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Abstract 

Ethnicity in the socio-political sense has become an all-pervading concept in recent times. Its existence, however, can be seen 
in the ancient period as well. The socio-political dimension of ethnicity has gained significance due to its politicization. Ethnicity has 
been linked to the institutions of power and authority. The connection between the State and ethnicity is studied especially in the post-
cold war world. Ethnicity is studied in the context of conflict, power and the increase in the feeling of nationalism. Several divergent 
approaches like the Primordial approach, the Marxist and the Modernist approach provide us with certain explanations. However, this 
paper claims that the best explanation provided for the connection between ethnicity and power is the instrumental approach. If we 
accept that ethnicity is the politicized identity of the individual then the role of the elite in ethnic conflict formation has to be seen. The 
instrumental approach takes us closer to an analysis of ethnicity and nationalism. Ethnicity has its subjective and objective dimension. 
The subjective dimension of ethnicity involves the exploitation of the objective criteria by the elite to secure their interests. There are 
several types of demands made by the ethnic groups. These demands are organized and communicated through the elite. Hence the role 
of the elite at every level of conflict formation becomes very important. 
 
Keywords: Conflict, Ethnicity, Ethnic Group, Instrumental, Primordial.  
 
1.  Introduction 

Ethnicity as a concept has existed right since the ancient times. Its relevance, however, is felt in the contemporary period when 
the world is transforming itself from a bipolar world to a multipolar world. The pertinent question that is raised here is of whether 
ethnicity is inherently conflictual or is it the race for power that is making it the way it is perceived.  

 
This paper seeks to understand the role of ethnicity in the post-cold war world. An attempt is made to understand ethnicity as 

the politicised identity of the individual. This is done through an understanding of the various theoretical approaches that can be used to 
explain this phenomenon. Ethnic competition and conflict is a result of elite competition and conflict. Cultural differences assume 
significance only when they are associated with the competition for power. 

 
The various theoretical paradigms available on ethnicity and the relevance of these theoretical paradigms to see ethnicity as it 

stands today is sought to be understood. An attempt is made to link theory with the way ethnicity is practised in the socio-political 
sphere. 
 
2. Theoretical Perspectives to Ethnicity 

There are several divergent approaches to ethnicity, which can be broadly divided, into two: the primordial and the instrumental 
approaches. These approaches have dominated the debate concerning ethnicity. 

 
a. Primordial Perspective 

The word primordial was used for the first time by Edward Shils (Shils, 1957) and was later popularised by Clifford Greetz 
(Greetz, 1963). The primordialists are chiefly concerned about the grand debate between tradition and modernity. One of the dilemmas 
facing modern man is how to reconcile their psychological need for personal glorification with their economic need of being a part of a 
modern industrialised state. 

 
A primordial attachment means that which is assumed by the society as an inherited quality. It comes from being born into a 

particular religious, linguistic community, following certain social practises (Greetz, 1963). The ties of kinship and language are 
absolute. They assume that a person’s attachment to the family is not only restricted as a kin member but is significant since the person 
is the possessor of certain essential qualities attached with the family. 

 
Ethnic attachments to them are a ‘given’ and do not arise out of social interaction. This ‘given’ stems not only from being born 

into a particular family but also into a particular community. Moreover, the primordial attachments are fixed and unchanging. The 



 
Cover Page 

  

  
 
DOI: http://ijmer.in.doi./2022/11.04.26 

            

 

ISSN:2277-7881; IMPACT FACTOR :7.816(2022); IC VALUE:5.16; ISI VALUE:2.286 
Peer Reviewed and Refereed Journal: VOLUME:11, ISSUE:4(2), April: 2022 
Online Copy of Article Publication Available (2022 Issues): www.ijmer.in 

Digital Certificate of Publication: http://ijmer.in/pdf/e-Certificate%20of%20Publication-IJMER.pdf 
Scopus Review ID: A2B96D3ACF3FEA2A 

Article Received: 2nd April 2022   
 Publication Date:10th May 2022 

Publisher: Sucharitha Publication, India 

 

 
27 

 

variables around which the primordial attachments are fixed are assumed kinship, race, language, region, religion, custom. These 
variables have a very forceful bond that determines human social behaviour. 

 
Primordial attachments are considered to be natural, ineffable and affective. They are prior to all groups and attachments and 

are the first to emerge. They basically revolve around emotion. Primordialism in a nutshell believes that ethnicity emerges from the 
heart. The primordialists treat the individual identity as something acquired through birth. Ethnic conflicts are, therefore, an inevitable 
phenomenon. They are not created but they happen due to the very nature of ethnicity. The cultural ‘givens’ of the past determine an 
individual’s group membership. 

 
The question of primordial identities poses a very serious challenge to the new, modernising states. Since primordial ties are 

“given”, they are used as instruments by the elite to convince the group members about how their cultural identities are threatened by 
the modern state. The power hierarchies that exist traditionally feel threatened by the emergence of modern socio-political economic 
structures. A counter threat to the state is posed by mobilising the people on the basis of the social “given”. 

  
There are several other identities and group affiliations within the state like party membership that may have differences with 

the state but do not challenge the state itself. The primordial tie on the other hand has an alternative definition of the nation and the state. 
It challenges and threatens the very existence of the state. 

 
b. Marxist Perspective 

Apart from the primordial and instrumental approach the Marxist and Neo-Marxist approaches also need to be considered. 
Ethnicity is viewed by writers of the Marxist persuasion as a reactionary impulse, antithetical to the development of class consciousness 
and class solidarity (Phadnis, 1989). For the Marxists, ethnic consciousness is subordinate to class-consciousness. Ethnic consciousness 
is a ‘false consciousness’ that is created among the people by the bourgeoisie to maintain their domination so that people remain divided 
into groups on ethnic lines and are not able to mobilise along the lines of class. Thus, the domination of the elite and the economic 
injustice in the distribution of resources remains. But this consciousness among the people will in due course of time disappear since 
the people will become aware of the true nature of their exploitation and will combine forces to overthrow the bourgeoisie. Thus, the 
Marxists describe ethnic consciousness as a type of ‘false consciousness.’ 

 
Ultimately all the groups will disappear and only two groups organised on class lines will remain: the bourgeoisie and the 

proletariat. Class-consciousness will supersede all other consciousness. They emphasised only one type of group difference i.e. only the 
class difference which mattered.  

 
The dependency theorists believe that the problem lies in the cultural organisation of the economic relations. Internal 

colonialism was the cause of all misery. Ethnic relations within the society were organised along the lines of the centre and the periphery. 
The maintenance of ethnic divisions in the stratification system was not perceived as an aberration but as a systematic arrangement 
between the core and the periphery (Phadnis, 1989). The leftist perspective is slowly undergoing a transformation. The recent thrust of 
the leftist thinkers is on difference rather than on inequality. The exclusively class-based analysis is being replaced by an analysis of 
gender, caste and ethnic inequalities as well. The belief that class-consciousness will replace all other ‘false consciousness’ is no longer 
held as valid.  

 
The emphasis of the leftist now is on heterogeneity rather than on homogeneity. Culture, which was a part of the super-structure 

initially in Marxist writings, has now become a part of the base. The central problem of the leftist now seems to be the recognition rather 
than the redistribution of resources. Marxists now acknowledge the possibility of cultural conflicts. What we need to recognise is that 
there are different kinds of differences, and that the strategies appropriate to one kind may not be as appropriate to another (Phillips, 
1997). The Neo-Marxists therefore give importance to ethnic conflicts as well.  

 
c. Modernisation Perspective   
              The modernists believe that with the emergence of the modernisation process the ethnic identities will cease to exist and the 
secular doctrines will come to the fore. There are several principles to judge a modern society. The chief among them being education, 
industrialisation, cultural secularisation by which is meant decisions based not on traditional considerations but on the interests of the 
people as well as scientific and technological advancement. With a growing uniformity and universality, the emerging technological 
changes, the growing scientific temper amongst the masses the ethnic issues will fade into the background. They strike at the very core 
of the ethnic formation process and have an inherent faith in the processes of modernisation. Cultural “givens” will be replaced by civic 
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norms that are common to all. A “thinking” community of people who are can see through the petty interests of the elite will be formed. 
Secularised cultures will be the new norm in modern societies. 
 
d. Instrumental Perspective 

The alternative school to primordialism is instrumentalism. They relate the creation and awareness of ethnicity to interest 
articulation. Ethnic identification involves not just the cultural markers. Cultural markers change with the changing circumstances. 
Ethnicity changes over time depending upon interests articulated. Ethnicity is the symbolic use of culture that people make to 
differentiate from other groups. An ethnic group is a ‘self- conscious’ community that uses culture for “inclusion into and exclusion 
from the group” (Brass,1991) 

 
Ethnicity is used by the group members to secure political ends. The scholars propounding this train of thought believe that 

though ethnic identity maybe an inherent phenomenon, ethnic consciousness or an awareness of that identity comes only through 
manipulation and is therefore an external phenomenon. Ethnic identity needs to be created for it to have an impact upon the collective 
consciousness (Bangura, 1994). The basis for group mobilisation maybe the grievances of the people belonging to that group. These 
grievances are portrayed on ethnic lines and that is how ethnicity becomes a mobilising force within the society. The demands are not 
ethnic but are merely organised in such a way as to appear representing an ethnic identity. 

 
Like the primordialists the instrumentalists also agree that it is often very difficult for the individual to decide his identity, since 

identities are imposed on him but unlike the primordialists who believe that these identities are imposed by birth itself the 
instrumentalists believe that the identities maybe thrust upon the individual due to the dynamics of the situation. The dynamics of the 
conflict decide the identity of the individual that may change with the change in the situation. The instrumentalists are also called the 
situationalists since they give importance to the circumstances around which ethnicity is manifested. Ethnicity is for them more 
subjective in nature. Individuals join ethnic groups out of choice to secure their interests. Identity develops out of social interactions and 
needs. The whole idea of ethnic groups is therefore fluid and flexible. There is nothing given about identity formation. Individuals 
project identities according to their circumstances and interests over time.  

 
Ethnic identities and the formation of ethnic groups are merely an instrument used by the elite for mobilisation. The challenges 

and threats felt by the elite are transferred to the collective and they are made to feel insecure. Unless they come together as a group 
their very existence is challenged.  

 
3. Relevance of Competing Theoretical Perspectives for the Study of Ethnicity 
            Out of all the theoretical perspectives on ethnicity, it is very difficult to say that one is relevant and the other is not. The Marxist 
and the Modernist schools have their own weaknesses. The Modernisation paradigm has failed as far as ethnicity is concerned. It has 
been observed that the modern society is a breeding ground for all types of demands based on ethnic and traditional ties. Ethnic conflicts 
are still prevalent and are in fact growing in the age of modernisation. Modernisation has had a reverse impact. With more and more 
stress on secularisation and depersonalisation, cultural identities have been threatened, leading to the resurgence of ethnic ties.  
 
            There are several reasons for the failure of the modernisation perspective. Groups, which were unable to follow the trends of 
modernisation, failed to reap the benefits and sought to challenge the existing institutional infrastructure. In the entire modernisation 
process some groups get benefits at the expense of others. The other groups then challenge the state. They obviously react adversely to 
the existing situation. Modernisation and the emphasis on social values undermine the influence of human values and emotions. The 
more a society is exposed to modernisation the more the people may yearn for a deeper meaning in life and a better standard of living 
(Bangura, 1994).   
 
             Some cultures may not possess the ability to bring about modernisation. In most cases modernisation is linked to westernisation 
which may be detrimental to the development of a society. With indigenous values being ignored the groups within the society may face 
a problem of an identity crisis and alienation. This identity crisis may lead to groups becoming more inward looking than ever before. 
Ethnicity comes more into prominence in these cases. Ethnicity is often seen as a reaction to the influence of the fruits of modernisation. 
Ethnic conflict was a result of late modernity.  It was a reaction against “rational, material culture” (UNRISD/UNDP Report, 1995). 
Modernity could not provide all the benefits that were expected out of it.  
 
           Optimism began to dwindle and the idea collapsed. With it came the era of post-modernism. The post-modernity paradigm views 
ethnicity as inevitable. It is also regarded by some scholars to be a period of revivalism. The ethnic symbols of the past have been revived 
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by the group elite in their quest for the illusive goal. The thrust here is not on the post-modernisation process but on the need to go back 
to what existed in the past and hence a desire for the pre-modern age. 
 
            The Marxist perspective also suffers from difficulties. That economic exploitation and injustices are a central mobilising force 
cannot be denied but the overbearing importance given to this factor is not justified. Apart from the problem of internal colonialism, 
there are other grievances of the people as well. The argument of the dependency theorists is that wherever there is internal colonialism 
there will be conflict on ethnic lines which is not always the case. Under development in economic terms is an important cause of the 
conflict but there are other concerns that are just as important like a need for recognition and prestige. They have more to do with the 
social and psychological status of the individual than with the economic status.  
 
            Considering the two major approaches, there are several weaknesses of the primordial perspective that makes it inadequate to 
explain the ethnic phenomena. The apriority, ineffability and affectivity of primordialism are challenged. Claims to ethnic membership 
arise and change according to situationally variable circumstances and interests (Eller and Coughlan, 1993). Most of the identities in 
Asia and Africa are of recent origin due to the processes of colonialism. What is therefore evidenced is ethnicity by consent or choice. 
This type of ethnicity, however also lays claim to a primordial tie that is constructed or manipulated to suit the interests of the group 
members. The ethnic entrepreneurs even manipulate it to their advantage. Simply put when an ethnic group faces opposition to its entry 
into the society or feels threatened due to several factors then ethnicity becomes active. Though the emotional bonding is very strong 
since identities are fluid with a shift in the loyalties or change in the situation this bond will also weaken. Identity is flexible and fluid. 

 
Primordialism follows the argument that strong ethnic passions are simply created by being members of the group but they do 

not consider the fact that it is interests that mobilise the group more strongly than purely membership of the group. An individual forms 
bonds with other individuals very easily. Ethnic group solidarity is an ongoing, dynamic process. Culture within the society is produced 
and reproduced. For the process of mobilisation the elite turn to history but history itself is socially constructed, hence its interpretation 
becomes important.  

 
Ethnicity provides a means for giving direction during change through manipulation of myths and symbols. A myth to be 

effective has to be believed as the truth by the people. The myth of ethnic identity will be believed by the people only if there is sufficient 
commonality in physical appearance. Physically alike individuals alone can become members of an ethnic group. Ethnicity cannot be 
invented out of nothing. It is true that to a certain extent in most cases, ethnicity is invented, however, there should be a common basis 
for such type of invention (Van Den Berghe, 1995). Ethnic groups are also relatively large groups in the modern times. Applying the 
biological criteria to these large groups would be in its most dilute forms, thus making it meaningless. Ethnicity and ethnic identities 
change over time depending upon circumstances and interests. They can be defined as interest groups for the use that they make of 
ethnicity for securing political ends.  

 
Ethnic relations change with the change in the perception of the people about the type of relations that are to be governed by 

ethnic norms. (Banton, 1994). Although ethnicity can be regarded as an important social/political identity, it is entirely dependent upon 
situations and the attitude of the people towards these situations. (Dragadze, 1995). It becomes instrumental in its political context. 
Ethnicity can be used as a tool of manipulation and exploitation provided it binds a group on the basis of a commonality (Banton, 1994). 
Ethnicity is therefore, both primordial and instrumental. 

 
4. Role of the Elite in Ethnic Conflict Formation 

Ethnicity is the politicised identity of the individual. It is manifested through several cultural markers that shape the stereotype 
attached with communities. These cultural markers lead to the formation of several myths and symbols. The manipulation of the ethnic 
myths and symbols is done by the elite of the group. Ethnic competition and conflict are mainly the result of elite competition and 
conflict. Ethnicity is politicised by the elite. There is a struggle between the elite over the strategic positions of power like places of 
employment, funds for development and so on (Cohen, 1969).  

 
Elites use ethnicity to carry out their struggle and make it more effective, it is essential to mobilise their forces and seek support 

from the masses which also lends legitimacy to the cause. The ethnic cause is, in fact, the cause of the elite. Culture is used as a garb to 
hide the real interests of power and competition. Elite competition lies at the root of mobilisation that takes place on ethnic lines. 

 
In the process of this mobilisation more stress is laid on the perceived ethnic oneness. Mobilisation becomes a less cumbersome 

task when associated with ethnicity. Ethnicity is essentially a political phenomenon since the cultural markers are used to bring about 
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political cohesion. Conflict does not occur only due to the existence of a social given. Ethnicity by itself is not good or bad. It is both 
positive as well as negative. Projection of identities on ethnic lines determines whether conflict or consensus will be created.  

 
Ethnicity depends upon circumstances to a very large extent and thus it is circumstances that make ethnicity positive and 

negative. It is not ethnicity by itself that is a problem to be solved but the circumstances that make it a conflictual entity needs to be 
tackled (UNRISD, 1995). There is nothing inherently conflictual in ethnicity. Conflict and ethnicity cannot automatically be connected. 
When ethnicity is politicised by the elite and when the elite stress an “exclusiveness”, it becomes conflictual. 

 
 People do not kill each other because their customs differ. Customs maybe treated as superior and inferior maybe caricatured 
and stereotyped but these cultural differences assume a serious form only when they are associated with a social and political interest. 
However, a political group has to be made aware of these interests. These interests of the people are articulated on their behalf by the 
elite. The peculiar aspect of this entire process is that unlike the theoretically accepted principle of the masses articulating their interests 
to the elite in most ethnic conflicts it is the elite who tell the masses where their interests lie.  
 

The elite creates a problem where none exists to enable them to assume leadership and thus challenge the existing power 
structures in which they have either a limited say or no say at all. Ethnic conflicts are termed as identity conflicts. Identities assume 
significance only during this process of mobilisation. People are made aware of their identities and the need to project them when they 
are associated with these interests. 

 
5. Ethnicity and Nationalism 

Most ethnic conflicts get converted into nationalist conflicts if not handled wisely. Ethnicity is very closely connected with a 
‘nation’ and forms an important component of the nation-building process. However, ethnicity and nationalism are not synonymous. As 
already stated, ethnicity is a sense of belonging to an ethnic group. A nation also enjoins this sense of belonging but it goes further and 
also incorporates a political demand that challenges the institutions of state power and authority. A nation is defined as a community of 
sentiment which would adequately manifest itself in a state of its own (Gerth and Mills, 1948, 111). 

 
A nation thus differs from ethnicity in its political content. It is derived from the Latin word ‘nationem’ which means common 

blood tie or breed. By the early 17th century, however, the word nation was used to describe the inhabitants of the country regardless of 
its ethnic composition. A nation started being equated with the state to represent the territorial jurisdictional and geopolitical unit. The 
term ‘nation-state’ became very popular. With this the term nationalism too assumed significance as an ideology. 

 
Nationalism is a feeling of belonging to a nation and securing a state. With the concept of the nation-state the term nationalism 

got converted to identification with the state rather than identification with one’s nation or ethnic group. In recent times it has again got 
converted to mean belonging to one’s ethnic group rather than the state.  

 
The term nationalism has become the most powerful political force operative in the world in the last two centuries. Nationalism 

has been a force in the Global South as well. There are two competing components of nationalism: Ethnic Nationalism and Civic 
Nationalism. Ethnic nationalism is more limited and negative in its scope than civic nationalism. Ethnic nationalism has as its reference 
point the traditional ties of kinship, race, language, religion and so on. Civic nationalism on the other hand grants the individual the 
identity of a citizen of a state. Since ethnic and state boundaries are very rarely coterminous, ethnic nationalism inevitably leads to 
conflicts.  

 
Ethno nationalism is the demand for a political boundary that coincides with an ethnic boundary. When political leaders make 

demands to this effect the ethnic movement gets converted into a nationalist movement (Eriksen, 1993, 3-7). Thus, we have the 
emergence of what are called ethno national conflicts. 

 
This phenomenon of ethno nationalism is more visible in the post-cold war world.  During the cold war all identities were 

overshadowed by either the Liberal or the Communist world. After the end of the cold war sub nationalisms came to the fore. They 
started expressing themselves more freely albeit through their elites. Interest articulation and communication became popular. Public 
opinion more specifically the opinion of the people from below gave rise to the idea of nations from below. Sub nationalism assumed 
significance. All these nationalistic sentiments were voiced by the elite on behalf of “their” people. Images of the “self” and “other were 
sharpened once again.  
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These sub nationalistic sentiments were moulded on ethnic lines. Ethnicities became more vocally conflictual. Politicisation of 
ethnic identities by the elite became more openly aggressive. Thus, ethnic conflicts in the post-cold war world became more prominent. 

 
6. Levels of Conflict Formation 

There are several levels at which an ethnic conflict is played out. The most important being the mobilisation level. Mobilisation 
involves the activity of drawing support of the ethnic group members by uniting them over a particular cause. It is chiefly governed by 
elite competition. The cause that they are claiming is projected as just. They wish to have a share in the power structures to ensure the 
well-being of the community. Their projected intention is to articulate the grievances of the ethnic group. The state is considered for 
ensuring well-being of the people within their borders. Therefore, the state is regarded as responsible for their plight. 

 
In any ethnic conflict the state is a major party. The institutions of the state are the first to be challenged. The existing patterns 

are sought to be reversed in their favour. At this level the maximum use of ethnic rhetoric is made. Ethnic identity is imposed upon the 
people of the group and that identity is sought to be granted a rigid character. However, identities can be reshaped and new identities 
highlighted if the situation so demands. Thus, ethnicity is situational or contextual where the context is defined by the elite 

 
The extent of mass support that the elite get however cannot be denied. This happens when the elite succeeds in transferring 

the competition and conflict amongst them at the top level to the masses below. The masses are emotionally involved. They grant 
political and tactical support to the elite. However political manipulation alone cannot be a reason for granting support. The social, 
political and economic structure also possesses certain causes for grievances. The elite seek to justify an ethnic conflict in terms of the 
existing or anticipated oppression by a rival group (Brass, 1991). 

 
Most often, the rival group who is in an advantageous position is also the holder of state power. In cases where one ethnic 

group enjoys majority in the state apparatus, it seeks to impose its policies upon the others within the boundaries. This imposition is 
recognised and challenged by the other groups who are in a disadvantaged position. Factors like relative deprivation, nature of 
government response to the demands of the ethnic groups as also an uneven distribution of the ethnic groups in the urban and the rural 
areas contribute to this end.  

 
             New elites from hitherto disadvantaged groups come up and challenge the established elite. If they are compromising and adjust 
the new elite and their demands within their fold, conflict is avoided. However, if they are not willing to accommodate the newly 
emerging elites then conflict becomes inevitable. These new elites must represent or at least seem to represent the interests of all its 
members. If at the elite and the mass levels, interests are accommodated then conflict is avoided. This however rarely happens. 
 
7. Conclusion 
            Ethnicity is most definitely a post-Cold War phenomenon. One of the most prominent reasons for the emergence of ethnicity is 
the end of the cold war. During the cold war there was an overlay due to which ethnic groups and their demands were suppressed. All 
interests were articulated in terms of the East-West confrontation. With the end of the cold war, however, the overlay was lifted and 
ethnic groups came to the fore with their demands. Moreover, the collapse of communism led to the disintegration of the Soviet regime. 
This had an effect on the question of the minorities. Ethnic groups that were scattered over several states now expressed a desire to form 
a single state. Such demands became very common since the groups that were forced to accept their conditions before the fall of 
communism had an opportunity to ameliorate their status. 
 
            The failure of the state to maintain its infrastructure, the growing economic problems and the inept handling of these sensitive 
issues are also seen as the cause for the emergence of ethnicity. Programmes for resolving the economic crisis do not fully reflect the 
realities of the situation and do more harm than good. This is also true of external aid that is granted. The conditions imposed for the 
grants in most cases are not suitable for the states concerned. All these factors combine to sharpen ethnic cleavages and ethnic 
competition.  
 
           Ethnic conflicts are increasingly been seen as a result of the loss of legitimacy of the state and its failure to control the feelings 
of discontent among the group. In certain cases, the collapse of the state machinery leads to a power vacuum resulting in competition to 
fill the gap. Ethnically organised groups seek to gain control. This was especially true after decolonisation. Groups within the state felt 
that they would be made a part of the development programme. When this did not happen to their satisfaction, they became aggressive 
in their demands. They were not accommodated and stood no chance to gain political or social power. They remained isolated and 
excluded and hence reacted sharply. The domination of the state instruments by members of a particular group to the exclusion of other 
groups was the chief cause of loss of legitimacy of the state. 
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As the conflict progresses and becomes more violent in nature, mass support for the conflict ebbs. Protracted conflicts, which 
are conflicts that take place over a long period of time, harm the interests of the individual members of the group. Elite refuses to step 
down since their motives for power sharing are still not fulfilled. Moreover, a feeling develops that having invested so much in the 
conflict; it would not be possible to back out. The masses see no end in sight. Their daily lives are disrupted and they wish to get a way 
out of the conflict. They seek an early solution. This is the time conflict resolution methods have to be wisely initiated. Ground realities 
change. Mass support base is lost. This has to be exploited by the resolutionists. If this opportunity is lost the conflict is again played 
out.  

 
            Groups in the past were also divided on the lines of religion, language, race and so on then what is different from the ethnic 
groups that existed then and the ethnic groups that exist now? Though ethnic groups are not a recent phenomenon what is different with 
them is that they have acquired a new role as an interest group as well. The ethnic group no longer represents only the ethnic interests 
like the protection of cultural rights and so on but it protects the interests of the group members in all types of areas. Secular interests of 
the group to do with employment, social status is also looked after by the ethnic group. The difference is that the group’s interest base 
is ethnic in character. Thus, the ethnic groups have become interest groups and widened their scope of activity. 
 
            Ethnicity is used not just by the groups to articulate their demands but it is also used by the government as a tool to distribute 
rewards. Ethnicity has emerged as a strategic tool in recent times. This however reduces the ethnic phenomenon to merely a tool for 
mobilisation and seeking advantage. However, ethnicity involves not just the articulation of interests but also something more. Ethnicity 
is very effective because it does not deal with merely the interest but combines it with an affective tie and hence it has a lasting quality. 
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