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THE PROBLEM OF TYPOLOGY OF CIVIL WARS

Civil wars as internal armed conflicts are varied and multifaceted, but this variety may be
systematized, included in the limits of a certain typology. To determine the typology researchers
propose various criteria that allow considering basic aspects of a civil war as an armed power
struggle, confrontation across a country or in a specific area, that is happening inside a country
between relatively stable formations which have a political program with the main aim to
establish (preserve) power control over a country or its part.

The relevance of typology of civil wars is stipulated by working off mechanism to overcome the
conflict in future. In this regard, all criteria to distinguish the types of internal wars should be
considered. Also, certain criteria defined by researchers are outdated today, and some are
incorrect.

Key words: civil war, typology, type of a civil war.

Civil war is an armed struggle for power, confrontation throughout a country or in a specific area that
takes place between relatively stable forces which have a political program with the main aim to establish
(preserve) power control over a country or its part. Each civil war in a particular society and at a certain
stage of development has unique and original military, political, social, ethnic, religious characteristics.
Internal war has its logic of genesis, that’s why requires a specific analysis of the dynamics of development,
involving all parties (opposing and / or external), considering all factors of internal and external order and
historical past. Civil wars as internal armed conflicts are varied and multifaceted, but this variety may be
systematized, included in the limits of a certain typology.

Typology is one of the means and methods for theoretical analysis of civil wars. The main essence of
the latter is to describe internal war in different dimensions; it allows distinguishing objectively inherent
facets, most fully understand its specificity. In addition, "typological analysis allows identifying the most
common and the most significant characteristics, features, parties to the conflict, to determine its place as an
integral phenomenon in the system of political relations"'. Typological analysis is fairly common research
method used in the study of internal wars by scientists from different countries and different eras. However,
the main difference in their approaches to definition of a typology is a choice of different criteria.

Soviet scientists considered that basic criteria of civil wars were class, socio-political and concrete-
historical factors. Types of internal wars apparently were conditioned by social and political contradictions
of specific historical era, and the concept "type of war" is defined as a group of wars that have similar
symptoms arising from characteristics of a particular historical system of economic and political relations.
Limitation of this typization was stipulated by the fact that relied on the class nature of civil wars and did
not take into account all other social actors.

So, Y. Rybkin pointed out the next types of civil wars:

1. Civil wars between proletariat and bourgeoisie (Civil War in 1917 — 1921 in Russia, Chinese Civil
War 1927 - 1950).

2. Civil wars that emerged during struggle of all people for general democratic goals against reaction
of monopoly elite of capitalist society. This group included three subgroups: internal war in general
democratic revolutionary changes between people and groups that represent a monopoly capital with high
and medium level of capitalist development; wars between international masses and bourgeois or feudal
elite2 in countries with weak development of capitalism; internal wars in countries that got rid of colonial
rule”.

According to the opinion of the Soviet scientist M. Khmara civil wars should be divided into the
following types:

1. Civil wars of proletariat against the bourgeoisie for the win of socialism.

' Moxmsik, H.H., Tlepenenuma, I.. (1995). @enomen 60enno-noaumuiecko2o KOHDIUKMA 6 cO8peMenioi
amuonoaumuveckou cumyayuu. Kues: JInbinp, 73.
2 Pribokun, E.M. (1973). Boiina u nonumuka 6 cospemennyio snoxy. Mocksa: Boenmsar, 33-35.

161



ISSN 2336-5439 EVROPSKY POLITICKY A PRAVNI DISKURZ

2. Civil wars of masses against extreme reaction for democratic freedoms.

3. Civil wars in developing countries, between progressive forces and local reaction associated with
the imperialists'.

According to the opinion of G. Demin typology of civil wars should be represented as follows:

1. Civil wars that occur during transition from capitalism to socialism between the bourgeoisie and
the proletariat.

2. Civil wars between forces of extreme reaction and broad masses, a struggle for democratic
changes of capitalist countries. This group includes the following groups: firstly, the war that took place
during struggle for democracy in developed capitalist countries, where transnational state-monopoly capital
and most of the nation oppose each other; secondly, civil wars occurring in destruction of feudal, capitalist,
imperialist contradictions, when democratic forces face pro-imperialistic forces and layers; thirdly, civil
wars that took place during the struggle with right authoritarian, fascist pro-imperialistic forces (the civil
war in Spain 1936-1939. in Greece 1946 - 1949).

3. Civil wars in developing countries between progressive forces and internal reaction that unfold
during the struggle for the choice of the future path of development (civil war in Nigeria 1967 - 1969,
Lebanon 1975 - 1990, in Chad in 1965 - 1979, in El Salvador 1979 - 1992 years.). This group includes the
following subgroups: firstly, civil wars between forces of internal reaction and progressive forces in the
struggle for bourgeois-democratic transformation of public life; secondly, civil wars between forces of
reaction and progressive forces in the struggle for national and democratic transformation of public life;
thirdly, civil wars between reaction block and block of progressive forces in the struggle for the people's
democratic transformation®.

A try to adapt Marxist-Leninist typology approach to modern conditions, was made by T.
Semenova’. Considering a civil war in terms of transfer of supreme state power through illegitimate way T.
Semenova distinguishes the following types of civil wars:

1. A classical civil war as a form of transition of state power from one social classes to other
(Chinese Civil War 1945 - 1949, The Spanish Civil War 1936 - 1939).

2. A Civil war between fractions of the ruling class, which does not change socio-economic structure
(the civil war in ancient Rome between Gaius Marius and Sulla, Pompey and Caesar, war between
Lancasters and Yorks in England 1455 — 1485).

3. Guerrilla civil war.

Outlined approach is more likely a mechanical combination of socio-political and military-strategic
criteria, as far as guerrilla civil war meets the definition of a form, in which armed struggle during the civil
war takes place.

Former President of Nigeria General O. Obasanjo analyzing domestic conflicts on the territory of the
African continent in the twentieth century suggested the following criteria for making typology:

1. The struggle for control over resources (distribution of national resources and social wealth or
areas that contain valuable natural resources).

2. The desire for self-determination of individual nations, ethnic groups or specific regions, whose
population has formed an independent regional consciousness. Resolution of the problem of self-
determination by force of arms.

3. Political and ideological confrontation®.

Separately, O. Obasanjo noted that in Africa there was no strict distinction between the types of
internal conflicts, as they all were interrelated.

We consider it appropriate to note that the first type of civil wars is peculiar to developing countries
where there is no civil society and social strata have no political activity. As a result, armed opposition is
led by mafia groups struggling for power.

Researchers of international project Correlates of War, which accumulates all information about any

! Boennwiii snyurnoneduueckuii cnosaps (1983). Mockaa: Boenusar, 207.

? lemun, T W1, (1986). I pasicoanckue 6oiinbl cospeMentor 5noxu (CoyuanbHo-nonumu4eckuii anans): Juc. ... I-pa
¢uocod. Hayk: 09.00.02. Mocksa.

3 Cemenosa, T.H. (2014). Cywnocmb u popmsl nepexoda 2ocydapemeennoii 1acmu 8 ucmopuu obujecmea:
Jlecumumnas cmena enacmu, 20¢y0apcmeenHvle nepesopomsl, pesonoyul, cpadcoanckue golinel. Mockaa:
JIEHAHJ, 200.

* Deng, F.M., Zartman, J.W. (Ed.) (1991). Conflikt resolusion in Africa. Washington: Brookings institushion, XXII,
418.
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military conflicts of the post-Napoleonic period, use not only the concept of a "civil war", but classification
of the basic concept of "internal war". Accordingly, internal wars are divided into:

1. Civil war for central control.

2. Civil war over local issues.

3. Regional internal conflict against non-state entities.

4. Intercommunal war between communities (collision of two or more non-state entities)'.

Thus, according to the authors of the project civil wars may be of two types. The first type includes
the Russian Civil War of 1917 - 1921 and the Spanish Civil War 1936 - 1939. The other type includes the
American Civil War 1861 - 1865.

V. Serebrianikov suggested the following criteria for typology:

1. Socio-political orientation: progressive civil war, regressive civil war.

2. The necessity and inevitability of a civil war.

3. Competence and legality of a civil war.

4. Initiative of solving (who started the war first).

5. The impact on society and international life °.

S. Cherniakhovskyi, analyzing features of a civil war as a form of political process, as a result of
manifestations of civil consciousness in society and a violation of social contract, suggested a dimension of
manifestation of a conflict as a criterion for typology of civil wars. And accordingly:

1. In socio-economic dimension, a civil war is a conflict between supporters of socialism and
capitalism, between supporters of private and public property.

2. In political dimension, a civil war is a war between supporters of revolutionary democratic
dictatorship of poor and supporters of authoritarian dictatorship of wealthy minority.

3. In socio-cultural dimension, a civil war is a war between different parties in socio-cultural split
between supporters of a "new world" and supporters of an "old world" (supporters of preserving an "old
world", firstly, mean usual domestic, ritual and traditional shapes) 3,

E. Ankundinov suggested amount of population involved in armed conflict as a criterion for typology
of civil wars:

1. Large-scale civil war, when a war involves majority of population and fighting takes place on the
whole territory (Russian civil war in 1917 - 1921, civil war in Mexico 1910 - 1917, civil war in Spain in
1936 -1939);

2. Local civil war when conflict occurs in a separate area and involves minority of a population (civil
war in Nigeria in 1967 - 1970)*.

As we see, this criterion combines not only population involved in an internal war but limits of a
country’s territory, which is the theater of armed confrontation between warring parties.

K. Schemelyn as a criterion for typology suggested military intervention of armed forces of a foreign
state in a crucial period of a war to prevent the defeat of its supporters or for a strategic victory:

1. Controlled civil war in which decisive impact on the outcome of struggle and confrontation have
foreign states, actually two hostile blocks of foreign states fight in a third country. As a result of a conflict
till the end of war about 0.5 - 07% of the population is killed.

2. Uncontrolled civil war, the results of which kill between 1% and 6% of a population and
participation of foreign countries in a conflict is absent or minimal’.

In our opinion, the criterion proposed by K. Schemelyn is inappropriate because it does not reflect
qualitative state of society which is experiencing a civil war.

Modern Russian researcher M. Razinkov offers the following typology criteria:

1. Duration of a war: civil war lasting up to 1 year, a civil war lasting more than 1 year.

2. Sides of a civil war, when the number of domestic participants without intervention is considered:
bilateral civil war, multilateral civil war.

3. Intervention: civil war with military intervention of other states, civil wars without intervention.

4. The number of victims: a civil war, during which was killed up to 1000 people; a civil war, during

! Mixnapouuii mpoext Correlates of War (COW). <http://www.correlatesofwar.org> (2016, March, 08).

2 CepeOpsinukos, B.B. (1998). Coyuonoeus sotinsi. Mockpa: Ocb-89, 320.

* Yepusixoncxuit, C. (2011). CMyTbsne u rpaxaane. Biacme, 1, 39-41.

* Aukyrmunos, E.B. (2007). I pasicoanckas 6oiina Kak 0eHHO-nONUMueckuii KoHguuxm.
<http://www.rusnauka.com/13.DNI_2007/Politologia/21231.doc.htm> (2016, February, 28).

> Wememnunn, K. Teopus epascoanckoii soiinst. <http://www.schemelinin.com/civil-war.html> (2016, January, 10).
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which was killed from 1,000 to 10,000 people; a civil war, during which was killed from 10 000 to
100 000; a civil war, during which was killed from 100 to 1 mln.; a civil war, during which was killed more
than 1 million.

5. Basic principles of a split: a civil war, caused by social factors; a civil war caused by national
factors; a civil war caused by religious reasons; a civil war caused by political and ideological reasons; a
civil war caused by economic reasons.

6. The role of intervention in the course of a civil war: a civil war, during which intervention had a
key role in the victory of a regime established after a war; a civil war, during which intervention did not
lead supported party to the victory.

7. The area of hostilities: a civil war, covering the whole country; a civil war, during which fighting
clashes took place on a periphery; a civil war in which fighting took place in the center, near a capital.

8. Winner: a civil war, which ended in victory of the old regime; civil war, which ended in victory for
party which had no power at the beginning of military struggle'.

Analysis of existing approaches to typology of civil wars allows us to note that the most
comprehensive approach is proposed by M. Razinkov, but it is possible to add with the criterion of "social
and political orientation", according to which to distinguish the following types: a civil war that led to the
establishment of a democratic regime and a civil war that led to the establishment of authoritarian /
totalitarian political regime.

So, typological analysis consists in considering a civil war multilaterally, in different ways; typology
allows objectively evaluate and fully understand specificity of a civil war. At the same time typological
analysis makes it possible to define common and essential characteristics, features, aspects of internal war,
determine its place and influence in the world. Typologies of civil wars may help determining the
mechanism of its development and the most effective ways to overcome the conflict.
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