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S. A. Tsyplyaev2 

EXPLOSIVE COCKTAIL OF CIVILISATIONS3

of consideration, primarily referring to confl icts on the bor-
ders of “civilisational plates” – on tectonic faults. 

The world is rapidly taking on a new quality before 
our eyes. The powerful forces and tools of globalisation – 
the Internet, television, ships and planes – have made 
the planet small. There is a continuous movement of peo-
ple, mixing representatives of diff erent races, nationalities, 
cultures and religions. The diff erence of potentials – life op-
portunities – is pulling people from their traditional places 
and taking them to the centres of development, so far most-
ly to Western civilisation. No state tricks can stop this pro-
cess, nor can it be reversed. The mixing is extremely fast 
by historical standards, mutual adaptation, deep assimila-
tion, which requires several generations, does not have time 
to take place. 

It is like mixing water and oil. Initially, there is a clear 
boundary between the two liquids, the surface of the bound-
ary is a tectonic fault. Shake the vessel – and many small 
drops of oil are suspended in the water. There is no ho-
mogeneous solution, while the surface area of the bounda-
ry, a potential zone of friction and confl ict, increases many 
times over. 

If you are born surrounded by a complete internation-
al community, you take it for granted. But if a Chinese, an 
Arab and an African with their families settle in your vil-
lage, where everyone has been almost relatives for a long 
time, it is already a shaking of the foundations and the be-
ginning of the battle of nations. They do everything diff er-
ently from what we are used to, they speak an incompre-
hensible language, pray to other gods – this is a danger! 
Russian practice shows that a few natives of the Caucasus 
are enough. 

Of course, much is decided by the cultural level – 
the degree of mutual sensitivity, curiosity and interest in 
new and unusual things, mutual readiness to understand and 
accept. Unfortunately, instincts dictate otherwise, reasons 
for irritation, off ence and confl icts are quickly found and 
the system of recognising “stranger–stranger” is activated. 
Minorities, in order to protect themselves, unite into a cohe-
sive ethnic or religious group, which becomes a threat and 
a problem for the unorganised majority. 

The endless series of confl icts and terrorist acts relat-
ed to issues of faith clearly demonstrates the fundamental 
change in the role of religion in the modern world. Reli-
gion used to play a unifying, stabilising role in the area of 
its spread, creating a common cultural foundation for coun-

The1emergence2of3closed enclaves of foreign languages 
and cultures, terrorist attacks in European cities with reli-
gious justifi cation – such a palette of events instils anxiety 
in the hearts and minds of Europe’s inhabitants. “What is 
going on? Why are ethnic and religious confl icts escalating 
sharply everywhere?” This question is being asked with in-
creasing frequency. The answer is: the great intermingling 
of civilisations. 

The great intermingling of civilisations
If centuries ago you had to sail across seas, cross deserts 
and mountain ranges to get acquainted with other customs 
and cultures, a hundred years ago you had to cross a state 
border, today it is enough to go out into the courtyard. You 
used to be able to return from a journey to your familiar, 
stable, culturally homogeneous world; today its borders are 
shrinking to the size of your home. It is Europe that has 
been at the forefront of globalisation since the great geo-
graphical discoveries, shrinking distances and overcoming 
isolating partitions. 

The bloody events in Europe, in the Middle East, 
the resolution of questions of faith and morality through 
armed violence have brought us back to the problem of 
the clash of civilisations. Samuel Huntington described 
the clash of civilisations, using mainly countries as a unit 
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tries and peoples. The history of the formation of European 
civilisation is inextricably linked to Christianity. Clashes of 
religions were relatively rare and were mainly of a border 
character. In a mixed world, religion becomes a divisive, 
confl icting institution. Europe had its fi rst signifi cant expe-
rience of intermingling with the emergence of Protestants, 
followed by religious wars, endless and merciless. It is pos-
sible to compromise in ideological and material matters, 
but in matters of faith compromise is almost impossible. 
Europe found an answer to this challenge – secularization 
of the state, religion becoming an element of private life. 
But then representatives of other countries, other continents 
came to Europe. 

It becomes clear that the atom of civilization is the hu-
man being, the molecule carrying all the features of culture 
is the family and community. A network cultural commu-
nity can be preserved and develop for a long time even out-
side the state framework and without reliance on the state. 
We have to live in this complex mixed world of “cocktail 
of civilizations”. This cocktail is thoroughly fl avored with 
weapons of mass destruction – a Molotov cocktail ready 
for use. 

What to do and what not to do

As usual, fi rst of all, simple and wrong solutions are off ered. 
Their common denominator is “return to the bright past”. 
For example, to return to mono-states pure in genetic or ide-
ological (including religious) sense. 

Realistically, the borders of states rarely corresponded 
to these features, so within the country there were proper, 
state-forming “their own” and “strangers” – foreigners, al-
iens, dissidents. Then began the displacement of peoples 
and the displacement of borders. Bloody wars, genocide, 
exiled peoples – centuries of history are full of all this. To-
day, the mixing of representatives of diff erent ethnicities 
and religions in the world is so intense that a return to purity 
of principles is simply impossible without turning the coun-
try into a totalitarian society with a fascist-type state. 

From the same series of proposals for accelerated forced 
assimilation of immigrants. 

Most people are extremely reluctant to change their 
identity, even on pain of death. Administrative pressure in-
stead of a conscious personal decision, made even under 
the pressure of life circumstances, breeds resistance. This is 
familiar to us from the history of the peoples of the Russian 
Empire, and from the history of Russian communities that 
remained outside Russia after the collapse of the USSR. 

The arsenal of possibilities to regulate such powerful 
long-term historical processes that run throughout human 
history is very small. It lacks “ideological purity” and in-
cludes both liberal and illiberal solutions. 

First. In order for society to have time to adapt to new 
realities, it is necessary to slow down the speed of migra-
tion fl ows. Visa restrictions, complication of obtaining res-
idence permits, and even more so citizenship – all these fi l-
ters slow down the infl ow of carriers of a diff erent way of 
life and give people the opportunity to adapt to life in new 
external conditions. 

Second. Society will be required to make serious eff orts 
and fi nancial expenditures on education and socialisation of 
new fellow citizens. We can recall the Soviet diffi  cult expe-
rience of mass resettlement of provincial residents to major 

cities in the era of industrialisation, which was accompanied 
by the almost universal planting of young people and chil-
dren of migrants at the desk, using a wide range of forms 
of education. Language courses, especially for immigrant 
children, are a good place to start. Schools and teachers are 
more eff ective and cheaper than prisons and police offi  cers 
in the matter of integration. 

Third. The enlightened part of society faces the diffi  -
cult task of developing a common model of life, a picture 
of the world, oriented towards the search for common val-
ues in culture, morality, parallels in everyday life and tradi-
tions of diff erent peoples, as opposed to the cultivation of 
irreconcilable diff erences. It is not easy to recognise that 
your understanding of “what is good and what is bad” is 
not timeless, universal, universal, there are competing value 
systems and this will have to be reckoned with. 

Fourth. What follows from the above is the need for an 
uncompromising and consistent defence of the secular char-
acter of the state. In a multi-confessional state, the empha-
sis on a person’s religious affi  liation, cultivated from ear-
ly childhood, will inevitably lead the country to insoluble 
internal contradictions fraught with bloody confl icts up to 
the collapse of the country. It is strategically shortsighted 
to introduce religious education in schools and public wor-
ship by public fi gures. Religion is the territory of private 
life. Therefore, excessive state interference in the regula-
tion of religious life is equally unacceptable. Public discus-
sion of the essence of religious teachings is undesirable, but 
this does not apply to religious norms off ered to all mem-
bers of civil society. 

Fifth. Perhaps the most important and the most diffi  -
cult. The host culture will retain its essence if it becomes 
a “strong solvent” for foreign impurities. It must be attrac-
tive, modern, have an effi  cient economy, present to “the city 
and the world” an attractive project of the future, and arouse 
respect among the visitors. An advanced economy gathers 
energetic, intelligent, creative people who will stand fi rmly 
on their own feet. In the event of a crisis, unskilled foreign 
labour is the fi rst to fi nd itself outside the gates of enterpris-
es, where it is met by ethnic criminals and extremist organ-
isations. Russia is drawn to a “society of memorial culture” 
that debates endlessly about the past, looks to the past for 
answers to the challenges of the future, regrets the “lost par-
adise” and resists any change, seeing evolution as a process 
of continuous degradation. This is how you can build a res-
ervation, but not a country – a world leader. 

Sixth. A society that wants to survive in the new con-
ditions must establish and maintain a fi rm democratic or-
der. Democratic order is established by citizens indepen-
dently observing the laws they have approved and forcing 
the autho rities to work to maintain this order. The law is 
seen as a shared value; the people fi ght for it as for their 
walls. The democratic order is incomparably stronger and 
tougher than the authoritarian one; here you cannot buy 
a work permit, a certifi cate of language knowledge and fur-
ther down the list up to the court decision. 

Seven. The developed world is faced with the most dif-
fi cult humanitarian and moral dilemma. Either to isolate it-
self as much as possible from everything that happens in 
the third world, to strengthen the walls and stare blankly 
at external events that are far from our understanding of 
the standards of humanism, or to try to infl uence the situa-
tion in order to make life “outside the walls” more accept-
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able, literally save human lives and thus weaken the gen-
eration of the fl ow of refugees. Each of the strategic lines 
is fraught with challenges and threats. It is clear that it will 
not be possible to sit back in Fortress Europe. But it is 
equally clear that it will not be possible to quickly implant 
the “right social institutions” into traditional cultures. It will 

take the highest political art combined with patience and 
a sincere commitment to the ideals of the Universal Decla-
ration of Human Rights. “All human beings are born free 
and equal in dignity and rights. They are endowed with rea-
son and conscience and should act towards one another in 
a spirit of brotherhood.”




