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Identity and violence: the illusion of destiny, by Amartya Sen as Samuel Huntington â€“ the author of the notorious 'clash
of civilizations' thesis . in Sen's analysis of the relation between identity and violence in situations of.

Sen thus contests the so-called "solitarist" approach to human identity, which sees human beings as members
of exactly one group. He draws from various sources and mentions different geographies and periods of
history to make sense of the present. There is a deeper unrealism in Sen's analysis, which emerges in his
inability to account for the powerful appeal of the solitarist view. He used to say that the episode gave him a
life-long horror of violence, and it undoubtedly bred in him a suspicion of theories that suggested a radiant
future could be realised by the use of force. Or is he a canny ideologue intent on imposing a strict Hindu code
of values on a nation that prides itself on tolerance, diversity and pluralism? In a world which is already full of
wars, genocides, and terrorist organizations, I hardly need to read, for instance, a book like ''The Clash of
Civilizations. Reason can help us understand this process, but it cannot be reasoned away. To view it, click
here. The US became a modern nation only after a devastating civil war, France only after Napoleon. To the
young Sen, this event was not just traumatic but mystifying. Even in its liberal, "civic" varieties, nationalism
has spawned violence on a vast scale. Witnessing the Russian revolution as a child in Petrograd, Isaiah Berlin
saw a crowd dragging off a struggling man, pale and terrified, to be killed. In Identity and Violence: The
Illusion of Destiny , published a few years ago, Amartya Sen goes further and says Huntington's idea is
dangerous and must be roundly rejected: "A major source of potential conflict in the contemporary world is
the presumption that people can be uniquely categorized based on religion or culture. Sen notes astutely how
Huntingdon's crude theory has been used in the "war on terror" to entrench the perception that Muslims are
defined only by their religious identity, itself supposedly defined in "anti-western" terms. Sen's book is both a
rejection of Huntington's civilizational argument and a celebration of the complexity of human identity: "The
same person can be, without any contradiction, a US-American citizen, of Caribbean origin, with African
ancestry, a Christian, a liberal, a woman, a vegetarian, a long-distance runner, a historian, a schoolteacher, a
novelist, a feminist, a heterosexual, a believer in gay and lesbian rights, a theater lover, an environmental
activist, a tennis fan, a jazz musician, and a believer in intelligent forms of life in outer space. How could the
poor day-labourer be seen as having only one identity - as a Muslim who belonged to an "enemy" community
- when he belonged to many other communities as well? Particularly since September 11th and the global War
on Terror that followed, Huntington's claim gained widespread support both among the public and the policy
world, even though most academics considered the idea to be worryingly simplistic and based on shaky
evidence. Trapped by the brutal logic of anarchy, they are locked in a battle for survival that could go on for
generations. While "a Hutu laborer from Kigali may be pressured to see himself only as a Hutu and incited to
kill Tutsis. What it did was implant in him a deep sense of the fragility of freedom. He takes aim at what he
calls the " 'solitarist' approach to human identity, which sees human beings as members of exactly one group.
The experience did not make him a pacifist - he served as a government official in the second world war - nor
did it lead him to condemn all revolutions.


