LECTURE 5
Psychological Theories of Ethnic Conflict (II): Symbolic Politics/Symbolic Choice
Symbolic politics theory proceeds from social-psychological assumptions and rejects rational choice approaches:

· nature of ethnicity: constructivist rather than instrumentalist
· human motivation: based on emotion rather than rational cost-benefit calculations
Emotions allow individuals to prioritise goals: fear makes security more important than wealth
ETHNICITY
Each ethnic group is defined by a "myth-symbol complex" that helps single out those elements of shared culture and an interpretation of common history that ties members of one group together and binds the group together while distinguishing it from others. 
Subjectivity matters (and context): language is sometimes more important than religion (Germany), and sometimes less (Bosnia and Herzegovina)
Importantly in this definition, ethnicity is historically and culturally rooted: it enables and constrains political instrumentalisation at the same time.
Consequently, the more a group's myth-symbol complex emphasises hostility toward a particular (potential) adversary, portraying them as enemy and/or inferior, the greater the probability of ethnic conflict 
People choose emotionally by responding to the most powerful symbol presented to them: this is their basis for prioritising goals and favouring leaders.
From this perspective, symbols reflect interests and “values”: a struggle for security, status, and ultimately group survival is at the same time a struggle against hostile, evil, or subhuman forces.
ETHNIC CONFLICT
Similar approach to Horowitz: "the sources of ethnic conflict reside, above all, in the struggle for relative group worth."
Preconditions for ethnic conflict:
· A group mythology that justifies hostility (necessary, but not sufficient explanation for the occurrence of violence). 

· A group fears that its existence is threatened (perception, rather than reality matters). 
· Opportunity to mobilise:

· political space (political freedom, state failure/regime collapse, support from third party)

· political concentration of a group or territorial base in a (neighbouring) country

Escalation towards ethnic conflict

· elite-led or mass-led

· In the presence of preconditions, three processes interact to facilitate violent escalation:
· mass hostility
· chauvinist political mobilization
· security dilemma
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