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Huntington provides insightful information about the source of civilization. According to Huntington, the primary source of conflict in the future will not be between countries but cultures and religious identities. The central argument by Hunnington is that "The most important distinctions among peoples are [no longer] ideological, political, or economic. They are cultural" (21).  Unlike in the past where the source of conflict was between countries and different ideologies on politics and social patterns, the future wars will be about cultural differences between communities. He adds that the patterns of cohesion between communities will be based on cultural boundaries. Other political scientists have also provided different perspectives on the future sources of conflict between communities.  The current task analyzes the credibility by Huntington’s Clash of Civilization and how it relates with the current studies on the topic of civilization post-cold war period. 
Giacomo Chiozaa is one of the political scientists that provide an insight on international conflict. The article is considered a test of the theory presented by Huntington on the source of conflict between communities post-cold war era. According to the results of the test, the interactions between states are not prone as Huntington had asserted. After the cold war period, the first eight years failed to support the thesis as asserted by Huntington. Chiozaa also noted that even though the civilization factor modified the influences of border contiguity and the type of regime, the studies do not provide sufficient evidence of differences in civilizational heritage. As civilization continues to occur, there is evidence on increase in proneness to international conflict (Chiozza, 2002).
The article by Chiozaa offers rather empirical evidence on the grounds to rejct the hypothesis by Huntington. According to the thesis, there are chances that state conflicts will continue to rise after the cold war due to the differences in cultures as a result of civilization. The article has agreed with the idea that over the years, civilization is bound to change and that human dynamics are set to change the nature of human conflict. However, empirical evidence has shown that such events have not occurred and that the stability of communities continues to prevail over the years. The article is proof that the studies presented by Huntington provided an insight on the change of civilization over the years but not on the nature of human conflict. 
The article, Clash of Civilizations, or Realism and Liberalism by Bruce Russett and John R. ONEAL provide insightful information on an analysis of the hypothesis by Huntington on the nature of human conflict and how it relates to civilization. To test the hypothesis, the authors carried out research on interstate conflicts between the years 1950 and 1992. According to the results, the level of civilization did not have any significant impact on the conflict between states. The authors affirmed that the dominance of civilization did not replace cold war rivalries and the civilization did not have any impact on conflict between nations. From the results obtained from the study, the authors made a conclusion to reject the hypothesis by Huntington that civilization will lead to a change in interstate conflicts (Russett, Oneal, & Cox, 2000). 
[bookmark: _GoBack]Analyses of the two articles provide an insight on some of the aspects that need to be considered based on the information provided by Huntington. It is agreeable that after the cold war, civilization has been changing. In addition, it is important to understand the impact of the changing level of civilization on international relations. With civilization, there are aspects that have been changing such as interactions between human beings, governance across nations, democracy, among other dynamics that influence interactions between states. However, the two articles assert that statement by Huntington that civilizations change the source of conflict between nations is biased and is not supported by empirical evidence. The evidence provided by the two articles shows that source of conflict between states has been varying since the cold war and that civilization has little to no influence. As it stands, the source of conflict varies across nations and that the relations between states are not much influenced by civilization as Huntington had predicted. The results of the studies conducted show that even though Huntington might have been right on the changing face of civilization, his predictions on the source of conflict in the future might have been flawed (Huntington, 2000). 
In conclusion, Huntington made a prediction that over the years, civilization will change international relations and that source of conflict will be cultural and religious differences. However, studies by political scientists have proven that the source of conflict between states has not changed. However, they agree with Huntington that civilization is transforming international relations but disagree with him that these changes will influence the source of conflict in the future. 
References
Chiozza, G. (2002). Is there a clash of civilizations? Evidence from patterns of international conflict involvement, 1946-97. Journal of peace research, 39(6), 711-734. 
Huntington, S. P. (2000). Try Again: A Reply to Russett, Oneal & Cox. Journal of Peace Research, 37(5), 609-610. 
Russett, B. M., Oneal, J. R., & Cox, M. (2000). Clash of civilizations, or realism and liberalism déjà vu? Some evidence. Journal of Peace Research, 37(5), 583-608.


