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FORMS OF COLLECTIVE AND STATE
VIOLENCE IN SOUTH ASIA

Paul R. Brass

It is usually at least a simplification and,
in most cases, a mistake to characterize con-
flicts that involve members of religious or
ethnic communities or sects in violence
against the other as “religious violence” or
violence arising out of “ethnic hatreds.”
These types of violence in which religion—or
ethnicity or language or other forms of cul-
tural markers—is/are involved are political
first and religious/ethnic second, and occupy
separate realms that may or may not be
brought together in ways that can be speci-
fied. However, it is important to understand
what are the purposes of this kind of short-
hand labeling. Who benefits by such
labelling and how? What then are the pri-
mary features of the riots, pogroms, mas-
sacres, and genocides that have become a
hallmark of our times and what relationship
do they bear to religious or ethnic groups,
their beliefs and practices?

I offer a set of features of present-day
riots, that I have generated from my own
research in India, but which other scholars
as well have found relevant to their research
on violence that is related to religion or
other cultural differences in other parts of
the world. These include most especially the
degree and form of organization of such vio-
lence; the intimate connection with ques-
tions of nationalism and national unity; the
deliberate use of even the most extreme

forms of violence, such as genocide, to
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achieve clear political goals; the close con-
nection between violence and political mobi-
lization and electoral competition; the com-
plicity of the state and its agents, particu-
larly the police; and the broader complicity
of the press and even that of many academic
analysts whose misguided methodologies
lead them up numerous blind alleys. It is
this complicity of so many that is masked by
the shorthand definitions and explanations

so often provided.
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Migration and Reterritorialisation in

Southern Africa

Scarlett CORNELISSEN

This paper examines the relationship
between migration, territory, power and sov-
ereignty in contemporary Southern Africa. It
investigates how current-day shifts in
authority in the region can be understood in
terms of deterritorialisation and reterritori-
alisation and how migrant flows are a factor
in such processes. In particular, it examines
how different types of migration regimes
may be said to exist in the Southern African
region, characterised by networks or inter-
linked chains of migrant movement, and the
existence of migrant spaces that are sepa-
rate from formal spheres of power. Migration
is a discrete form of reterritorialisation that
is affecting political authority and state sov-
ereignty in the region in distinct ways.
Migrant movement and settlement affect
economic and developmental processes in
the region.

More fundamentally however, such transit
and settlement also present challenges to
formal structures of state power at the inter-
governmental, national and subnational
levels. While state sovereignty and tied to it,
physical features such as borders and delim-
ited territory, have always been more adapt-
able and fluid in the African context, the
way that such elements are being affected by
an intensified regional migrant economy, is
significant for showing out the disjuncture
between attempts at the regional level to
define the trappings of sovereignty (by for
instance the sharpened defence of borders)

and the general inefficacy of state jurisdic-
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tion. As a form of reterritorialisation migra-
tion sees the creation of alternative economic
and political spaces that raise the spectre of
different forms and entities of political
authority in the Southern African region.
Migration will also invite different means of
political exchange in the region that will
require further research. Three areas may
be suggested. First, the extent to which
formal processes of political participation is
adapted to include migrant settlement com-
munities, and axiomatically how forms of
political expression could be read through
various types of agency within migrant com-
munities; second, the nature of the political
economy created by migrant trading activi-
ties and how this interrelates with or con-
tribute to established national and regional
economies; and finally, the nature of and dis-
tinctions within migrant subjectivities
around which economic and other social
spaces are created, how these relate to host
societies, and what this suggests for the way

in political authority is newly comprised.



