“ . will conlain at _m_a ..“_._.,,.r.._._“”.n‘...:d-n_”w._ o _.._w:n.. gt el
Japan, Russia, and probably | mq e e Bl ot Chigg
. ?; I _.L.I.E ﬁ.m.: as @ multiplicity of Sm..:.::_rmmwh%
o omer _. . SINELTS SIX major powers belong to five vers differ.
cut ci s and in addition there ure important Islaunic states .
H.“ Hz_ﬂ.”.hﬂ_”,.c_m”._x;_%:.r _.,ME,.,.._ populations, andiar oi] TESONTCEs _H“m_rp. q_mc,”.:_..ﬂn_m”“..
Atlarrs. In Uns new world, Joe, ities is the iy afl icityl
global politics is the politics of n:.m.:\x:.__,“._um__. Fu_w__“d_.r..u_”._.,_,.._m_w,,___.__w _,ﬁﬂ_.:n.f. i
replaced by the clash of cvilizations e s
I this new wo s i
il :.fnr_,;:_m_ H._.H.J q.:.o.ﬂ___ _.H rasive, imporlant, i dungerons vonficty
et een sovial classes, rnich and poor, or other ceonamical v delined
u 1:_E. ul relween _.._E.i__m..,, belonging to different cultigyl entitics, ‘| ..?m_ "
and ellimic conflicls will acey; within civilizations, Vielenee mr.. il
and _m."””::.._w fromy different civilizations, Jiow Cver ..,r._qﬂ._.ﬁ W _.:._."“.___..:uunﬁ..”w__.r_.m:_ mﬁuﬁ,ﬁa.
escalation as othe = ; ] . . il
i H..H”_”__”__“w_ﬂﬂm.,.. Lq_.__M._ .n_%.:jm from :z.m,.rp civilizalions rallv g the support
e ._..r.n, 5 r_ . w.k_ﬁ.:..r 1;& ot ..n._m:m M Seanalia poses no threat
e S oy clash of tribes in Ruanda Jyas ermsequences for
SEm __hq_”m_wu:u :ﬂ_:_:_%__ but not much furthe The Bloody clashes of
: : astu, the Cauea e Asj ; il .
_:.m_wm.,a wars. In the Yngoslay n::m,”,an_m__.””_ﬂ_ __.””“_MH __TM.J:_:: E.EE i
the Serbs, and Sand; \ralvia, Turkey: _.. o o _._u_:_._E:n e
o i B a__ tam, and Lilwa provided funds and arms
R . _T..,w:_.,. af ._%.cm.:.r.q.__ or power polies or cconamie
i .,.ﬁ..__,*..?ﬂ:.& E., cnltural kinship. “Cultaral conflicts,” Vaclav Havel 1ias
e _,:_w_ T_M“,,“M,p./__uuhmﬁm:l Em o n...u_._._w_...a:,_ lclay than at anv (ime _.,;
e E_}? ;,.. _.r.__,” .mw.imﬁﬂ that “huture coufficks will be sparked by
eebborral et r._: CLONOLACS _n._E.Ln_m.,..... And the most dangerons
S :.,_nﬁ.ww ﬂmmf+qng.,¢ along the fanll lines between civilizalions ’
s ETEELHW ME _.ﬁ_q.r_. _n.__:q_:h Is both a divisive and 4 mnifving foree.
o C st m:__u_ﬂ i :_._.“_”.ﬁ. E: nnited by enllure copne logether, as the e
Shcietict riuiig b ﬂ_w_E“_n.I:o raﬁ;.::a ,,.:n several Clinas are beginning to.
Gl e D ‘_.w,_.,, o1 _.:.,,.,”ﬂ.d:.ﬁ.am cirenmstance but divided by ciyifizg.
e ::.._,_.__M_“n ..H. _,n, ( _ﬂ._ _.___m Soviet Union Yugoslavia, and m,ﬁ.ﬂ__..p_. ar ane
Sh L i crs .ZL.:. s iy the case ,,_.,.;r Lkraine, Nigeria, Sudan, T
n el many othens. Countries with culfgal alhini ; : 5
oumically ang politicallv. lnternat; Ry et S
oo s - - _J BN argatzalions based un states with el
e : = m_. n. Uropean __. Mion, are tar more suceessful ian
10 PHo mmscend enltures. lor forhefive ve _ urt
was the cepy| dividing line jn Ty X § R —
il ::\.,.__._#..., .....:._.r.__:.. I'hat line _E.m tioved several [inadrad
L Jgt ..ﬂu__ﬁ:.h__ﬁ the pevples of Western Christianity, on
o) _::_.__uzo____.:._.....:. E,.m.:_._“_u”d._nﬁ._ﬁ .C_._.J%Hr.;. peaples on the athier. .
O _\:,_ il r:p_...m_?.”: u..,ﬁ_....:ﬁ values, m_“.:,.d...: relations, custous,
ization of religion througl 1 :.J:_Jp.ﬂ_::_,.m:_:.,._.x q.:._.__E:.:_._w. The revital-
oughoul much of the world s femlorcing these cultirl

DA b toias  r AR RLAE A LSS WEEISARLrR TEASLE LEES SALARLAS W S TETasss PSS fessss assd peesssssses

w_._...ﬂ economics can vary from one period to another. Yet the major differences

in political and ceonomic developinent among civilizations are clearly rooted
.w.. their different cultures. East Asian cconomic success has its source in Fast
Asian cultire. as dao the difficulties Fast Asian sociclies have had in achieving
stable democratic political svstems. Islamie enlhure oxplains i large parl the
failure of democraey to emerge w much of the Muslim warld. Developments
i the postcommunist sociclies aof Eastern Furope and the former Suviet Unon
gre shaped by their civilizational identities. Those with Western Ohiristian
heritages are making progress toward economic de clopmad and democratic
_.E::._.:..ﬂ the prospects for econome and political developent m e Odthodos
conntries ate uncertaing the prospeets i the Musling republies are bleak,

The Wost s and will remain tor veurs ko conme e st o erful covlization,
Yet ils power telative to that of other civiliealions s declining, As the West
alternpts Lo assert ity values and 1o profect ils mileests, nar-Western societies
coufronl a choiee. Sotne atlempl to crnulate the West and to join or to “band-
wagim” with the West Other Confuenn and Islamic societies attempt to ex-
ﬁ...ﬂ_.,_ their own ceononie and militane power to resist and to “balance” against

avis of post—Cold War world polities i s the mteraction

the Wiesl. A central
and enltire with the [T and eullure of non-Yveslern

of Weslern power

civilizations
[ sum, the post—Cold War world 15 2 world of seven or cight niajor civiliza-

tious. Cultural commionalities and differences shape the mteresls, antagomsms,
and associations of states. The most important countones m the wonld coue
overwhelmingly from difterent civilizations. 'l he Toeal conflicts mesd likely 1o
escalate into broader wars are those hetween gronps and states from ditferent
civilizations. The predominant patterns ot palitical and ceononue developinenl
difer from civilization to civiization. The kev issues on the mternational
agenda involve differences among civilizations Power 15 shitting trom the long
predominant West to non-Western civilizations. Global polities has hecorne

:.__._::E_E and mndbicilizational

Orrare WorLns?

Mups and Paradigms. This picture of post—-Cold War world polities shaped
v cullural factors and invalving interactions among states anel gronps from
different envilizutions s highly simplified. It omits many things. distorts some
things, and abscures others. Yel if we are to think seriously abont the worli,
and act effechively in il some sort of simplified map of realite, some theory,
cemeepl, model, paradigm, is necessarv. Without such intellechal coustructs,
tiere js, as William James <aid. only “a bloomim™ buzzin conliston.” lntellec-
tual and sewentific advance, Thomas Kol slhowed o s classie The Structure
of Setentifie Revedutions, cousisls of the displacement of one paradigm, which
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has hecome mcreasingly incapable of explaining new or newly discovered fagy .
by a uew paradigin, which does account for thase facts in a more satisfa
fashion. “1u he accepted as a paradigm,” Kuhn wrote, “a theory mmst
better than its competitors, but it necd not, and in fact never does, explain g
the fucts with which it can be confronted.” " Tinding one's way through unfy
wiliar terram.” Johu Tewis Caddis also wiscly ohserved, “generally require
map of some sort. Cartagraphy, like cognition dtselt, is a necessary simplif
ton that allows us ta see wlicre we are, and where we nuey be going” The
War image of SUPeTpOWer COTpehtion was, as he potts out, such a mod
arlicnlated first v Harry Troman, a5 “an exercise i geopolitical cartog
that depicted the internutional landscape in lerms evervone conld understan . . i . . .
and s doing prepared the wav for the suphisticated strateey of containgm ¢ World: Fuphoria aud Hannomy: One ._,.__n_.n.ﬁ._, articulated paradigi was
that was soon to follow.”™ Warld views and cansal theorics are indispen d on the assumption Qiat the end of the Cold J_.,__..,i.::m.m:_ __._..m eiied of
guides te inlernational politics.” jgnificant conflict in global politics and the cmergence of tme | latively har-

For forty vears studeuts and practitioners of mternational relations the s world, 'L lie most widely discussed :___.ﬂ._.E_,:::._ of this model was the
and acted in terms of the highly simplified but vere useful Cold Wa paradig of histon™ 1hews advanced Dy Francis T__.r:”..m:E., "W My e wat-
ot world affuirs. This paradigm could not acconnt for evervthing that weng) ing,” Fukuyama argued. . the end of hislory as .;.____..1.: EE is. the end
inworld politics. 'There were matly anomalies, to use Kulin's term, and at tin it of mankind’s idealogical m..:.,___:_.r._.: anil the ::__._E,m__ﬁ..w_._:: of Western
the paradigm blinded scholars and stalcsmen to major developments, sug esal democracy as the final form of human governiment.” "l be sure. he
the Sino-Soviel split, Yot as a simiple model of global politics, it accountedd d, some conflicls mav happen in places n the T'hird J____.:HE. It the global
maore impurtant phenomena than ans of it rvals, it wus an cssential stan 15 over, and not just in Europe 4 :._zE._mm_.._ i :.H __::-Hu::w?mf_
point for thinking about international attairs, it caine o be alinost univers " that the hig chunges have _er.n::m.p..ﬁxd.:n._.ur:_.__. :_._T::E.E._a the .fc:.n_
accepted, and il shaped thinking ahout world polilics for two generations, . The war of wheas is at an end. mn._:_.,.m_m it ..L.Ew_.z.,,-ﬁ_m:::.ﬁE :_.ﬂ..g_...m::

Siplificd paradigis o maps are mdispensable for human thought ; in places like Munagua, Frongyang, and Cambridge, Masachusetts.” but
action. Ou the one Land, we may explicitly formulate theories ar models

l liberal democracy Jiay triurnphed. The future will be devated not 1o
comsciously uze them to eide our behavior, Alternatively, we may deny! Al exhilaratii slrugglos aver ideas but ralher to resolving muidane ceo-
need tor such guides and assume (hat we will act only in tenns of spe

and technical problems. And, he concluded rather sadly, it will all be
“ohjective” facts, dealing with cach case “on ik merits,” It we assume ._3:_.&..,“

however, we delnde anrselves, For in the buck of our ininds ure hidden asstl B SXpectation of hanmony was widely shared. Political and _.::.:miz.:__
Lions, biases, and prejudices that delermine how we percerve reality, what 818 elaborated sinilar vicws, | :_m. m:..i_: wall had come .._E_,._._.. CoImMmdnst
we look al, and how we judge ther imporlance and merits. We need exp &8 had collapsed, the | Inied Nalions was to asTE & new mnportanee,
at implicit models so as ta be able to: ormer Cold War rivals would engage in “partmenhip” and a “grand bar.
i Peacckeeping il peacemuking wonld be the order of the dav. The

. reflect realine. An exhemely detailed map, however, will not be wusefi] {or
. PUTpOSTS, If we wish to gt from ane _Hm ity ho n:::_..m_.c: A tajor
essway. we do not need and may find contising 4 map which melndes
oy information unrelated to automotive transportation and in whicly the
e highways are last in 4 cornplex s of seeondary :.EL.,.. v map, an Lhe
her hand. whicl had only one expressway om it would chminate much realil
.Ez_: our abihity to ind allermative routes it the EXpPrEsSwUY wery _J_cnrn;
b major accident, I short, we need 4 map that both portrays realite auul
ifics reality i way that besl serves onr purposes, Several MAPS Or Pard-
of world politics were adhvanced at the end of the Cold War,

L order and generalize aboul realit: yhtof the wods leading country proclaimed the "new world order”™; the
2. wnderstand cunsal relationships amang phenomen; gt of, arguably, the world’s leading uversity vetoed uppattment i A
3. anticipate and, if we yre Incky, predict future developments; o of securify studies r__._nm:u_p._ the E,.mn_,.rm; disappearcd: “Hullelujah!
+ distimguish whal is iporlant from wlat is umportant: and i War no more becanse war is no more 3 y o

2. show us whal paths we should rake to acliicve our goals, Moment of cuphon at he end of the Ciold War generated an illnsion

: Y, which was soon revealed to be exacthy Lhat. 1w world became

Every model or nap s an abstraction and will be more useful for o1 4 ,.. _.: the early 1990, .H::. Hal :E.,.m.wvc:.w,. mare tﬂmﬁiﬂ.;. Cha L Moy
purpases than for others. A road map shows us how (o drive from A to B, B € Progress was not. Similur illusions of harmony flourished. brieily, at
will not be very useful if we are piloting a plane, in which cage we will w
map highlighting airhelds, radio beacons, fight paths, and lupography.

| line of argunent based not on the end of e Cold War but o lng-term
1o map, however, we will be lost. The more detailed 4 map is the more

and yoeqy| trends produciogs o “universal civilization” is discnssed in chapter 3,
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%5 other major conflics. World War ] —
. e primarily when rich ) .
. 1 World ..-.uc?_m.ww e L: rich and more powerlul sucielies attempl to cong
elt put it would “end the sustein of nnilateral action At e o PO M:._~ more tradilionul socielios, The West did :. n.m.::w:nq
1 : andred yoars, anc 11 B ) i Gk iy for B
i . then some of the colonics rehelled and waged ‘_” .._:M.
' o wArs o

balances of puwer, and all the other expedients Uy : :

have been tried for centanes and have abways [ailed “ fnsteatl we will b . .”.._.mz_u: against the colomal powers, who mav well have |

~y universal E.w::.ﬁﬂ._ﬁ.ﬂ of “peace-loving Nations” and the beginnings of§ empire T the current world, decolanization huas _1____.._:._.29_ p_iﬂ st ;.:. will 1o
menl slructure of peace.” Warld War L however, penerated coming beration have been replaced by conflicls amoug the libe \E_.,a Cotlind ol

and the revensal of @ centum-uld trend tonard democracy. W .wb_, 3 m.mz,...nL Jevel, comthiets belween nich and o ?51__._..,,.

4 Cold Msar that was truly glabal. 'l he illusion of harmony § il exeept 1 special chicwmstances, the poor ﬁ_mﬁ_ih_ﬂww:_‘.,:” ::rrmm._.,. he.

the end of that Cold Wvar was s00m ;._.zv:E_,m_.* b the naltipheation of cthus ey, _nE.ED:_:.. power. and military capabilitv to _m__.mz_...ﬂc ,u: i the pelincal

conHicts aud “ethnic cleansing,” the Incakdown of lus and order, the cmé onom< development n Asia and Latin ‘,::r:.ﬂ,..”_ r._q_ﬁ_ e eiclh 3.:.::.5.

genue of new patteris of alliance and conflict aming slates, the TCAUIZENCE otoy of haves and lavenals. Rich states niay :,J_; _u. Mq.::n the, sinpl

peo-coTnist amel nen-ascist mveients, inteusification ot rehigious fund R Pt EIIGR Hhy hebt vinlent wars with cach Eﬂcq. ﬁ:r._“wﬂ“w _.,.:r_.rcxnmm

s bt = eTiationa

- R G W . ss war between th
mentahsm, the end of e "diplomacs of arniles” and “policy of ves i Russia B o one | M pocr Scuth and the weahthy North s almaost us £
= : 1 : e Teally b wppy harmm . : Ay wt s far £
of the Unded Nations anel the Unilg ppy harmomons warld L 55 e

relations with the Wwest, the imabilit " Th
't ' ) . . ) : e cultural bifurcaticn of .
Sates to sUPpTEss hloods local comilicls, and the increasing sl eNEss e furcaticn of the world division is still less uselful, AL
o] = - i : ¢ ustoas A £ : : : 7 selul, Al s
pising Chom i the fve voals atter the Berlin wall came down. the w o0 ther ihan w:_“h_.ﬂ_ f.___“__m:.. ﬂw‘.,ﬁfﬁ. do non-Western societics _;5:.5
» Lact that they are non-We 5 b v n
oo _u_.ld__.d.....f..?m.._-—l_x ‘_ - 2y .
€ apancse, Chinese

, _ —. ; oW 3 _)_.ﬂ. the L. E_wﬂ ur.—c n < Lh1 H ] [
Tu g1 Al 1, h:.ul F*“_”__l.r_: civihizatuog _,L_A: _._:_n i fer M —
L) n— u ] .
e b il AL A

& ; _.".._ r 4 1% ._A..“:—._d "": —.ﬁ._:.n.w_._._.r__
ﬁ@.& ¥ # .1l futagy . ﬂ: driie M.. % 1 _m 1 :.r (8l .: ..l_
_. Tl .n__:._.l 5 1 10N .F.av.—u:f AT

usetnl puide to the sonl—Cold War w arld. . = - : ;
i e RS the East-West dichotoimy are muths created v the W
Sthe defects of the Crie i ST ) IS Wist, These :
. ”__WU:F:?:_E: which Edward Said n__..,.__._1_3..__.5__.”_p %.u..“?.,. ,.,:1".?
B . 5 fierence between the Ganiliar {Eore ) rificieed tor
i strangc (he Onent, the East, then ™ and ope. the Wesl, ‘us') and
supenonty of the fr 3 o5 IoAand for assum , Spibiese
m nu:m_:m?_hz e former (o Lhe latter " Donng the Cold a.____.:_.m“_ e b
able Elira A - g : 4
~ however, no m _W._a%_.qu. pelarized along an wdeological spectr . :%ﬂn i
1 np single © o il ; AivEL SpECIDIm,
Wil is in ._“_._..ih Mu”_.__“ﬂ__ speettuny. The polarization of “Fast”™ and :n__.”._ i
Practice _:?_.; .:m._..r o_ er _q.::.:.e:,_:..m of the universal bur unfo m.:
B Wost it i< e ropean civilization Western civilization. Instead Ttunate
Vest, it s more uppropniate : . - nstead of “Vast
B, ] RADP spriate o speak of “the W ft i
st muplies the cwistence of mans :M_: St H.F West aiil the rest,” which at
Sests, The world s oo coples o be

Eﬂ.ﬂ._.._._u“__ m.:__... +

] .._mn._.:.:.__”_ for T :
Zn:.:a - WL PULIPORCS 33 ST sl }
and South or cultusallv between ﬂu..ﬂ_._:..a ﬁ,.:_m; economcallv between

the end of each ol the teenticth century

wiss Uie “war to end wars” and to make the world safe for democracy.

War 11, us Franklin Roosey
e excinsive allianees, the

Tpoimi
Lilsn, Fascis,

swar 11 ﬂ.ﬁ:nw:nﬁa

Lae @

[wo Worldy: Us and Then, While ane-world expectations appear at the et
of major vonflicts, the tendencs o think in terms of twa worrlds recurs throug
an history. People are alwavs templed to divide prople inta us

oul hum
them, the megioup and the other, oar civilization and those harbarians. Sel¥

ars have analyzed the world i terms of the Uneat and the Occident. Nol
d periphery. M uslims have tradilionalls dwaded the wol
Digr al-tarh, e ahode of poace and the abode of W
This distinchion wis rellected, and i a sense reversed, at the el of the Gt

ars who divided the world mto “zones of ?..snm_.

War In American sehol
= ones of tarmeil” e former imcluded the Wost and fapan witll about

ceent of the worlds population. ihe latter evervane clse”
Depending npon Liow the parts are delined. a twompracl warld preture mays
litv, The mast conumon drvision, wii

andd South, center i
into e al-Jslam and

1

s LTEIEUTE _“._””_._.._.P..._.T.:n__..:.._. ...J...r._.—d T
appuars under variot names, is between rich tmesdeni, developed | coun
anil poor | lradition indeveloped or deseloping! COUTHTICS. Histarically cof
i divisiont » the cultaral dhvisiens bebween West @
aois §5 Jess om differences w ceonomic well-being @

184 51
ates, More ar )
from o e or Less. A third nap of .
wih: E, ap of the posr- Ly R
cordi vhat is often called the “realist” the m_ st—Cold War world desives
4 Emﬁ”o this theon slates are the ?:: :.d._.m.: L:F:E:E_.ﬂm reluticing. Ao
world affaiy ; e ary, indeed, the anl :
K I, : : <t anivan O
Msure their g .::_w relation among states s one of anareh __H_Mm_.__: ne
=i anpvival and secur e ATENY, a7 ICL
Power If ane state .EH:L security, stutes invariably atteinpl ro _.:._._: ence ta
ale sees another slate increasing s power and the _u ___u:w.c e
} il atlempts e TS 5 ey berami
modern counime Fanidior b i e ﬂ.,. .ﬂ.: profect s own security by Em:w:x,_ : __u_:m.,.
traditional cowntries, which also share characterishies. More or less 194 J.J_Fr..“.. h. _f_r :::..4 states. The interests and actios e Mu
hebwveen sucielies, but the evidenee suggests tliat these ;A._._::w,_:ﬁ:;.__. s of the post-Cold War world can be predi ﬂu__nhm the
2k 5 oy 'y atiiek Tecibnt

lanmng, with this econ
Vast. where the caplt
wote on differences m anderhang plilosophy, valnes, and way of hife” Eacht
flects some cloments of reality vet alsw suffers linitations. IS A polential threal
¢ shuse charactenshics which differentiate them trom PO Powe j
preney 1 Wl

these ymuges 1w

may lead to couflicts
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ﬂﬁ New Fra in World Politics A

This “realist” picture of the world is a highly useful starting point for analyz- |
ing international affairs and explains much state behavior. States are and willy
cemain the dominant entitics 1 world affairs, Thev maintain armics, conduets
dhplomacy, negatiate trealies, Aight was, control inlernatinnal orguizationg
influence und in considerable measure shape production and comerce, Th
governnents of stales give priunly to msnrig the external security ot thei
states (although they often mayv give higher prionity Lo insuring e security
a government against internal thecatst, Overall this statist paradigm does p.
vide a more realistic pictore of and guide to glabal politics than the one- of

. poses 3 countering threat to the conumumnist world, conntries in batly world
Cinereasingly sce threats coming from socicties which are culturally different )
While slates .33..:.“._ the primary actors in world affairs, they also are m._.:.mﬁ_._._
mghm in m...,,e.n.:.,_m_:_J.. funclions, aond power Internalional _:L.:::e:_. ey .EEM
the right to judge and to constrain what stales da i their (AT F.H:.:___w: |
e cases, most nolubly in Europe, international institations have .ZE.: ,q&_
mportant functions previensly pertornied by states, and powerfy| _.Enq*_“.i._o F_,r.n_
ureaucracies have been created which vperate directly on individual E_ﬂ.m_m__”
Gl wm__.__. there has been w trend for state eovernments ta lose power also througl _.
plution to substate, regional, provincial, and local political entities, Inm 7
es, including those i e developed world, tegional mevements .ﬂ«._ﬁ MH._,.

: . : . pling substuntial autonomy or secession. State aove ;
the same wav. Uts simple assumption thal power is all 1 a statting pomt . m: MR T VT secession. State governments have in consider-
. ; measure lost the abilitv to control the Aow of monev in

two-world paradigins.
It also, howeser, suffers severe limitations
It assumes all states perecive their inferests in the sune way and act

understanding slate behavior but does nat get one very far. States defime the
interests in tenns of power hut also in tenus of much clse besides. Sales ofter
of course, attempl Lo balance power, but if thal is all they did, Western 1
pean countries would have coalesced with the Soviet Union uganst the Unitel
States in the late 19405, States respond primarily to perceved threats, and
Western European slates then suw a political, ideclogical, and nulitary thre
from Lhe East. They saw their interests in 4 way which would ot have he
predicted by classie reabist theon. Values, culture, and mstitulions pervasi
influcnce how states define their iulerests, The inlerests of states are also shag
not ouly by their domestic valnes and institntions but by international nog
andl instilutions. Above and bevond teir primal concern with seeurily, differe
tvpes of slates define their interests in different wavs. States with sinular cullu
and institulions will sce comman interest. Demaocratie slates have comma
ties with other democratic states and henee do nat fight each other. Cang
daes not have to ally with anather power Lo deter imvasion by the Uniled Sta
At a hasic level the assumptions of the statist paradigm have been
thromghoul history. They thus do not help us to nndenstand how rlobal pe
after the Cold War wall differ from global politics during and before the €8
War. Yot clearly there are differences, and states pursie lheir interests diffe
from eme historical period to another. In the post-Cold War world, s
inereasingly define their interests - enalizational tenns, They cooperale W
and allv thewselves with states with similar or common culture and are m
often i conllict with counlries of diffcrent culture. States define thre
terms of (he intentions of ather states, and those intentioms and how'§
are perceived are powerfully shaped by cultural considerations. Publies |
statesmen are less likely 1o see threaw emerging fiom people they mnn_,,._.

understand and can Lrust hecause of shared language, religion, values, s
tions, and cullure. They are much more likely to see threats coming [rom sl

whose socicties have ditterent cultures and hence which they do not
stand and feel they cannot trust. Now that a Mardast-Leninist Soviet Uniol

longer poses a lhreat w the Free World and the Uited States no lom

. : . t and out of thejr
fry and are lving increasing difficulty controlling the lows of ideas

ech wology, goods. and people. Stale borders, in short, huve become ine

permeable. All these developinents have led many 1o see the mﬁm:.“._ﬁmmwm
€ hard, “Billiard ball” state, which purportedl has been the :n.:_hz 1 e mﬂm#.
_ cﬁ.ﬁpmzu“._:_i in 1644, and the m::.ﬂm:_...ﬁ of a varied, com _?_n_:.m. _”p
ered international order more closely tesemibling that of _.:,.Hm:._..h :.:_HHM: _-

Chaos. .._ lie weakening of states and the appearance of “failed states”
bute to a fourth image of a world in anarcliv. This paradigm w:ni 3 n_,m.
ftown ol governmental authonty: the m_..;m.r._r:_.u of states; ____...umim:z._._.mn,,”.,.ﬁm i
bal, ethnic, and religions conflict; the emergence _..:._.ﬂ._.ﬁ:.,:f:.._mp_.H.q._..,_.“_”u.___
s tefugees multipling into the tens of millions: the proliteration o_.:“-
W..:M :Enﬂ weapons of nass destruction: the spread of EE:.?E. the
iﬂ“:Mﬂ&“ﬂM .p“_:.q_ n._m__::n cleansing, .j.:.,m picture of a world in _.r..__xcm
B L u,, _,hw_msq, .»:;E::x_ Up i En titles of two penetraling
mpr,. o ﬂi:..n.w ..__,_d___w M“__“u.w...““ﬂ.ﬂ:h by Zbignicw Brzesimski and Pandae-
. :wn_ﬂww.m:”w_wa_“mu_”_. _jmﬁ_...rmou paradigm is nr.,..& to reality, It provides a
iy _umE_“__.H,Esﬂy nm___._:n__ ut s._r..__. 's going on i the world, and
B ,,,_..:_w_r_mh | 1ig .&._.m*.,xa._.__:. z.m_:_._ﬁm:_ changes in world politics
R end o .H :m.., T:E War. As of carly 1993, fur instance,
o m“HM ..wmam._m._rc_._:_:m u__.:_u_.&_::: the world, and 164
i ﬁ.r:.r MM_“JMQ Buncenling burdlers” existed in the for-
Rovr __._.E._ : . .p. :._._...__.,..nq.* soine form of urmed conflivt !+
iy d,:q .am,ﬁnx._.._m_...:.:mﬂ il being too close Lo reality.
- ,._H_&meqmi._ﬁmm ~: _m.__ﬁ..; _.H.:E_.,. without onder. An image af
N ot m;..r_.:: n._.M“:_.r ..m ﬁ_\...:.:_.um ._.n_,.,_. clues for understanding
e vents and evaluating their mportanee, for predicling
¥. for distinguishing among tvpes of chaos and their possibly

Hses and conseoue ’ F . I i
.mn_,____ s quences, and for Lﬁemuo?:m gnidelines for govern-




i The Clash of Civilizations and the Remaking of Waorld Order

ComprariNG WorLps: REaniss, Parsivony,
AND PREDICTIONS
Fach of these finur paradigms ofters a somewhat different combination of real-
ism and parsimoeny. Fach also has ils dehciencies and limitations. Conceivably
iese conld be countered b combining paradigms. and positing, for instunce, |
that the wotld is engaged 1 sinultancous processes of fragmentation and
integration.'” Both trends indeed eaisl, and a more complex maodel will more:
eloscly approximate reality {han a simpler one, Yet this sacrifices parsimony fa
realism ane, it pumsied ven far, leads ta the rejecrion ot all paradigims op
ieeries. In addinon, In embracing teo simultaneons opposing trends, th
fragmentation-integration model fails to set forth under what ciremistances
ane tremd will prevail and under what circumstances the other will. Th
challenge 15 1o develop a paradigm that accounts tor more emenal cvents an
provides a betler understanding of wends than other paradigms at 2 sunilag
level of intellectnal abstraction.
These tour paradigms are als incowpatible with each other. The worlds
cannot be both one and fundamentally divided belween East and West o
Naorth and South. Nor ean the nation stule be he base rock of international
affairs if it is trazmenting and tom In prolilerating el stife. The world 18
either one, or two, or 184 states, or potentally an alinesl inlinite number of
tribes, ethnic groups. and nationahtics, 4
Viewing the world in terms of seven o cight civilizalions avoids many of
these difficulties. It does nat sacnfice reality to parsnony as do lhe one- a .
twomworld paradigms: vet it also does not sacrifice parsimony to reality as
stulist und chiaos paradigms do. [t provides an easilv grasped and mitclligibh
lramework for understanding the warld, distimguishing what is mmportant [rg
wlial is unimporlant ameng the multiplying conflicts, predieting futire deve
opculs, and providing guidelines for palicy makers. Tt alsa builds on a
mcorporates clements of the other paradigms. Tt 1s maore compatible with
than they are willi cach other. A civilizatienal approach. tor mstanee, holds

* The [orces of integration in the world are real and are precisely what an
generating counterforces of cultural assertion and civilizational consciousné
® Ll world s some sense twp, but the central distingtion is hetween
West as Lhe hitherlo dominant cvilization and all the others, which, howe
have little if ansthing in common among them. The warld, i shorl, is dive
between o Western one and a non-Western iany, !
o MNoalion stales are and will reman the sl important actors i worl
atfairs, but their witerests, associations, and contlicts are increasingly shaped B
cultural and civilizational facrors.
* ‘The world is indeed anarchical, rife with tribal and nationality conflict
but the conflicts that pose the greatest dangers for stability are those hetwee

chates ar eroning froon different civilizations.
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A civilizational paradigm thus sets forth a relatively simple but not too simple
map for undenstanding what i going an 1 the world as the twenbicth centun
ends. Mo ?:.‘..:__..“,uu.__..v however, is good forever, ‘e Cold War model of world
._un._m:.nm was usclal and relevant for torty veurs bt becaune ahsalele i the lule
1980, and at some point the civilizational paradigm will sufter a similar fale.
For the contemporary penul. however, it provides @ useful mude for distin-
mE.L.:._._m what is more unportant from what is less nporlan, w:mr:.... liss tha
half of the forty<ight ethnic conflicts m the woldd i earlh 1993, fo example,
were between gronps fronu dilferent civ lizations. | ie civilizational porspective
would lead the LN, Secrelun Ceneral und the ULS. Secrctary of State to
concentrate Lhwir peacemaking offorts on these confhicts wlich have tmch
greater potential than others to cscalate wilo bragder wars,

Paradigms also generate predictions, and a erucial fest of a paradigm’s vahidin

b and usefulness is the extent to which the predictions derived from it lum out
to be more accurale than thase [rom altenative parathgms, A slatist patadigm
for instauce, leads John Mearsheimer to predicl that “the sitation berweer

Ukraine and Kussia is npe for the autlireak of seeurin competition hetween

(them, Creat powers that share 4 long and unprotected common border, like
.&.H between Russin and Ukraine, often lapse mte competition driven by secu-

Snly fears. Russia and Ukraine might overcome s dynanue and learn to live

gether in hanmony, but it would be nnusual if they do A civilizational
.....E.m.n.mr on the other hand, empliasizes the close “Guibhral. persomal. and
wical hinks between Rusvia and Ukraine i the intermnimgling of Russians
d Ukrainians in hoth countries. and focuses justead on the q.,_.,,.z._w.ﬂ:_as..ﬂ_ fault
e that divides Orthodoy castern Ukraine from Uniate western Lhraine, a
tral hustoricul tact of _E._._m_. standing which, in keeping with the ..:_r..n_r.ﬂ..
Foncept of stales as unified and self-identified enlitics, Mearsheimer totally
ores. While u statist approsch highlights the pessibilily of & Russian-
ramnian war, a cwilizational approach winimizes Dt and instead highlights
possibility of [lkrajye splitling in hall, 4 separation whicli enltural fuctors
mM_q_mE_ one b predict might be more violent Qun that of Crechoslovakia
nmwnw.“ ”u____.ﬂm.w_w:*___ﬂ““_“.h_..._”: :.m q.:._u;.d”_.._,ﬁ._.m.. 1hese E._.".n:,q.: Eﬁ.p_:.;_c:m: i Llurn,
. v prioflics. Meanhcimer's statist prediction of possi-
EWar and Russian conguest of Ukraine leads him Lo suppart Ukraine’s having
..._.w W.p..m.p.ﬁo__m. A eivilizational upproacl would encourage cooperalivn he-
T
mm._.mm—._”._ e r_.:..n_ _._._..P__.l. _|._z E ...L:r._l A|.._._._|_ allher _._._ﬂ..n._..r__._-._”um. [ ”___.r.r._"l._. :.._..p._.._._.r_.E:._
| pendenee, aud sponsor confingeney planing for the
, pof Ukraine,
._..._._..*_W, Miportant developuents after the end of the Cold War w LTE COmpati-
e reaknp o . hion ; goslay Lt the wars going
: ormer territories; the rise of religious fundamentalism throughout
R20tld; the strugples within Russia. Turkev. and Mexien aver their identite.

AF
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the intensity of the made conflicts between the United States and Japan; the |
resistance of lslamic states to Western pressure on Iraq and Libva: the efforts of
Islamic and Confucian states Lo acquire nuclear weapons and the means Lo
deliver then; China's continiing role as an “ouatsider” great power; the consoli-

dation of new democratic _.nm.::_.r...,. i sone countres and not moothers; and __.:w_.

* the announcenient by the U5, Defense Depuartment of
prepanng tor two “major regional conflicts.” one against Narth
against Lran or Irag; -

s the call by lran's proesident for alliances with
gan have the last word on interiationl events’
¢ the new Germun legmslation drasticalls cuttaihing the udmissia
 the agreement between Russian Pre . :

a new strategy of
Kurea, the ather

China and India so thar “we
developing urns conmpelilion i Bast Asi,

The relevance of the cralizational paradigi o the cincrging world s g3
trated by the cvents m::.:m_. Ut F.,.__ur._&m_,:.h which occurred L:::m 4 sre-month

: not reliigees:
sident Boris Yeltsin and [ Tkrainia
President Leonid Kravehul om the disposition of the Black Sea Aeel and uth
[SS1IES] K
® (he ro:m_:.:m of Baghdud by the United Stutes. it virtually unaninmons
support by Weslern governments, and its condemmnation by almost all Mushm
governments as another cxamiple of the West's “dauhle standard”:
- :H.n Uimited States’ listing Sudan as u terrorist state and _._i_._u.:.:m Empliun
w.;u.n_r Crmar Abdel Rahian and his folliwers for COnspIring “to levy a war of
ban terrorism against (he United States™ .

period i 1993
¢ the continuation and intensificabon of the fighting among Croats, Mugs
litns, and Serbs in the former Yuzoslavia: _
* the failure ot the West to provide meaninzgful support lo the Bosni
Muslims or to denonmes Croat arrocities in the same way Serb alrocilios we &
denonneod; :
e the unwillingness ot Russia to join other UN. Sceurib Connal memben . 2 I . - .
in getting the Serbs in Croatia to make peace with the Croatian government & ﬂ:w.._wm__”q“ﬂ_uvﬂ_":_.ﬁ“_”_w_ﬁMW .*.:_”..:% e H\:.m__. admission of Poland, Hungan,
and the offer of Iran and other Muslin naticns to provide 18,000 troops @ e the _@cwﬁmcﬁ_x,ﬂ“ ?_:_H...”__“,_“_HE_.”.;MM_M“_A____”,,r: bl
protect m.om_.:m_.._ ._z_:.m__:.:m B o I s ideed u “torn” countr with i population and __rm_.”._w_:.,:m___ﬂ .EE.WH_E.#
* the intensification of the war between Armcunians and Arens, Turkish as should join or challenee the W: € incertain whether
Iranian demands that the Armenans surrender thar congnests, the deplovme HHRRGE e e,
of Turkish troops to and lranian Lioops weross the Averbaijan border, an
Raussia’s warning that the lranian action coutributes to “escalation of the
Aict” and “pushes it to dangerous limits of internationalization™;
* the continued fighting in central Asia between Russian troops and il
jahedeen guerrillas; .
* the confrontation at the Vienna Human Rights Conference between
Woest, led by U5, Seceetary of State Warren Christopher, denouncing “cul
relativism,” and a coaliion of Islamic and Confucian states rejecling “Wes .
uriversalism”; B
* the retocusing in paralle] fushion of Russian and NATO military plar
on “the threat from the South™ _
* the voting, apparently alinost entirely along cwvilizational lines, that
the 2000 Olympics to Svdney rather than Beijing:

Wparable list of events dema istrating the rele
could be compiled for almast uny other s
..,_&n early years of e Cold War, the ¢
tlently pointed to 1he resurgence and

vanee of the civilization para-
numth period in the earle 199(s,
sanadian statesman Lester .H.._mxao:
R e S ____.E:J. E.:_.r._:-___..__..._fpm___..._d.u:,,._.m:nm. “It
‘ DSt arned, agine that these pew political societies
ing E_ _s_”:”_ in the Bast wil] he teplicas of those with whicl, we in the Wegt
e iliar. The revival of these ancient civilizations will :

g out thal internation,| relations
among the states of Europe,

-

take new forms”
“for several centuries” had beer the
iy he argued that “lhe most farreachip
_EM_MMH.“,“_H _w_._P_”mE ”m.:wmn_.,.:. nations within 3 ..,._:m___r. civilization bt _u_M
g h.ﬂ_._w_.. ves. U The prolonged bipolaritv of the Cold War
. o _m._.ua :_”___:f;w which Pearson sw coming. The end of the Cald
* the sule of missile components from China o Pakistan, the resul NS, and _.__._:__n. Mwﬂﬂ;ow_“w_“_ﬂ.“__.n.m_:_u:mm_ .+_Ennm e sy e
imposition of LS. sanclions apgamst China, and the confrontation bel € new role of 4_.__”:..\1 h.mﬁ.rm”_m ,.m_.:. m__ J__...J. il
China and the United States over the ulleged stuprnent of nuclear techn i the __u_ﬁ"__.:m.ﬂ_ﬂm.ﬁj “...,._u“r__:_.um Huv_ﬂ___.. m._.n.ﬁ_dm_......rﬂz d Braude]l h
¢ —H.nn._._.. - .Ma._ l. . h ; 3 ErLen, "CIIAT rancke A5
o et o S sl ; Er“.. L_.i _..,.Z._ more so with regard to anyone wishing to act within
i i SR j ow how Lo miake ont on a map of tle Id, which civilizati
China, despile vigorons U.S. protests, and North Korea's refusal to pa % 10 be able 1o define _r“._: bard .t Lt _m.:cq s
further in talks on its own nuclear weapons program;: “HEes and the air ane _..:.E} 5 _ﬂ.: q.J_ J 2
* the revelalion that the U.S. State Departinent was following a “d = dS50ciating within the n.__.‘.Hk_ H#..:.. o
tainment” policy direeted at both Iran and Irag; ©ould ensyel1s e

rs have recoginzed and higl-
“[A]s tar as anvone

tenters and periplieries,

genucral and particular ‘formns’
rwise, what catastrophic blunders of




