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Civilizational Conflicts: More Frequent,
Longer, and Bloodier?*
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Huntington’s clash of civilizations thesis considers interstate and intrastate conflicts between groups of
different civilizations to be more frequent, longer, and more violent than conflicts within civilizations.
The clash of civilizations should be the principal issue in world politics after the end of the Cold War,
and it should especially shape the relationship between the West and Islam. This article examines Hunt-
ington’s hypotheses on the basis of a dataset derived from the Uppsala Conflict Data Project. A new
research design uses conflict-years in order to deal with conflicts both between and within states. It also
tries to find the ‘core’ intercivilizational conflicts. The analyses distinguish three periods after World
War 11, and each of them is characterized by a higher number of intercivilizational conflict-years than
the previous one. There are two points of transition, in the 1960s and 1980s, but the trends in the
clash of civilizations seem to be unaffected by the end of the Cold War. The relationship between civ-
ilizational difference and duration of conflict is not statistically significant. Conflicts within civilizations
are less likely to escalate into war during the post-Cold War period than during the Cold War period,
while the intensity of conflicts between civilizations remains as high as in the Cold War. The majority
of intercivilizational conflict-years during the post-Cold War period have involved Islamic groups.
Nevertheless, the frequency of conflict between the Islamic and Sinic (Confucian) civilizations and the
West remains marginal.

clash of civilizations theory. Mostly critical
reactions of the world intellectual com-
munity have not reduced the influence of
Huntington’s seductive arguments on policy-
makers. Moreover, the wars in Afghanistan
and Iraq following Al-Qaeda’s attacks against
the USA in 2001 seem to correspond with
the suggested vision of insuperable civiliza-
tional cleavage. The theory was given wide
media coverage, and the possibility of the

Introduction

The end of the Cold War has encouraged
many scholars to outline emerging post-
bipolar landscapes. Among cultural and
ethnocentric approaches, particularly popular
due to the ethnic turbulence in the early
1990s, the one that has attracted unexpected
attention is Huntingtons (1993a,b, 1996)
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comments. [ also thank Margareta Sollenberg, Richard
Tucker, Ted Gurr, Nata Hostovecka, Michaela Potan-
cokova, and Katarina Kakalikova. The statistical analysis
was performed using SPSS 11.0. The dataset used in this
article is available at http://www.tusi.szm.sk/research/.
Correspondence: tusi@szm.sk.

clash between the Western and Islamic
civilizations was discussed by world leaders,
including presidents Bush and Khatami.
Huntington believes that ‘a civilizational
paradigm thus sets forth a relatively simple
but not too simple map for understanding
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what is going on in the world as the twenti-
eth century ends’ (Huntington, 1996: 37).
As the 20th century has just ended, it is
possible to test the clash of civilizations thesis
and estimate its validity for the future. The
first purpose of this article is to examine
Huntington’s key propositions on the basis
of the data recording armed conflicts during
the post-Cold War period (1990-2001 in
this case) and during the Cold War period
(1946-89). The second purpose is to identify
a trend in violence between civilizations.

After deducing essential hypotheses from
Huntington’s works, the article reviews
previous empirical tests of the clash of civiliz-
ations theory. The next section describes the
research design used in the analysis and
explains the findings.

Huntington’s Thesis

The clash of civilizations theory is based on
a bold premise: ‘In the post-Cold War world
the most important distinctions among
peoples are not ideological, political, or
economic. They are cultural’ (Huntington,
1996: 21).! Contrary to the scholars distin-
guishing ethnic, linguistic, and religious
dissimilarities, ~ Huntington  emphasizes
civilization as ‘the highest cultural grouping
of people and the broadest level of cultural
identity’ (Huntington, 1996: 41). In his
legendary essay (Huntington, 1993a), he dif-
ferentiated between the Western, Confucian,
Japanese, Islamic, Hindu, Slavic-Orthodox,
Latin  American, and ‘possibly’ African
civilizations. This list was updated in his

! This assumption makes Huntington fall into line with
other primordialists (see for example Connor, 1994),
searching roots of conflict deep in cultural (especially
religious and ethnic) differences. This approach, based on
a vision of given and static identities, is criticized by instru-
mentalists, emphasizing intercultural cooperation and the
changing nature of cultural unities. Cultural dissimilarities
are seen not as the key factor explaining international
politics, but rather as a tool used and abused by political
elites (Brass, 1985; Gagnon, 1995; Steinberg, 1981). For

further discussion, see for example Henderson (1997).
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book (Huntington, 1996), where he divides
the world into nine ‘major civilizations™:
African, Buddhist, Hindu, Islamic, Japanese,
Latin American, Orthodox, Sinic, and
Western.

What is his vision of the post-Cold War
era? Huntington explicitly formulates the
essence of his theory: ‘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’ (Huntington,
1993a: 22).

As is shown below, however, it is difficult to
test the clash of civilizations theory empiri-
cally. This study extracts three elementary
hypotheses from Huntington’s statement:
‘conflict between groups in different civiliz-
ations will be more frequent, more sustained
and more violent than conflicts between groups
in the same civilization’ (Huntington, 1993a:
48). Therefore we may deduce:

HI: Intercivilizational conflicts are more
frequent during the post-Cold War
period than during the Cold War period.

H2: During the post-Cold War period,
intercivilizational conflicts last longer
than other armed conflicts.

H3: During the post-Cold War period,
intercivilizational conflicts cause more
battle-related deaths than other armed
conflicts.

The most controversial proposition is the
one about ‘Islam’s bloody borders. In
Huntington’s perspective, ‘the fault line con-
flices are particularly prevalent between
Muslims and non-Muslims’ (Huntington,
1996: 208). In order to test this hypothesis,
we must study the involvement of each
civilization in armed conflict during and

after the Cold War.
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There are several problems with Hunt-
ington’s concept of civilizations. He lacks a
clear definition of civilization. He does not
explain how and why different cultural
factors (especially religion, ethnicity, and
language) form a civilization, nor why there
are exactly nine major civilizations. Why is
there a fault line between the Western and
Orthodox civilizations and not between
Catholics and Protestants? Why is there a
civilizational difference between Japan and
China but not between Vietnam and China?
Why is fragmented sub-Saharan Africa
supposed to be as unitary as the single-
member Japanese and the two-member
Hindu civilizations?

Previous Empirical Tests

Despite the passionate discussion provoked
by Huntington’s work (especially 1993a,
1996), only a few scholars have tried to test
his propositions empirically. Their studies
might be divided into two main branches.
Within the first one, Henderson & Tucker
(2001: 317) ‘examined the relationship
between civilization membership and inzer-
state war’, and Russett, Oneal & Cox (2000),
as well as Shannon (2002), dealt with mili-
tarized interstate disputes. Chiozza (2002),
using a wide range of violent and nonviolent
conflicts between states, was even more
complex. Gurr (1994), Fox (2001), and
Roeder (2003), representing another branch,
evaluated the clash of civilizations thesis with
regard to ethnic conflict within states.
Besides these approaches, there are a small
number of investigations not directly
addressing the issues of organized violence.?

In general, the empirical results provide
little support to Huntington’s expectations.
Contiguity, democracy, and other ‘tra-
ditional’” predictors seem to be much more

2 For example, Midlarsky (1998) focused on the relation-
ship between Islam and democracy.

important than civilization membership.3
Neither did the likelihood of interciviliza-
tional conflict rise after the Cold War ended.
The increase in intensity ‘was part of an
escalation in all types of cross-cultural
conflict (Roeder, 2003: 509). Huntington’s
claims regarding Islamic threat are generally
considered unfounded.

Nevertheless, there are four main /imi-
tations of these empirical tests. First, as
Huntington (2000: 609) argued, interstate
conflicts are ‘a small and possibly quite
unrepresentative, sample of the violent con-
flicts in the world’. This assumption weakens
the arguments of the first group of critics.
On the other hand, the datasets used by Fox
(2001) and Roeder (2003), owing to their
focus on ethnic disputes, do not include all
intrastate conflicts (preponderant civil wars
in Algeria and Colombia are excellent
examples), and they do not take into account
international conflicts. Second, the tempo-
rally limited studies of Gurr (1994), Russett,
Oneal & Cox (2000), Henderson & Tucker
(2001), and Shannon (2002) cover no more
than a few years of the post-Cold War
period. Third, the previous tests, except
Roeder (2003), pay little attention to the fact
that Huntington considers the fault-line
conflict not only more frequent, but also
‘more sustained and more violent than con-
flicts between groups in the same civilization’
(Huntington, 1993a: 48). Finally, the
primary purpose of the mentioned studies is
to test Huntington’s argument about the
particular importance of the civilizational
difference as a predictor of conflict after the
end of the Cold War. Therefore, they make
only limited attempts to study the real trend
in civilizational violence over a longer period.

3 The tests of the clash of civilizations theory represent only
a part of a larger discussion of the impact of cultural
factors on world politics. See, for example, Auvinen
(1997), Henderson (1997, 1998), Ellingsen (2000), and
Reynal-Querol (2002).
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Research Design

The dataset analyzed in this article is based
on the Uppsala Conflict Data Project
(hereafter UCDP). The primary source is
Gleditsch et al. (2002). The UCDP defines
armed conflict as ‘a contested incompatibility
that concerns government or territory or
both where the use of armed force between
two parties results in at least 25 battle-related
deaths. Of these two parties, at least one is
the government of a state.’

In this study, the conflict-year is used as the
basic unit of analysis. This decision enables
the construction of a dataset containing not
only interstate but also extrasystemic, inter-
nationalized internal, and internal armed
conflicts.# It is thus in line with Huntington’s
definition: ‘Fault line conflicts are communal
conflicts between states or groups from
different civilizations. . . . Such wars may
occur between states, between nongovern-
mental groups, and between states and non-
governmental groups (Huntington, 1996:
252).5 On the other hand, concentration on
the conflict cases prevents this article from
replicating the multvariate analyses of
Russett, Oneal & Cox (2000), Henderson &
Tucker (2001), and Chiozza (2002), because
they were based on the use of interstate
dyads.® Their research design allowed them

4 See Gleditsch et al. (2002) for the definitions of inter-
state, extrasystemic, internationalized internal, and internal
armed conflicts as well as government. The definitions may
also be found at htep://www.tusi.szm.sk/research/.

> The UCDP does not record fights between nongovern-
mental actors, though ‘such fights occurred, for instance,
in Myanmar’ (Wallensteen & Sollenberg, 2001: 634). The
Uppsala definition, used also in this dataset, does not allow
studying this kind of conflicts.

¢ Besides, concentration on conflict cases also poses the
problem of a potential selection bias. Without comparison
with non-conflict cases, it is theoretically possible that the
results could be contaminated by unmeasured changes in
the civilizational composition of the world. However,
Huntington (1996) states that a civilization lasts thousands
of years. His critics are not so convinced, but nobody
expects significant changes in civilizational composition
during the short period after the World War II. Further-
more, there is no safe way to define non-conflict cases in
research using both inter- and intrastate conflicts because
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to measure the probability of conflict in a
dyad given its civilizational status while con-
trolling for various political and economic
factors. But the price was high — the vast
majority of conflicts were ignored.” The
purpose of this article is not a simple repli-
cation of previous tests on an extended
dataset, however. It focuses on a description
of the trends in civilizational conflict over
time and two new hypotheses (2 and 3).
Each case in the dataset contains infor-
mation about the civilization membership of
all the participants of the conflict. But identi-
fying the civilization of a country is difficult,
and Huntington’s map (Huntington, 1996:
26-27) is not very helpful. The criteria are as
ambiguous as the number of civilizations
itself.? Predominant religion seems to be the
main criterion. But geographical location
(especially for the African and Latin
American civilizations) and linguistic simi-
larity (Caribbean states) are also important.
Some countries are considered ‘cleft’ or
‘torn’. The division in nine ‘major’ civiliz-
ations (African, Buddhist, Hindu, Islamic,
Japanese, Latin American, Orthodox, Sinic,
and Western) relies on Huntington’s map
and, where the map is unclear, on his text.
The former British Caribbean colonies are
inserted in the tenth category (‘Other’).
Huntington’s book identifies these countries
as an independent civilization, though not
worthy of much attention since they do not
constitute a ‘major’ civilization. The ‘Other’
category also contains two ‘lone’ countries,
Ethiopia and Haiti. Israel is coded as Other
because the book identifies it as a non-
Western state, and its civilization is called

countries might be involved in numerous internal and
interstate inter- and intracivilizational conflicts at the same
time (e.g. India, Myanmar, Ethiopia).

7 Internal conflicts are responsible for 75.1% of all conflict-
years and for 64.1% of all conflicts in our dataset.

8 As a consequence, there are some differences in coding
civilization membership, generally marginal, between the
dataset employed in this study and the data of other
researchers.
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‘Judaism’, ‘Political Judaism’, or “Zionism’.
Kazakhstan, Guyana, and Surinam belong to
this category because of the absence of any
absolute religious majority (i.e. more than
50% of population). Religious composition
was also the main criterion to delimitate the
frontier between the African and Islamic
civilizations. The states with greater than
50% Muslim population are assigned to the
Islamic group and the rest to the African
group. Despite the efforts, every division
based on civilizational concept is doubtful. Is
Eritrea (with 69.3% Muslims) an Islamic
country? According to the logic used to con-
struct our dataset, it is. But its government is
still suspected of favoritism — in favor of the
Orthodox Church.

Division of nongovernmental actors
among civilizations is even more problematic
because other quantitative studies are
focused on states, except Fox (2001) and
Roeder (2003). The criteria are simple:
relationship to an existing governmental
actor (e.g. Croatian insurgents belong to the
same civilization as Croatia) and predomi-
nant religion in the territory (e.g. Catholic
East Timor is coded as Western). In other
words, rebel territories belong to the same
civilization as the religious majority of their
inhabitants. The membership of most of the
nongovernmental actors is unambiguous.
There are some uncertain cases, however.
Maronite Christian militias in Lebanon are
coded as Other because of their Arabic char-
acter. Karen and Kachin are included in the
Buddhist civilization, but the religious com-
position of their habitants is more complex.
All states in India with Hindu majority
belong to the Hindu civilization. Kashmir is
coded as Islamic; Sikhs and the insurgents in
Nagaland and Mizoram as Other.

There is a dummy variable for each
Another dummy variable,
‘Intercivilizational conflict’, is set to 1 if a
conflict-year includes members of different
civilizations, and 0 otherwise. Presence of a

civilization.

war (coded by the dummy variable “War’) is
characterized by at least 1,000 battle-related
deaths per year. According to the UCDD, the
incompatibility may concern ‘“Territory’ or
‘Government’. The dataset distinguishes
‘Extrastate’, ‘Interstate’, ‘Internationalized
internal’, and ‘Internal’ armed conflicts. The
data cover the period 1946-2001, and the
dataset contains 1,699 conflict-years. The
Cold War period is defined as the years
1946-89 and the post-Cold War period as
the years 1990-2001. The dataset covers a
larger number of years in the post-Cold War
period than the data used in previous
research.

Before proceeding to the analysis, the
broad Hypothesis 1 should be nuanced.
First, the predicted prominence of the clash
of civilizations after the end of the Cold War
might be attributed to the rise in the absolute
number of conflicts between civilizations as
well as to the relative rise in proportion to all
conflicts. The latter way to measure fre-
quency of civilizational violence should be
more meaningful because the absolute
number of all conflicts has decreased
dramatically after 1992 (Gleditsch et al.,
2002). That is the reason why two new
hypotheses were constructed:

H1la: The absolute number of interciviliza-
tional conflict-years is higher during
the post-Cold War period than during
the Cold War period.

H1b: The ratio of intercivilizational conflict-
years to all conflict-years is higher
during the post-Cold War period than
during the Cold War period.

Second, not all conflicts between the
members of different civilizations need to be
civilizational in Huntington’s terms. This is
the case with many clashes between ideo-
logical blocs during the Cold War. For
example, the Korean War is coded as interciv-

ilizational despite its political and ideological
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roots. Virtually every conflict has a cultural
dimension, and the civilizational difference is
more pronounced (Bosnia) or less (India vs.
China) among a variety of explanatory factors.
It is therefore very difficult to single out the
conflicts that are based primarily on cultural
distinctions, and this fact is especially true in
quantitative research. Nevertheless, it is
possible to exclude the conflicts which are cer-
tainly ‘less’ civilizational: all conflicts con-
cerning the form of government because
Huntington (1993a) characterizes fault-line
conflicts as fought ‘over the control of terri-
tory’; and all extrastate conflicts because their
purpose is colonial liberation. The resulting
list, which with a bit of exaggeration I will call
‘core’ intercivilizational conflict, is defined by
the ‘Incompability’ variable equal to “Terri-
tory, the “Type’ wvariable other than
‘Extrastate’, and the dummy ‘Interciviliza-
tional conflict’ equal to 1.

HlIc: The absolute number of core inter-
civilizational conflict-years is higher
during the post-Cold War period than
during the Cold War period.

Hld: The ratio of core intercivilizational
conflict-years to all conflict-years is
higher during the post-Cold War
period than during the Cold War
period.

The other hypotheses can be transformed
in the same way:

H2a: During the post-Cold War period,
intercivilizational conflicts last longer
than other armed conflicts.

H2b: During the post-Cold War period,

core intercivilizational conflicts last
longer than other armed conflicts.

H3a: During the post-Cold War period,
intercivilizational conflicts cause more
battle-related deaths than other armed

conflicts.
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H3b: During the post-Cold War period,
core intercivilizational conflicts cause
more battle-related deaths than other
armed conflicts.

Analysis and Discussion

During the Cold War period, a clash of
civilizations appears in 531 of 1,210 conflict-
years (43.9%). But after the Cold War,
members of different civilizations are in
conflict only in 162 of 489 conflict-years
(33.1%). In other words, contrary to Hunt-
ington’s predictions (Hypothesis 1b), inter-
civilizational conflict is a smaller fraction of
total armed conflict in the post-Cold War
period than in the Cold War period. This
unequivocal result is common for most
empirical studies evaluating the clash of
civilizations thesis. For example, Russett,
Oneal & Cox (2000: 583) observed that
‘militarized interstate disputes across civiliza-
tional boundaries became less common, not
more so, as the Cold War waned’. Figure 1
provides more detailed information about
the trends in intercivilizational conflict over
time.

The number of intercivilizational conflict-
years is low until the early 1960s. A slight
and almost linear decline changes in 1962 to
a rapid growth. In 1964, another period of
slight decline begins, but the number of
intercivilizational conflict-years remains on a
higher level. A t-test shows that the mean
number of intercivilizational conflict-years
in the period 194663 (9.28) differs signifi-
cantly (p-value 0.000) from the mean in the
period 1964-2001 (13.76). A slight decrease
since 1964 is halted in 1982. The period
1983-92, following a swift increase
(although smaller than in the 1960s), is
characterized by the highest number of
interivilizational conflict-years. There is no
very clear trend after a decrease in 1993-95,
but linear regression shows a slightly decreas-
ing trend for the whole period 1983-2001.
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Figure 1. Intercivilizational Conflict, 1946-2001
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There is no evidence that the year 1989 is
a point of transition with regard to clash of
civilizations. Neither does the t-test show any
significant difference in absolute frequency
of intercivilizational conflict between
1990-2001 and 1964-89. To sum up,
Hypothesis 1a is not supported. Instead, two
breakpoints emerge around the years
1963-64 and 1982-83. From Figure 1, they
can be seen as very short periods of discon-
tinuity (a swift increase) between two slightly
decreasing slopes.

What about the ratio of the number of
conflict-years to  all
conflict-years?  While the curve of the
absolute frequency looks quite flat, the curve
of the relative frequency can be easily
approximated by a high-order polynomial
function. For example, a ninth-order poly-
nomial function accounts for more than

intercivilizational
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80% of the variability (R? = 0.803).% Thus,
there is a non-linear relative decline in inter-
civilizational conflict.

At least since 1946, intercivilizational
conflicts have occurred in waves. There are
upswings in the absolute frequency of inter-
civilizational conflict-years at the beginning
of the 1960s and 1980s, and the curve of
relative frequency rises at these same times.
In 1992, another period of relative increase
begins. It could be seen as weak evidence
in favor of Huntington’s thesis. Since the
curve of absolute frequency in the 1990s is
relatively flat, if not slightly decreasing, the
last increase in the ratio of the number of

9 The mean square error and sum of squares of residuals
are lower than in the case of linear or lower-order polyno-
mial models. Residuals were also checked for independence
and normality, so they seem to contain only noise and no
systematic components (another trend or seasonality).
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intercivilizational conflict to all conflict years
could be attributed to a decline in the
number of conflicts within civilizations.
There is a considerable decrease in conflict
within civilizations after 1992, while con-
flicts between civilizations remain a relatively
stable subset of all conflicts.

Figure 2 focuses on the core interciviliza-
tional conflicts. The three different periods
remain visible after the exclusion of the inter-
civilizational conflicts concerning political
regime or decolonization. Again, a t-test
shows statistically significant differences
between the periods 1946—63 and 1964-82
as well as 1964-82 and 1983-2001. Each
period is characterized by a higher number
of core intercivilizational conflicts than the
previous one. But the trend during each stage
is not clear, and the number of core inter-
civilizational fluctuates a lot,

especially during the period 1983-2001. In

conflicts

Figure 2.
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this context, Hypothesis 1¢ receives ambigu-
ous empirical support. The difference
between the mean numbers of the core
intercivilizational conflicts in the periods
1964-89 and 1990-2001 is statistically
significant, though not very meaningful
because there is no obvious difference
between the post-Cold War period and the
years 1983-89.

Although the curve representing the pro-
portion of core intercivilizational conflict-
years to all conflict-years has many
fluctuations, a kind of cyclical pattern is
clearly visible and it is possible to approxi-
mate it using a polynomial function of time.
There is a period of decrease from the
maximum in 1964 until 1981. From that
year, the proportion of core inter-
civilizational ~ conflict-years rises until
another peak in 1999. Briefly, there is an

increase in relative frequency of the core

Core Intercivilizational Conflict, 1946-2001
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intercivilizational conflicts during the post-
Cold War period (from 25% in 1946-89 to
26.8% in 1990-2001), but this increase is
obviously a part of a longer upswing starting
in the early 1980s. Again, two points of
transition (maximum in 1964 and minimum
in 1981) are clearly visible.

To sum up the evaluation of Hypothesis
1, there is no particular increase in either
absolute or relative frequency of inter-
civilizational conflict linked to the end of the
Cold War. The trend seems to be rather con-
tinual over a longer period.

An evaluation of Hypothesis 2, suggesting
that the fault-line conflicts last Jonger than
other conflicts, needs another kind of data.
Thus, a new dataset was constructed. The
basic unit of analysis is armed conflict.!®
Each case contains information about the
length of the conflict and the dummies
‘Core
civilizational conflict’, and ‘Post-Cold War'.
The last dummy variable indicates whether

. e . .
Intercivilizational conflict’, inter-

10 The definition of conflict regarding the time aspect
follows Gleditsch et al. (2002), and it may be found also
at http://www.tusi.szm.sk/research/.
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the conflict starts after the end of the Cold
War. The duration is measured in the
number of calendar years producing at least
25 battle-related deaths. It seems to be the
safest way to operationalize the duration of
the analyzed conflicts, because precise end
dates are not reported by the UCDD. The
conflicts ongoing in 2001 have the dummy
variable ‘Censored’ equal to 1. This new
variable is necessary for a duration analysis.
The dataset contains 295 cases, covering the
period 1946-2001.

Cox regression was applied because the
dataset contains right-censored data (11.5%
of conflicts had not ended by the end of the
observation period). The chi-square (3.68
using intercivilizational and 4.74 using core
intercivilizational conflicts) indicates that we
cannot reject the null hypothesis that the
coefficients are jointly zero (significance 0.30
and 0.19, respectively), so the overall fit of
the model is unsatisfactory. Table I shows
that there is no significant effect of the inter-
action between ‘Intercivilizational conflict’
(or ‘Core intercivilizational conflict’) and

‘Post-Cold War’ variables. The coefficients

TableI. Cox Regression Predicting Duration of Armed Conflict,
1946-2001

Variables B Wald ~ p-value  Exp(B)
Intercivilizational conflict

Intercivilizational conflict —0.07 0.23 0.63 0.93
Post-Cold War 0.13 0.45 0.50 1.14
Interciv. * post-Cold War 0.31 1.01 0.31 1.36
—2 log likelihood 2,588.26

X 3.68

Significance x? 0.30

Core intercivilizational conflict

Core intercivilizational conflict —0.13 0.60 0.44 0.88
Post-Cold War 0.13 0.49 0.48 1.14
Core * post-Cold War 0.47 1.96 0.16 1.60
—2 log likelihood 2,587.35

x? 4.74

Significance x> 0.19

N =295.
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remain insignificant also after dropping the
interaction term. It means that there is no
statistically significant relationship between
civilizational difference and duration of
conflict whether we consider the post-Cold
War period or the whole period 1946-2001.
Hypotheses 2a and 2b are not supported.

Hypothesis 3 states that the conflicts
between the groups belonging to different
civilizations are more violent than the conflicts
between the groups sharing the same civiliz-
ation. Is this claim supported by empirical
results? The basic unit of analysis is the armed
conflict. I added the dummy variable “War’ (1
if the conflict escalated to a war, i.e. there are
at least 1,000 battle-related deaths in at least
one conflict-year; 0 otherwise). Table II shows
the results of a logistic regression predicting
the presence of a war in a conflict. !!

11 Since the analyzed dataset does not contain non-conflict
cases, this test predicts the escalation of a conflict to a war
and does not concern the incidence of war, as, for example,

Henderson & Tucker (2001) did.
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The introduction of a statistically signifi-
cant interaction term indicates that the co-
efficients must be interpreted conditionally
(Friedrich, 1982). Accordingly, I computed
the conditional effects. The results reveal
an interesting change in the escalation
dynamics. For intracivilizational conflict, the
probability of war decreased from 47.8% in
the Cold War period to 23.9% in the post-
Cold War period. On the other hand, for
intercivilizational conflict, the probability of
war remains virtually unchanged (51.8%
and 53.5%, respectively). A similar result is
obtained if we use core intercivilizational
conflicts. The probability of war during and
after the Cold War is the same (55.7% and
55.0%) while the escalation of other kinds of
conflict is less likely after 1989 (a decrease
from 47.3% to 27.7%). Because of the inter-
action term, the significance of the co-
efficients in Table II can be misleading.
Therefore, I calculated the conditional
t-values for the ‘Intercivilizational conflict’

Table II.  Logistic Regression Predicting Presence of War in Conflict,
1946-2001

Variables B Wald ~ p-value  Exp(B)
Intercivilizational conflict

Intercivilizational conflict 0.16 0.33 0.56 1.17
Post-Cold War —1.07 7.59 0.01 0.34
Interciv. * post-Cold War 1.14 3.85 0.05 3.13
Constant —0.09 0.27 0.60
Nagelkerke R? 0.05

—2 log likelihood 395.28

X2 11.56

Significance x? 0.01

Core intercivilizational conflict

Core intercivilizational conflict 0.34 1.13 0.29 1.40
Post-Cold War —0.85 6.21 0.01 0.43
Core * post-Cold War 0.82 1.69 0.19 2.27
Constant —0.11 0.48 0.49
Nagelkerke R2 0.05

—2 log likelihood 396.53

x> 10.30

Significance x? 0.02

N =295.
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and ‘Core intercivilizational conflict co-
efficients.1? Civilizational difference does not
have a significant effect during the Cold War
period, but during the post-Cold War
period, both coefficients are significant at the
usual 0.05 level.

Roeder (2003: 509, 534) also finds that
‘contacts between civilizations within states
were more likely than were contacts that do
not cross linguistic or religious lines to
escalate to more intense conflicts. .. . Yet,
civilizational divides were not unique in this
regard; other cultural differences such as the
clash of ethnolinguistic traditions were as
likely to escalate to equally intense conflicts.”

As far as battle-related deaths are con-
cerned, post-Cold War conflicts between
civilizations seem to be more violent than
conflicts within civilizations. Hypothesis 3 is
thus validated. A closer look uncovers the
true cause: intercivilizational conflicts during
the post-Cold War period are as severe as
during the Cold War period, but the escala-
tion of conflicts within civilizations into war
is Jess likely after the end of the Cold War.

The analysis shows the relationship
between civilization difference and conflict
intensity. However, the prediction value of
the model without additional predictors is
quite low.!3 Despite the fact that approxi-
mately 56% of the predicted values in the
classification table are correct, Nagelkerke
R?=10.05.

In short, there is no particular increase in
the frequency of civilizational conflicts at the

12 The method is clarified in Friedrich (1982: 820).

13 Tt is questionable which control variables may be used
in the case of such research design. The variables like level
of democracy, urbanization, and GNP per capita are
measured on the nation level. Other variables, for example
trade, capabilities, and alliances, are measured on the
dyadic level. Since the basic unit of analysis is the conflict-
year and not the country-year or the dyad-year, existing
approaches are not very helpful. Some of the conflicts
involve numerous participants, and it is not clear which
state-level data should be used. Moreover, it is very diffi-
cult to measure any variables for nongovernmental actors.
The absence of control variables in this logistic regression
model is thus connected principally to the inclusion of
intrastate conflicts.
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end of the Cold War, yet these results suggest
a qualitative change in escalation dynamics,
depending on difference.
Another unanswered question is whether the
involvement of different civilizations in
armed conflict is also altered in the post-
Cold War world.

Table IIT provides insight into the struc-
ture of the clash of civilizations.'* Since the
struggles related to decolonization and ideo-
logical dissimilarity have been settled, groups
belonging to the Western civilization have
fewer opportunities to fight during the post-
Cold War period. But the number of core
intercivilizational conflicts decreased less
remarkably. The Buddhist and Sinic civiliz-
ations benefit from the considerable decrease
both in intercivilizational and core inter-
civilizational conflict. The Islamic and
African civilizations are involved in fewer
intercivilizational conflict-years, though in
more core intercivilizational conflict-years in
comparison with the Cold War period. An
unambiguous increase is observed in the case
of the Hindu and Orthodox civilizations.
Regarding the warfare between civilizations,
the Islamic civilization remains the most
conflict-prone. During the Cold War period,
the intercivilizational conflict-years involv-
ing Islamic groups constituted 27.8% of all
conflict-years and during the post-Cold War
period 25.4%. The number of conflict-years
within the Islamic civilization rose from
12.6% to 22.5% likewise. A similar increase
is observed in the case of the African civiliz-
ation. In general, the clashes within civiliz-
ations have become more widespread.

Table IIT seems to support Huntington’s
(1996: 257-258) assumption that ‘Islam’s

civilizational

14 Apropos Table 111, one should be aware that the total of
intercivilizational conflicts in the given period is not the
simple sum of the numbers in its column because there is
more than one civilization involved in each interciviliza-
tional conflict-year. For example, the Gulf War in 1991 is
counted in the table as one intercivilizational conflict-year
in the ‘total’ category, but also as one intercivilizational
conflict-year in the ‘Islamic’, ‘Latin American’, ‘Orthodox’,
and “Western’ civilization categories, as well as one conflict-
year in the Tslam vs. West’ category.
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Table III.  Civilizations Involved in Conflict-Years, 1946-2001
Cold War period Post-Cold War period

(1946-89) (1990-2001)
Civilization involved N %* N %**
Intercivilizational (core intercivilizational) ***
African 119 (23) 9.8 (1.9) 26 (12) 5.3 (2.5)
Buddhist 131 (87) 10.8 (7.2) 27 (18) 5.5(3.7)
Hindu 41 (41) 3.4 (3.4) 44 (44) 9.0 9.0)
Islamic 336 (238)  27.8(19.7) 124 (102)  25.4(20.9)
Japanese 0 (0) 0.0 (0.0) 1(0) 0.2 (0.0)
Latin American 43 (10) 3.6 (0.8) 1(1) 0.2 (0.2)
Orthodox 32 (16) 2.6 (1.3) 31 (25) 6.3 (5.1)
Other 134 (117)  11.1 (9.7) 45 (43) 9.2 (8.8)
Sinic 69 (29) 5.7 (2.4) 9 (0) 1.8 (0.0)
Western 228 (78) 18.8 (6.4) 22 (20) 4.5 (4.1)
Islam vs. West 99 (53) 8.2 (4.4) 17 (15) 3.5(3.1)
Total 531 (303)  43.9 (25.0) 162 (131)  33.1 (26.8)
Intracivilizational
African 91 7.5 80 16.4
Buddhist 180 14.9 27 5.5
Hindu 37 3.1 45 9.2
Islamic 153 12.6 110 22.5
Japanese 0 0.0 0 0.0
Latin American 112 9.3 33 6.7
Orthodox 5 0.4 8 1.6
Other 18 1.5 3 0.6
Sinic 27 2.2 0 0.0
Western 56 4.6 21 4.3
Total 679 56.1 327 66.9
All conflict-years 1,210 100.0 489 100.0

* Percentage of all conflict-years, 1946-89; ** Percentage of all conflict-years, 1990-2001; *** The number and
percentage of core intercivilizational conflicts are in parentheses.

borders are bloody, and so are its innards’.
But the strife between the Islam and the West
remains marginal (3.5% of all conflict-
years). Another Huntington hypothesis
predicts a clash between the Sinic and
Western civilizations. So far, there is no
evidence of the expected struggle.

These results are consistent with the
findings of Fox (2001), Russett, Oneal &
Cox (2000), de Soysa (2002), and Roeder
(2003) suggesting that ‘the Islamic civiliz-
ation is not conflicting in particular with the
West” (Fox, 2001: 466). The conclusion

regarding the Sinic civilization is also in line
with other studies. As to the ‘Islam’s bloody
borders and innards’, Fox (2001: 466)
claims: ‘Islamic ethnic groups, both during
and after the Cold War, have been involved
in the majority of civilizational conflicts, and
the majority of conflicts involving Islamic
ethnic groups have been civilizational.” But
he did not find as remarkable a shift in the
conflict within the Islamic civilization as this
study did. This difference might be attrib-
uted to the use of different data. This article
also points to the rise in violence within
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civilizations (especially in the case of Africa
and the Islamic world) after the end of the
Cold War which is certainly more important
than the smaller increase in the number of
intercivilizational conflict-years observed in
the case of the Hindu and Orthodox civiliz-
ations.

Conclusion

Previous empirical tests of the clash of civiliz-
ations thesis have shown that the civiliza-
tional paradigm could not replace realist and
liberal approaches. According to the results
described in this study, however, the clash of
civilizations seems to be a real and important

phenomenon.
Despite the fact that the relationship
between civilizational  difference  and

duration of conflict is not statistically signifi-
cant, the relative importance of fault-line
conflicts after the end of the Cold War is
apparent if we analyze their intensity (and in
the case of the so-called core interciviliza-
tional conflicts, also their frequency). In
short, conflicts within civilizations are less
frequent and less likely to escalate into war
during the post-Cold War period than
during the Cold War period. On the other
hand, the frequency and intensity of conflicts
between civilizations remain virtually as high
as in the Cold War. But a closer look reveals
that the increase in relative frequency is
significant only as a part of a longer upswing
starting in the early 1980s. As to the absolute
frequency, there are three periods after World
War II, and each of them is characterized
by a higher number of intercivilizational
conflict-years than the previous one. The last
one began in the early 1980s, halting a
relative decline
since the 1960s. There is also another
challenge to the traditional approach to
the clash of civilizations thesis: the relative
frequency of intercivilizational conflicts seems
to decline non-linearly over the whole period

in civilizational violence
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1946-2001, while the importance of the
territorial conflicts between groups belong-
ing to different civilizations (the core inter-
civilizational conflicts which are the central
part of Huntington’s argument, yet not given
much attention in previous studies) has been
rising since the early 1980s. Without this
distinction, analyses examining frequency
of civilizational conflict would go against
Huntington’s prediction. And what about
‘Islam’s bloody borders?> The majority of
intercivilizational conflict-years during the
post-Cold War period have involved Islamic
groups. Nevertheless, the frequency of
conflict between the Islamic and Sinic
(Confucian) and the West
remains marginal.

To sum up, the civilizational approach
cannot represent the Holy Grail of the post-
Cold War quest for a new paradigm, but it
might complement other concepts. Yet, it
has to overcome the limits of Huntington’s
view. There is no obvious relationship
between the dynamics of civilizational
conflict and the magic year 1989. Neither do
the empirical tests support the apocalyptic
vision of the final battle against a Sino-
Islamic alliance. Should this approach be
exploited in the future, various ambiguous
issues left by Huntington’s pioneering work
would have to be discussed: definition of a
civilization, delimitation of civilization’s
borders in space, and comparison with other
well-known cultural characteristics, such as

civilizations

religion, ethnicity, and linguistic similarity.
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