





























Samuel P Huntington

with Georgy Arbatov’s characterization of 1MF officials as “neo-
Bolsheviks who love expropriating other people’s money, imposing
undemocratic and alien rules of economic and political conduct and ;

stifling economic freedom.”
Western domination of the U.N. Security Council and its deci-
sions, tempered only by occasional abstention by China, produced

U.N. legitimation of the West’s use of force to drive Iraq out of *

Kuwait and its elimination of Irag’s sophisticated weapons and capac-
ity to produce such weapons. It also produced

+very phrase “world the quite unprecedented action by the United .

. States, Britain and France in getting the
munity” has

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 international institutions, military power and economic
tesources to run the world in ways that will maintain Western pre-
dominance, protect Western interests and promote Western pohtmal
and economic values.

Jlegitimacy to the
ons of the West.

That at least is the way in which non-Westerners see the new -

world, and there is a significant element of truth in their view
Differences in power and struggles for military, economic and insti-

tutional 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 con-
cepts 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, often have little resonance in Islamic,
Confucian, Japanese, Hindu, Buddhist or Orthodox cultures.
Western efforts to propagate such ideas produce instead a reaction
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Security Council to demand that Libya hand -
me a euphemism to  over the Pan Am 103 bombing suspects and ..

The Clash of _Cifuilizations?

against “human rights imperialism” and a reaffirmation of indigenous
values, as can be seen in the support for religious fundamentalism by
the younger generation in non-Western cultures. The very notion
that there could be a “universal civilization” is a Western idea, direct-
ly at odds with the particularism of most Asian societies and their
emphasis on what distinguishes one people from another. Indeed, the
author of a review of 100 comparative studies of values in different
societies concluded that “the values that are most important in the
West are least important worldwide.”” In the political realm, of
course, these differences are most manifest in the efforts of the
United States and other Western powers to induce other peoples to
adopt Western ideas concerning democracy and human rights.
Modern democratic government originated in the West. When it has
developed in non-Western societies it has usually been the product of

- Western colonialism or imposition.

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 combina-

~ tion 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 equiv-
alent of “band-wagoning” in international relations theory, is to

+ attempt to join the West and accept its values and institutions. The
. third alternative is to attempt to “balance” the West by developing
- economic and military power and cooperating with other non-

Western societies against the West, while preserving indigenous val-
ues and institutions; in short, to modernize but not to Westernize.
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