A second alternative, the equivalent
of c;‘band-vx;'azgronling” in international relations theory, is to attempt to join the West
and accept its values and instituti i - . 5
the Wesf by developing econo;?cn Zanhri;}ili: akf;f:z;l:eclls . 3ttemPt ° Tbalance
non-Western societies against the West, while p)r(eis)ervin 'ndicooperatmg it ?ther
tutions; in short, to modernize but not,to Westernize [g 131 genous values and insti-
Western civilization i ol
civilization is both Western and modern. Non-Western civilizations have
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