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he story begins  when Samuel P. Huntington -- the famous

political scientist from a highly prestigious university, Harvard

University, and a citizen of the strongest power on earth --
writes an articles, entitled “The Clash of Civilization?” in Foreign
Affairs.' Soon enough the article invites highly critical comments from
several scholars.* Not someone who can easily be set aside, Huntington
gives his response to his critics by asking a challenging question, “If
Not Civilizations, What?”, If anything the criticisms only harden his
conviction that civilization, instead of ideology, economy, or whatever,
would become the basis of conflict in the Post Cold War.® He does not
stop with this rather cynical question, he writes a book with the same
subject and title, but without a question mark” Huntington, “the
seeker”, has in the meantime become the “true believer”- as Eric
Hoffer would have called him. He also defends his position in several
interviews he gives after the publication of the book.

* Senior researcher (Ahli Peneliti Utama), Center for Social and Cultural
Studies, Indonesian Institute of Sciences (PMB-LIPI)
! Samuel P. Huntington , “ The Clash of Civilization? Foreign Affairs, 72,3

(Summer, 1993) 22-49,
* Scholars who sent their critical comments are Fouad Ajami, Robert

Bartley, Liu Binyan, Albert Weeks, Jeane j.Kirl(paE'ri_ck, Kishore
Mahbubani. FForeign Affairs, 72,4 (Sept/Oct.),1993. An Indonesian journal
on lIslamic and cultural studies, Ufumul Qur'an also dedicated its
Pesember 1993 issue to Huntington’s theses.
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The nrain thes:

of H'Lmtingtoii have by now been widely known,

Any attenipt | Q_s[i::nmarize it would not dgjtlstice to Fhe subtleties of the

' ‘arguments. Anyway the book, like the article, starts from g
“thesis that the end of Cold War has brought with it the change of the
character of global politics, It is now multicivilizational and it is also
multipolar. There are seven (or possibly eight) contemporary
civilizations -- Western, Orthodox, Latin American, Sinic, Hindu,
Islamic, Japan, and (possibly) African civilizations. Societies sharing
cultural affinities co-operate with each others and group themselves
politically under the leadership of the “core state” of their respective
civilizations. Relations between states belonging to the same
civilization is closer than the relationship among states from different
civilizations. Inter-civilizational relationship can be more or less
conflictual. While the relationship between Islamic and Western
civilizations is a conflictual relationship that of between Westerm
Civilization and the Latin American civilization is less conflictual.
Actually Huntington tends to suggests that the relationship between the
Islamic civilization with the other civilizations are more or less
conflictual, eventhough he also foresees the highly possibility that the
Islamic and the Sinic civilizations would form an alliance in their
opposition to the West.

Although the West has played the dominant driving force in the
process of modemization of the world, it cannot Westemize the non-
Western societies. Since the end of the Cold War that Westem
civilization has begun to decline » the Asian civilizations, on the other
hand, have econonically, militarily, and politically been expanding,
Non-Western civilizations have begun to re-affirm the intrinsic
excellence of their civilizations. The strengthening of the civilizational
identities particularly occurs in the “fault line” contlict. This tendency is
most prevalent among the Muslims, whose demographic explosion
destabilizes the multicivilizational world. However, “the greatest threat
to world peace”, according to him, is “the conflicts generated by
Western universalism, Muslim militancy, and Chinese assertion”. The
West, therefore, should be aware of the growing power of anti-Western
Istamic fundamentalism and should deter the emergence of anti-
Western Islamic-Sinic alliance system.

A real danger to Westemn civilization, however, resideslin its own
core state, the United States, where people begin to enterta_m Fhe ldga
of the United States being a multicultural nation. This .:dea is
tantamount to transforming the United States into a United N.at‘n.)ns .and
to the rejection of the very foundation of Westem civilization.
“Multiculturalism at home”, he says, “ threatens the US and the West;
universalism abroad threatens the West and the world. Both deny the
uniqueness of the West”.*

In spite of the rigor of Huntington’s arguments, severgl 'scholall's
and intellectuals have seriously questioned the academic validity of }us
list of major contemporary civilizations, his model of using
civilizations as the paradigm to understand and predict post Cold War
global politics, and his rather apocalyptic prognosis about the future.
Some scholars find it rather strange to see that Huntington does not pay
enough attention to the roles of science, technglog 8 ec‘?nomy, and even
popular culture. “How can world peace be maintained *, Janadas Devan
asks, “if the most important material elements of every modem culture
~- gelence, technology and production-- are sacrificed on the altar of
cultural exclusivities?” °. Others seriously question Huntington’s refusal
to acknowledge the important roles played by several .kinds of reglopal
economic and political organizations in reducing conflict a‘nd enhalncmg
international cooperation, One reviewer asks a seemmgly simple
question, * If other civilizations have been aroun.c{ for centuries why are
they posing a challenge only now?”” To put it dlffere{It]y he, like some
other reviewers, is wondering how come Huntington who has
constructed his “civilizations” from his understanding of history forg,er
the internal historical dynamics of civilization. He “has found his
civilizations whole and intact , watertight under an eternal sky”, Fouad

Ajami says.

* Huntington, op.cit. 318. - ' o ]

® Janadas Devan,” Surviving cultural differences: Huntington’s y:smn'o an
ineviatble clash of civilization ignores what's happening in science,
econemics, technology and popular culture”, The Business Times, January
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When Huntington flatly rejects Ajami’s challenging dictum,
“civilizations do not control states, states control civilizations” * he does
not only show his understanding of history, but also his cultural
determinism. The article and the book illustrate how this cultyral
attitude can easily entrap him into his own cultural and political
prejudices in dealing with other civilizations, In the event how can he
avoid the danger of being allured by the ever convenient Proscutean
bed? It is perhaps not too difficult to find loopholes and weaknesses in
Huntington’s major design. After all as a young Indonesian intellectual
says Huntington might have fallen into the slippery trap of his “grand
narrative”. It fails to explain the intricate and complex nature of inter-
civilizational relationship.’

It is fair enough for Huntington to defend the sanctity of Western
civilization. His descriptions and opinions on other civilizations,
particularly on Islam | clearly reveals how deeply he is in debt to the
tradition rightly called by Edward Said, “orientalism” - that is an
“ideology™ in the form of knowledge about Islam that emerges from
confrontation, domination, and cultural antipathy.® He algo
demonstrates the validity of Spurr’s finding on the continuing influence
of “the rhetoric of empire” even in the academic discourse'’
Huntington’s “covering of Islam”, as Said would have said, “js not

interpretation in the genuine sense but an assertion of power” * Who

then would wonder if Huntington’s book is in more than one way also a

warning to the Western world ,” Beware the threat of Islam”

In spite of the highly complex problems that it tries to discuss |
Huntington’s book is g pleasant to read. It is well written and
occastonally adorned by light humor and challenging dictum and well-
thought aphorisms. As a matter of taste the book can easily pass as a

# Foreing Affairs, 72, 4, (Sept./Oct.),1972,9
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See, Edward W.Said, Orientalism, New York : Pantheon Book, 1979,
David Spurr,7he rhetoric of Lmpire : colonial discourse in journalism,
ravel wrting, and imperial adminstration, Durham & London : Duke
University Press, 1993.

Edward W .Said, Covering Islam: How the media  and the experty

delermine how we see the rest of the world, New York : Pantheon Books,
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romantic political thriller -- well designed, excellent plot, p.ackeil wa;l:
actions, and crowded by many actors, good and b?)d,t»\]f(lthouqr :\;f
‘ ; [ ' 1 ¢z :
i real hero is and what stake is to be taker .
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i o s plots he is about to tell-- the seven or
constructing the stage of the p ‘ ‘
civilizations -- his time dimension becomes flat when he .begim;‘ tci
narrate the story itsef. His empirical data are 121rg,ely1ciem;le‘d 1'3:;
‘ : - . « . ]e -ln
ffairs -- something any well plant
contemporary political a irs -~ some | “
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= - - age 7
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West and receive assistance from its civilizational llcm. The probler "
of course the scattered mass graves all over Bosnllzlx Flerzegowina a
i > treate ake believed world.
simply too real to be treated as a ma . ' -
| Tyherefore why not, even for a while, avmd. the wael?ce 0\?}1 tl::
text? Let just for a  while pretend that it is a thr:ile; toT?njogi 1 10f
. . 4L _l
i 1d best seller thriller, calle e Clas
would the climax of a woxld. er, d* ]
Civilization”, be if the reader is allowed to write it. 7 Let just follow the
imaginary plot constructed by Huntington.
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,“S'__Q'Ojo._.-:j{bpea has been re-united. Taiwan hag accepted
LIIZ'ei'ﬂ.i..I;ty-. The United States has greatly reduced its military
5 rosenon 'I.h;-japan and the Far East. That is the time when Ching finally

o decides to establish full control over South China Sea. Vietnam resists

and fighting occur between Chinese and Vietnamese warships. In
addition to its strong desire to having a control over the oil-rich
scattered small islands, China is also eager to revenge its humiliation in
the 1979 war. It launches a full scale aggression to Vietnam, which in
fact, like China, also belongs the Sinic civilization, Facing this massive
attack Vietnam appeals to the United States, its former enemy that has
become a reliable ally. The United Stateg condemns China’s military
adventures and asks this core state of the Sinic civilization to withdraw.
Since China ignores this appeal the United States sends warships to
South China Sea. Unfortunatel y the ships become easy preys of
Chinese submarines. The United States has to be carefy] in dealing with
China, because both powers have nuclear capabilities. It also has to
consider domestic public opinion. In the meantime China has overrun
Vietnamese forces and occuptes Hanoi.

India, a long time enemy of China, seizes the opportunity to launch
a devastating attack on Pakistan. Initially it is quite successful, but soon
the military alliance between China, Iran, and Pakistan is activated,
India becomes bogged down fighting Iranian and Pakistani troops. Both
India and Pakistan appeal to Arab states for support. While Pakistan
may appeal to Islamic, India warmns the Arab states about the prospect
of Iranian dominance in Southwest Asia. The success of China against
the United States has in the meantime stimulated major anti-Western
movements in the Middle East. Radical Islamic movements manage to
bring down pro-Westem governments. The West cannot do anything to
halt this trend, This apparent Westem weakness leads massive Arab
attack on Israel. A nuclear warhead explodes outside Marseille. Nato
finally joins the war game,

The military successes of China leave Japan no other choice but to
bandwagon China. Though officially remains neutral, Japan more often
than not yields to China’s demand. Japan plays a role an active neutral
player in the game. This situation forces the United States to evacuate
all its remnant troops in Japan. Russia, which hag rejected China’s offer
to establish a mutual security pact at the beginning of the war, decides

to side with the Western power, Lmder. tl'lf'?. le'adership of tlhe g]n‘lted
States. This core state of the O:thodc?x c:ylllzatlon suspect; t -mtt t ;n";f;
the core state of the Sinic civilizzllt;on, can be a g‘,:eatF :;c;aconﬂict
security and to its territorial integrity. In the quag,n;nrecotl 01“0 e
between major civilizations the O:thtadox Serbs and the Ca kl o roat
join the bandwagon of their respective core states by attac Elélization.
Turkey , a “tomn country”, who wants to be part of Westetm ca\lf:) " fm“;
despite its thoroughly Islamic cl?arac_te-r,. can no longier sday oof fro
the conflict. Two threatening major civilizations are already a % ';”
Control over of oil is certainly of central importance ' Ot'< \
combatants. Since the Arab countries are al'ready L.mder the dox;nn]a: 12;
of Islamic militants, the West be(-:omes mcreasmgly depe];,e:i o
Russian, Caucasian and Central Asian sgurces.. Th.ls fact{])r cads e
West to intensify its effort to enlist Russlla on its sncfe ang to_sutppitls
Russia in extending its control over the oil-rich Muslim country to
SDUth{.n whatever ways this global war can finally be put to anlend ar}ng
whatever outcome it might bring, the .broader long term result ‘;?:ce
almost be the drastic decline of ali major combatants in the war. oinee
the war has practically devastated C'hlna, Korea, and Japzlzjx:&o;;eSh
gradually shifts to the southern hemlsplﬁere. In the e.vem; ,gd.m;é
which remains neutral, becomes thg donunant state. With the gfL ‘ ‘ems
of it's Australian advisors, Indonesia can shape tl‘ae course ol vest
from New Zealand on the east to My_anmar and Srilangka :)nlt jefv:.ftmé
Vietnam on the notth. Although thlS‘ trend may presage t;c L“tics
conflict with India and a revived China, the center of world po
14
”‘OVBSJ:;L;S;- the previous global wars in the m.oc{em .tlmes., '!;'nz\g:n:;
lhistory as the first and the second wprld wars, this one is a f:w]l ’:;d k;y
war.Economic and ideological interest have been 1.18}3 s L
civilizational links as the most important ba.sgs' of . the al ince s:d " .
Of the seven or eight contemporary cavqlzgtlong, :‘ne:itu:)xl ] Wag/
Huntington, five are active participants in this imaginary ;éo ‘Wimnc;
The Australian case is an exceptional. A Westem country, it is Iad

" Samuel P.Huntington , 7he Clash of Civilization ané! 3!!;; gffgm/ﬁng of
World Order, New York : Simon & Schuster, Inc. ,1996, -



é':'oui&"zflnt:e'f-fto'. Indonesia, which in Huntington’s classification
belongs toﬂle f;.IsEa:n'n'c civilization, This can be‘ expla‘ined by th.e fact
Australia: has become a “tom country”, which tries to shift its
civilizational alignment.”?

Of course this is only an imaginary scenario of the world’s future
conflict. Huntington himself hastens to add that “(I)f this scenario
seems a wildly implausible fantasy to the reader, that is all to the good”.

By offering this frightening scenario he wants to give credence to his
prediction and to provide wamings to the great powers. If 2 global war
does finally take place -- something “highly improbable but not
impossible” -- it is going to be a war between civilizations and it is
“most likely involving Mustims on one side and non-Muslim on the
other”.' In the above imaginary scenario of the global war Huntington
shows how the military and political adventures of the core state of the
Sinic civilization, China, not only gives the opportunity to radical
Islamic movements to dominate the pro-West Arab states, but also
makes its alliance with the Islamic countries stronger than ever. It is this
newly activated alliance that threatens India, the core state of the Hindu
civilization. The outcome of the global war is a near total destruction of
several countries from several civilizationg -- something no one would
like it to happen. But how to avoid this tragic eventuality 7

The imaginary scenario of global war can provide two important
lessons for the future. The first is what Huntington calls “abstention
rile”, that is any core state should refrain from intervening in conflicts
that occur in the other civilizations. The second is the “ joint mediation
rile” that the core states should negotiate with each other to contain
fault line war between states or between groups from their civilizations.
In other words the West which has for one or two centuries been the
dominant power in the world should leam that it is now living in the
“multicivilizational, muftipolar world” '

Let’s just hope the great powers or the core states of the present
world civilizations would willingly adhere to these well-thought rules
from the world renown pundit. However, one should also realize that

¥ Ibid. £51-154
" Ibid. 312
Y Ibid. 316

the history of the world has blatantly shown how wise words and good
advises from the sages or even the prophets -repeatedly _went Lmhee.ded
and ignored. Political history is full of stories of conﬂxlcts that might
have been avoided and of wars that might have been hmder::cl. What,
then, would happen, after the imaginary g[obal war -~ “a hlghi?)/
implausible, but not impossible” scenario - is finally p‘ut to an end..
Power would shift southward and, as Huntington pred.lcts, Indonesia
would emerge as a powerful state, simply bc?cause it manages to-
maintain its neutrality. This sprawling archipelagic stz}te, which by tl}etl
has the population of about 220 millions anc‘! (' if the Indonesian
government’s scenario can be taken as a clue) with its GNP over 3000
E‘nousand US dollars and its poverty has practically bee_n eradicated, can
determine the course of events far beyond the. bo‘Lmdanes of Southeast
Asian region. In spite of the fact that Indonesia lies on th'e periphery of
the Islamic world, “far removed from its Arab center”, this country has,
nevertheless, every possibility to fill the role of the core s.tate in the
[slamic civilization. After all, as Huntington _stz-ltes, along with ﬁgypt,
[ran, Turkey, Pakistan, and Saudi Al'al?ia, it is a‘t the pr.esent time ] a
strong contender to become one."* If, indeed, FEns is going to be the
case, the [slamic civilization would finally have its own core state. '
Huntington does not say this. He may have strong doubt whether
Indonesia can emerge as the core state. He may even . refuse to see the
possibility of the Islamic civilization would ever have its own core state.
However, if history can be taken as a gui:de, one COI:lld certainly ask,
“Why should not the future of the Islam'w -cm.hzatton be L:f]del tlhe
leadership of the Malay race ?”. In the beginning it was the J_mes.\f.r 1ct>
brought the Islamic light to the world. At thg peak gf Islam:'c pollt;cal
power, the Persians illuminated the world Wlth' their Islamic cuitur‘a
brilliance , and then, when the Western civili{zatlon had 'awaken from its
deep sleep, it was the Turks’ turn to continue to bring !:'h'e tO_lCh of
Istam. It was so successful that at one time m the 16th dentury the}:
knocked on the door of Vienna. By the end of th.e 10th century ;Furks
Ottoman Empire was already known as “'the sa.ck man Europe One
century would have passed when finally -- if the Imaginary scenario can
be followed -- the southward shift of power gives the Islamic

" lbid. 177-178




ation to: haveﬂ core state again. The time now belongs to the
lalay race.” .
If the pfesent situation can be taken as an indicator for the future
“there is no strong reason why should Indonesia be dismissed as the core
state of the Islamic civilization after the great global civilizational war
that has been imaginatively constructed by Huntington. “An Islamic
core state”, he says, “ has to posses the economic resources, military
power, organizational competence, and Islamic identity and
commitment to provide political and religious leadership to the
wmmaeh ™", Huntington may have some doubts about the ability of
Indonesia to fulfill the last requirement. Nevertheless, if he asks any
Indonesian leader, whoever he or she is, either an Islamic oriented
leader or a “secular” one, he would be surprise to hear how widespread
this opinion about the future role of Indonesia in the Islamic world is.
The more so because they have been hearing the same sentiment from
several prominent medern Islamic thinkers.® It js true Indonesia is
located on the periphery of Islamic center, but then how one can deny
the roles of information and communication technologies in reducing the
importance of geographical and cultural distances 7 How about the
continuing acceleration of the movement of people 7 After all United
States, the core state of Westermn civilization, is located in the periphery

" Ibid.177

*Ag carly as 1949 an Islamic thinker from Algiers , Malek Bennabi, states,
“The Muslim world, doubly polarized, now seems besides, to yield to the
attraction of Jakarta rather than of Cairo or Damascus. This transfer to
an Asian phase implies for its psychological, cultural, moral, social and
political consequences that would govern its present as well as its future,
primarily in the formation of a collective will” See his Islam in History
and Society ( translated by Asma Rashid from French), Kuala Lumpur :
Berita Publishing, 1991, pp. 109-110. ( Reprinted) . Bennabi’s prediction
may well be based on  his speculation on  the Islamic historical trends,
but see also Fazlur Rahman’s assessment that he made after looking at
the development of Islam in Indonesia in the 1970s. See his /slam &
Modernity : Transformation of an Intellectual Tradition. Chicago &
London: The University of Chicago Press, 1984, 125-129. The translated

version of the book is widely read by young Indonesian Muslim
intellectuals.

Al

of its civilization. The Judeo-Christian creed, the essence gf' Westem of
civilization, was also not bom in this country. Betlﬂehem is not locatied
in Massachusctts, but somewhere in Asia., in a region encircled by the
threatened inherited lands of the Islamic civilization.

The United States 1s considered as the core state of the Westem
civilization because 1t 1s the most powerful nation state, w?ly czlmnc.)t
Indonesia be onc of its own civilization after the’ end of tl?erlfnagmal.y
olobal war ? After all, despite Huntington’s claim that ClVIllZﬂtli;] 1?
‘D‘tho highest cultural groupings of people apd ti?c lbroz?dcst leve 0.
cultural identity people have short of that wluc’tizcli:spngmshes qu.nansf.:
from other species™ and its “the biggest ‘we' 5 i the d}fmm'; |O,
alobal politics he describes a change of emphasis in the meaning 3\/ t];.
concept of civilization takes place. It lm:s gradually become, as ati;:,
Gungwu rightly suggests, “ power groupings made up of nattonl-?ta .
and formed either around shared core cu‘ltural valugs orl tl"lIIOL‘I) ‘1
readiness to cohere in defense of conluj?n mterest against challenges
coming from different cultural systems™ ** o b

Having its own “core state” the ls!am{c‘c'wah.zatlon would |
able-- like the United States in the Westem cavthzatxor - {0 mz!ke its
house in order. “The absence of an Islamic core s'tate , as Huntfngtm;
states, “is a major contributor to the pervasive m[gnal and extermna
conflicts which characterize Islam. Consciousness without cohesion 18
a source of weakness to Islam and a source of threat to other

» 23

Clwh@ti:;ﬁn:hé presence of a “core state” the continuing-intemal and
external conflicts, “which characterize Islam”, as Huntmgton‘ nevzr
forgets to remind his readers ,would s‘urely be grac.luallyl terminate f
Islamic civilization would not only tum its Weakl’le‘.‘ifj nto its source] o
strength but also ceases to be a “threat to other cuw]lgatlon . And, wi 1;1t
does it mean for Indonesia ? At long last Indonesia 'would .not %n?/
participate but also take the leadership_ n .“ sgafe%tial'dlllg'WOIFd or el,l
based on freedom, eternal peace, social justice”, If‘the fichonalizet
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Huntington, op.cit. 43, o o .
Wang Gungwu, “A Machiavelli for our Times”, The National Interest,

46, Winter, 1996/1997
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eventy years after it proclaimed its independence (1945)
sia finally fulfills one of the promises of its independence, ag
ulated ‘in” the Preamble of its 1945 Constitution.

s it historical irony or tragedy that continues to befall on
sia? It could finally proclaim its independence after the atomic
mbs destroyed Hiroshima and Nagasaki_ It fulfills the dicams of jts
founding fathers after the (imaginary) global civilizational war brings
“destruction to the participating countries. As if Indonesia can only take
 benefit from human tragedy. What a fate of a country whose people arc
so proud with its desire to maintain peace and harmony.

The Muslims, radical and moderate alike, can still {ind delight
Huntington's assessment on the state of the Islamic civilization. No
matter how they look at themselves in the present multipolar world .
they are now told that the islamic civilization is actually on a par with
the West. More than that they are actually the threat to the other
civilizations. Since only a strong one can be a threat to the others they
might be wondering how come they still maintain their defensive
posture. At long last, after a few centuries have been living under the
shadow of the myth of the long passed Islamic grandeur, an Indian
Muslim, wio niay have to suffer the political threat and humiliation
from the emerging power of the radical Hindy political party, a
Singaporean Malay, who has to endure the fact of being a part of the
least successful group in a country originally belong to him, a rich
Saudi aristocrat, who keeps condominium in London and Pans, and a
follower of the betrayed Federation of Islamic Salvation of Algjers,
have something they can share together in delight. The dream of
returning to the “glorious age” of Islam has apparently become a reality
== at least that is how Huntington rates the place of the Islamic
civilization in the present multipolar world, albeit in negative
trepidation and apprehension, not to say horror,

Is this imaginary prospect a deviation from Huntington’s main
messages in his controversial book ? It may well be that is the case,
Certainly it is far beyond his wildest imagination to make the Muslims
to be proud of their civilization. It js also not his intention to make the
Indonesians to have a strong believe in the future of thejr country. His
main interests are simply to provide a strategic paradigm to understand

the present trends -~ now that the Cold War ‘is over - al?d'tlo wam thj
West, particularly the United States, gbout lt‘S unigue cwnI:wamn .;m
about the continuing, impoxtance_(_)f its role in the new wonic? or lir,
despite its relative economic, military ant;l demographic dec]mef.' Ie
among, others advises the West to contain the development of_tie
military power of Sinic and Islamic countries, and to stay away 1911;
the affairs of other civilizations, Naturally he does not have to remin
the Western powers that the any aEliance-system thatl have. beejn
established between one or two Islamic nation states with China is
largely due to the pressures of the West. ' . o

The book’s scholarly pretense, notwithstanding, it is alsgl a
political trap. By rejecting the validity of internal cultural dlvt.il.'SltleS.
and conceptually forcing nation states to belong to. only one pa:.ncuial
civilization, Huntington not only advises his /:\.mer.lcan compatriots to
remain loyal to the legacy of their Westemn civthznt:onl but also pushgs
the Muslims into the fold of the so—callgd antt West Is’l‘amlc
“fundamentalists”. By ridiculing Turkey as beu?g “torn country and
dismissing the pro West Arab countries as being undemocratic and
authoritarian he can expect these countries and others would finally
make their choice and create their “bloody bord'ers”.. .

That is happening now, Huntington says in his book, not without
the feeling of satisfaction for what he thinks. as the correct assesgmex;ﬁ
he has already made in his controversial article on the same s'ubject.
That would also be the future of the multippla-r wo.rld. In his rather
bleak vision of the future Huntington, as his imaginary global war
suggests, tends to see the clash betwegn Islamic and Westem
civilizations as a possibility that cannot be dlSC(‘)l:lnEe.d. A conﬂ@t takes
place outside the direct interests of the twg civilization may ultm:at'ely
push them to face each other. Is it a prediction or a lure to self-fulfilling

' sy ? .
plopl’}slz future global clash is actually the refum to _the.per:c-)d of
reconguisita, only this time it is the radical Is.laln.uc.powers, ra;hel .that;\
expanding Westermn powers, that take the m;tl‘atlves_, Tl-le uture o
“clash of civilization” would finally close the circle of history which

Samuel P.Huntington, “Clash of Civilization?”, Foreign ffairs, 72,2
{(Summer) 1973, 22-49



_begins. with what an Indian historian, Panikar, calls “the age of Vasco
' Gam What an ending to the cycle that has given the world its
v edé;]f_e_c{_';pfogréss, intensive cultural communication, exploitation
: ufferings. The dynamic of the “Age of Extreme”, that Hobsbawm
talks about; could proceed to its logical conclusion -- the destructive
' f civilization - if the United States does not preserve its role as
“the dofender of Western civilization and fails to understand the nature of
" the multicivilizational world |

One can indeed lament the fact that in time when the world s
trying to shape its self in accordance with the new demand of history,
Huntington does not only give his apocalyptic waming, but also
insidiously cultivates a culture of hatred. How easy it is to cultivate
this kind of culture, particularly if one uses, like Huntington does, a flat
time dimensional approach to contemporary events. As its stands now,
Huntington is just but a voice of the gallant Western warrior defending
his presumably threatened civilization against the windmill of his own
creation,

Huntington’s future is actually the re-creation of the 16th and 17th
century world. Just as, what his says, “Asia’s future is Asia’s past”,
Two centuries have passed since the destructions of glorious Asian
kingdoms a new period is now emerging. A full cycle of history has
been completed. A cyclical view of history is a matter philosophical
conviction that can be simply accepted or rejected. Therefore what is a
better respond to Huntington’s apocalyptic vision of the future and his
prediction of the future Islamic-Sinic military alliance than an
international seminar on the “Islam and Confucianism”, held in
Malaysia, one of Huntington’s genuine “cleft countries”?® This
conference, like other simillar conferences, tries to tries to find common

.

** The international Seminar on “Islam and Confusianism; A Civilizational
Dialogue” held by the University of Malaya, Kuala lumpur , March 16-
17,1995.Prof. Tu Wei-Ming from Harvard University ventures to give a
list of “common areas for interaction” between Islamic and Sinic
civilizations --conmunity-orientesness, believe in one’s destiny laqdir
and ming, traditional sage-king and warrior-leader, emphasis on man’s
polential for goodness. detailed rule of behaviour. 7he Straits Times,
Saturday, March 18,1995,
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ground, when other parties are busy to maximize the elements of
conflicts.

In spite of Huntington’s high reputation his book is not only
another example of the continuing Islam-bashing tendencies in the West
but also a hindrance to a mutual understanding. His refusal to
understand the social-cultural and political predicaments of the Muslim
world -- the world that has for some centuries suffered the humiliation
from the West -- only shows his unrepentant imperialistic ideological
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impulses.”

* This paper is presented at the Conference on Indonesian Studies: held by
the Program of Southeast Asian Studies, Arizona State Uinversity, June
13-15, 1997,




