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-
icans, I was surprised by this outcome and troubled by its im-
plications for the United States and the world. It was the second 

vote to leave the Eu ro pean Union the previous June.
I had spent much of the last  couple de cades thinking about 

the development of modern po liti cal institutions: how the state, 
rule of law, and demo -

could decay. Well before Trump’s election, I had written that 
American institutions  were decaying as the state was progres-
sively captured by powerful interest groups and locked into a 
rigid structure that was unable to reform itself.

Trump himself was both the product of and a contributor 
-

sider, he would use his pop u lar mandate to shake up the system 

P R E F A C E
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and make it functional again. Americans  were tired of partisan 
gridlock and yearning for a strong leader who could unite the 
country again, breaking through what I labeled vetocracy— 
the ability of interest groups to block collective action. This 
kind of populist upsurge was what put Franklin D. Roo se velt 
into the White House in 1932 and reshaped American politics 
for the next two generations.

The problem with Trump was twofold, having to do with 
both policy and character. His economic nationalism was likely 
to make  things worse rather than better for the very constitu-
encies that supported him, while his evident preference for 
authoritarian strongmen over demo cratic allies promised to 
destabilize the entire international order. With regard to char-
acter, it was hard to imagine an individual less suited to be pres-
ident of the United States. The virtues that one associates with 
 great leadership— basic honesty, reliability, sound judgment, 
devotion to public interest, and an underlying moral compass— 
were totally missing. Trump’s primary focus throughout his 
 career had been on self- promotion, and he was perfectly happy 
to get around  people or rules that stood in his way by any means 
available.

Trump represented a broader trend in international politics, 
 toward what has been labeled populist nationalism.1 Populist 
leaders seek to use the legitimacy conferred by demo cratic elec-
tions to consolidate power. They claim direct charismatic con-
nection to “the  people,” who are often defined in narrow ethnic 
terms that exclude big parts of the population. They  don’t like 
institutions and seek to undermine the checks and ba lances 
that limit a leader’s personal power in a modern liberal de-
mocracy: courts, the legislature, an in de pen dent media, and a 
nonpartisan bureaucracy. Other contemporary leaders who 
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could be put in this category are Vladimir Putin of Rus sia, 
Recep Tayyip Erdoğan of Turkey, Viktor Orbán of Hungary, 
Jaroslaw Kaczynski of Poland, and Rodrigo Duterte of the 
Philippines.

The global surge  toward democracy that began in the mid-
1970s  has gone into what my colleague Larry Diamond calls a 
global recession.2 In 1970,  there  were only about 35 electoral 
democracies, a number that steadily increased over the next 
three de cades  until it reached nearly 120 by the early 2000s. The 
greatest acceleration came from 1989 to 1991, when the collapse 
of Communism in Eastern Eu rope and the former Soviet Union 
led to a demo cratic wave throughout that region. Since the mid-
2000s, however, the trend has reversed itself, and total numbers 
have declined. Authoritarian countries, led by China, have mean-
while grown more confident and self- assertive.

It is not surprising that new would-be democracies such as 
Tunisia, Ukraine, and Myanmar should be struggling to build 
workable institutions, or that liberal democracy failed to take 
root in Af ghan i stan or Iraq  after the U.S. interventions in  those 
countries. It is disappointing, though not wholly surprising, 
that Rus sia has reverted to authoritarian traditions. What was 
far more unexpected was that threats to democracy should 
arise from within established democracies themselves. Hun-
gary had been one of the first countries in Eastern Eu rope to 
overthrow its Communist regime. When it entered both NATO 
and the Eu ro pean Union, it appeared to have rejoined Eu rope 
as what po liti cal scientists characterized as a “consolidated” lib-
eral democracy. Yet  under Orbán and his Fidesz party, it has 
been leading the way  toward what Orbán has labeled “illiberal 
democracy.” But a far bigger surprise yet  were the votes in Brit-
ain and the United States for Brexit and Trump, respectively. 
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 These  were the two leading democracies that had been the ar-
chitects of the modern liberal international order, countries that 
led the “neoliberal” revolution  under Ronald Reagan and Mar-
garet Thatcher during the 1980s. Yet they themselves appeared 
to be turning away  toward a more narrow nationalism.

This brings me to the origins of the present volume. Ever 
since I published my essay “The End of History?” in mid-1989, 
and the book The End of History and the Last Man in 1992,3 
I have regularly been asked  whether event X  didn’t invalidate 
my thesis. X could be a coup in Peru, war in the Balkans, the 
September 11 attacks, the global financial crisis, or, most recently, 
Donald Trump’s election and the wave of populist nationalism 
described above.

Most of  these criticisms  were based on a  simple misunder-
standing of the thesis. I was using the word history in the 
Hegelian- Marxist sense— that is, the long- term evolutionary 
story of  human institutions that could alternatively be labeled 
development or modernization. The word end was meant not in 
the sense of “termination,” but “target” or “objective.” Karl Marx 
had suggested that the end of history would be a communist 
utopia, and I was simply suggesting that Hegel’s version, where 
development resulted in a liberal state linked to a market econ-
omy, was the more plausible outcome.4

This  didn’t mean that my views  hadn’t changed over the 
years. The fullest rethinking I have been able to provide is con-
tained in my two volumes The Origins of Po liti cal Order and 
Po liti cal Order and Po liti cal Decay, which might collectively be 
understood as an effort to rewrite The End of History and the 
Last Man based on what I understand of world politics now.5 
The two most important changes in my thinking concern, first, 
the difficulty of developing a modern, impersonal state— the 
problem I referred to as “getting to Denmark”— and second, 
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the possibility of a modern liberal democracy decaying or  going 
backward.

However, my critics missed another point. They did not 
note that the original essay had a question mark at the end of 
the title, and they did not read the  later chapters of The End 
of History and the Last Man that focused on the problem of 
Nietz sche’s Last Man.

In both places I noted that neither nationalism nor religion 
 were about to disappear as forces in world politics. They  were 
not about to disappear  because, I argued back then, contem-
porary liberal democracies had not fully solved the problem of 
thymos. Thymos is the part of the soul that craves recognition 
of dignity; isothymia is the demand to be respected on an equal 
basis with other  people; while megalothymia is the desire to be 
recognized as superior. Modern liberal democracies promise 
and largely deliver a minimal degree of equal re spect, embod-
ied in individual rights, the rule of law, and the franchise. What 
this does not guarantee is that  people in a democracy  will be 
equally respected in practice, particularly members of groups 
with a history of marginalization. Entire countries can feel dis-
respected, which has powered aggressive nationalism, as can 
religious believers who feel their faith is denigrated. Isothymia 
 will therefore continue to drive demands for equal recognition, 
which are unlikely to ever be completely fulfilled.

The other big problem is megalothymia. Liberal democra-
cies have been pretty good at providing peace and prosperity 
(though somewhat less so in recent years).  These wealthy, se-
cure societies are the domain of Nietz sche’s Last Man, “men 
without chests” who spend their lives in the endless pursuit of 
consumer satisfaction, but who have nothing at their core, no 
higher goals or ideals for which they are willing to strive and 
sacrifice. Such a life  will not satisfy everyone. Megalothymia 
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thrives on exceptionality: taking big risks, engaging in monu-
mental struggles, seeking large effects,  because all of  these lead 
to recognition of oneself as superior to  others. In some cases, it 
can lead to a heroic leader like a Lincoln or a Churchill or a 
Nelson Mandela. But in other cases, it can lead to tyrants like 
Caesar or Hitler or Mao who lead their societies into dictator-
ship and disaster.

Since megalothymia has historically existed in all societies, 
it cannot be overcome; it can only be channeled or moderated. 
The question I raised in the final chapter of The End of History 
and the Last Man was  whether the modern system of liberal 
democracy tied to a market economy would provide sufficient 
outlets for megalothymia. This problem was fully recognized 
by the American founding  fathers. In their effort to create a re-
publican form of government in North America, they  were 
aware of the history of the fall of the Roman Republic and wor-
ried about the problem of Caesarism. Their solution was the 
constitutional system of checks and ba lances that would dis-
tribute power and block its concentration in a single leader. 
Back in 1992, I suggested that a market economy also provided 
outlets for megalothymia. An entrepreneur could become fab-
ulously wealthy while contributing at the same time to general 
prosperity. Or such individuals could compete in Ironman 
events or set re cords for the number of Himalayan peaks climbed 
or build the world’s most valuable internet company.

I actually mentioned Donald Trump in The End of History 
as an example of a fantastically ambitious individual whose de-
sire for recognition had been safely channeled into a business 
(and  later an entertainment)  career.  Little did I suspect back 
then that, twenty- five years on, he would not be satisfied with 
business success and celebrity, but would go into politics and 
get elected president. But it is not at all inconsistent with the 
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general argument I was making about potential  future threats 
to liberal democracy, and the central problem of thymos in a 
liberal society.6 Such figures had existed in the past with names 
such as Caesar or Hitler or Perón, who had led their societies 
down disastrous paths to war or economic decline. To propel 
themselves forward, such figures latched onto the resentments 
of ordinary  people who felt that their nation or religion or way 
of life was being disrespected. Megalothymia and isothymia 
thus joined hands.

In the present volume I am returning to themes that I 
began to explore in 1992 and have been writing about ever since: 
thymos, recognition, dignity, identity, immigration, nation-
alism, religion, and culture. In par tic u lar, it incorporates the 
Lipset Memorial Lecture on immigration and identity that I 
gave in 2005, and the Latsis Foundation lecture I delivered in 
Geneva in 2011 on immigration and Eu ro pean identity.7 In some 
places this volume more or less repeats passages from earlier 
writings. I apologize if any of this seems repetitious, but I’m 
pretty confident that few  people have taken the time to follow 
this par tic u lar string and to see it as a coherent argument re-
lating to developments in the present.

Demand for recognition of one’s identity is a master concept 
that unifies much of what is  going on in world politics  today. It 
is not confined to the identity politics practiced on univer sity 
campuses, or to the white nationalism it has provoked, but ex-
tends to broader phenomena such as the upsurge of old- fashioned 
nationalism and politicized Islam. Much of what passes for 
economic motivation is, I  will argue, actually rooted in the de-
mand for recognition and therefore cannot simply be satisfied 
by economic means. This has direct implications for how we 
should deal with pop u lism in the present.

According to Hegel,  human history was driven by a struggle 
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for recognition. He argued that the only rational solution to the 
desire for recognition was universal recognition, in which the 
dignity of  every  human being was recognized. Universal rec-
ognition has been challenged ever since by other partial forms 
of recognition based on nation, religion, sect, race, ethnicity, or 
gender, or by individuals wanting to be recognized as superior. 
The rise of identity politics in modern liberal democracies is 
one of the chief threats that they face, and  unless we can work 
our way back to more universal understandings of  human dig-
nity, we  will doom ourselves to continuing conflict.

I would like to thank a number of friends and colleagues for 
providing comments on this manuscript: Sheri Berman, Ger-
hard Casper, Patrick Chamorel, Mark Cordover, Katherine 
Cramer, Larry Diamond, Bob Faulkner, Jim Fearon, David 
Fukuyama, Sam Gill, Anna Gryzmala- Busse, Margaret Levi, 
Mark Lilla, Kate McNamara, Yascha Mounk, Marc Plattner, 
Lee Ross, Susan Shell, Steve Stedman, and Kathryn Stoner.

Special thanks are due to Eric Chinski, my editor at Farrar, 
Straus and Giroux, who has worked tirelessly with me on sev-
eral books now. His sense of logic and language and his wide 
knowledge of substantive issues have been of enormous benefit 
to the current volume. I am also thankful for the support given 
me by Andrew Franklin at Profile Books for this and all previ-
ous volumes.

As always, I am grateful to my literary agents, Esther 
Newberg at International Creative Management and Sophie 
Baker at Curtis Brown, as well as to all the other  people who 
support them. They have done amazing work in getting my 
books published in the United States and all over the world.

I would also like to thank my research assistants Ana Ur-
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giles, Eric Gilliam, Russell Clarida, and Nicole Southard, who 
 were invaluable in providing materials on which the book is 
based.

I’m grateful for the support of my  family and especially my 
wife, Laura, who has been a careful reader and critic of all my 
books.

Palo Alto and Carmel- by- the-Sea, California
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1
T H E  P O L I T I C S  O F  D I G N I T Y

Sometime in the  middle of the second de cade of the twenty- 
 century, world politics changed dramatically.

witnessed what Samuel Huntington labeled the “third wave” of 
demo cratization as the number of countries that could be clas-

than 110. In this period, liberal democracy became the default 
form of government for much of the world, at least in aspiration 
if not in practice.1

 liti cal institutions was a corre-
sponding growth of economic interdependence among nations, 

liberal economic institutions such as the General Agreement on 
 ga ni za-

tion.   were supplemented by regional trade agreements 
such as the Eu ro pean Union and the North American  Free 
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in international trade and investment outpaced global GDP 
growth and was widely seen as the major driver of prosperity. 
Between 1970 and 2008, the world’s output of goods and ser-
vices qua dru pled and growth extended to virtually all regions 
of the world, while the number of  people living in extreme pov-
erty in developing countries dropped from 42   percent of the 
total population in 1993 to 17  percent in 2011. The percentage 
of  children  dying before their fifth birthdays declined from 
22  percent in 1960 to less than 5  percent by 2016.2

This liberal world order did not, however, benefit everyone. 
In many countries around the world, and particularly in devel-
oped democracies, in e qual ity increased dramatically, such that 
many of the benefits of growth flowed primarily to an elite de-
fined primarily by education.3 Since growth was related to the 
increasing volume of goods, money, and  people moving from 
one place to another,  there was a huge amount of disruptive 
social change. In developing countries, villagers who previously 
had no access to electricity suddenly found themselves living 
in large cities, watching TV or connected to the internet via 
ubiquitous cell phones.  Labor markets adjusted to new condi-
tions by driving tens of millions of  people across international 
borders in search of better opportunities for themselves and 
their families, or  else seeking to escape intolerable conditions 
at home. Huge new  middle classes arose in countries such as 
China and India, but the work they did replaced work that 
had been done by older  middle classes in the developed world. 
Manufacturing moved steadily from Eu rope and the United 
States to East Asia and other low- labor- cost regions. At the same 
time,  women  were displacing men in an increasingly service- 
dominated new economy, and low- skilled workers  were being 
replaced by smart machines.

Beginning in the mid-2000s, the momentum  toward an 
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 increasingly open and liberal world order began to falter, then 
went into reverse. This shift coincided with two financial cri-
ses, the first originating in the U.S. subprime market in 2008 
that led to the subsequent  Great Recession, and the second 
emerging over the threat to the euro and the Eu ro pean Union 
posed by Greece’s insolvency. In both cases, elite policies 
produced huge recessions, high levels of unemployment, and 
falling incomes for millions of ordinary workers around the 
world. Since the United States and the EU  were the leading exem-
plars,  these crises damaged the reputation of liberal democracy 
as a  whole.

The democracy scholar Larry Diamond has characterized 
the years  after the crises as ones of a “demo cratic recession,” in 
which the aggregate number of democracies fell from their 
peak in virtually all regions of the world.4 A number of author-
itarian countries, led by China and Rus sia, became much more 
self- confident and assertive: China began promoting its “China 
model” as a path to development and wealth that was distinctly 
undemo cratic, while Rus sia attacked the liberal de cadence of 
the Eu ro pean Union and the United States. A number of coun-
tries that had seemed to be successful liberal democracies 
during the 1990s slid backward  toward more authoritarian 
government, including Hungary, Turkey, Thailand, and Poland. 
The Arab Spring of 2011 disrupted dictatorships throughout 
the  Middle East, but then profoundly disappointed hopes for 
greater democracy in the region as Libya, Yemen, Iraq, and 
Syria descended into civil war. The terrorist upsurge that pro-
duced the September 11 attacks was not defeated by the U.S. 
invasions of Af ghan i stan and Iraq. Rather, it mutated into the 
Islamic State, which emerged as a beacon for profoundly illib-
eral and violent Islamists around the world. What was as re-
markable as ISIS’s resilience was that so many young Muslims 

042-74288_ch01_6P.indd   5 7/13/18   8:04 AM



identit y

|  6  |

left lives of comparative safety elsewhere in the  Middle East and 
Eu rope to travel to Syria to fight on its behalf.

More surprising and perhaps even more significant  were the 
two big electoral surprises of 2016, Britain’s vote to leave the 
Eu ro pean Union and the election of Donald J. Trump as presi-
dent of the United States. In both cases, voters  were concerned 
with economic issues, particularly  those in the working class 
who had been exposed to job loss and deindustrialization. But 
just as important was opposition to continued large- scale im-
migration, which was seen as taking jobs from native- born 
workers and eroding long- established cultural identities. Anti- 
immigrant and anti- EU parties gained strength in many other 
developed countries, most notably the National Front in 
France, the Party for Freedom in the Netherlands, the Alter-
native for Germany, and the Freedom Party in Austria. Across 
the Continent  there  were both fears of Islamist terrorism and 
controversies over bans on expressions of Muslim identity such 
as the burka, niqab, and burkini.

Twentieth- century politics had been or ga nized along a left– 
right spectrum defined by economic issues, the left wanting more 
equality and the right demanding greater freedom. Progressive 
politics centered around workers, their trade  unions, and so-
cial demo cratic parties that sought better social protections 
and economic redistribution. The right by contrast was primar-
ily interested in reducing the size of government and promot-
ing the private sector. In the second de cade of the twenty- first 
 century, that spectrum appears to be giving way in many re-
gions to one defined by identity. The left has focused less on 
broad economic equality and more on promoting the interests 
of a wide variety of groups perceived as being marginalized— 
blacks, immigrants,  women, Hispanics, the LGBT community, 
refugees, and the like. The right, meanwhile, is redefining itself 
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as patriots who seek to protect traditional national identity, an 
identity that is often explicitly connected to race, ethnicity, 
or religion.

A long tradition dating back at least as far as Karl Marx sees 
po liti cal struggles as a reflection of economic conflicts, essen-
tially as fights over shares of the pie. Indeed, this is part of the 
story of the 2010s, with globalization producing significant 
populations of  people left  behind by the overall growth that 
occurred around the world. Between 2000 and 2016, half of 
Americans saw no gains to their real incomes; the proportion 
of national output  going to the top 1  percent went from 9  percent 
of GDP in 1974 to 24  percent in 2008.5

But as important as material self- interest is,  human beings 
are motivated by other  things as well, motives that better ex-
plain the disparate events of the present. This might be called 
the politics of resentment. In a wide variety of cases, a po liti cal 
leader has mobilized followers around the perception that the 
group’s dignity had been affronted, disparaged, or otherwise 
disregarded. This resentment engenders demands for public 
recognition of the dignity of the group in question. A humili-
ated group seeking restitution of its dignity carries far more 
emotional weight than  people simply pursuing their economic 
advantage.

Thus, Rus sian president Vladimir Putin has talked about 
the tragedy of the collapse of the former Soviet Union, and how 
Eu rope and the United States had taken advantage of Rus sia’s 
weakness during the 1990s to drive NATO up to its borders. He 
despises the attitude of moral superiority of Western pol iticians 
and wants to see Rus sia treated not, as President Obama once 
said, as a weak regional player, but as a  great power. Viktor 
Orbán, the Hungarian prime minister, stated in 2017 that his re-
turn to power in 2010 marked the point when “we Hungarians 

042-74288_ch01_6P.indd   7 7/13/18   8:04 AM



identit y

|  8  |

also decided that we wanted to regain our country, we wanted 
to regain our self- esteem, and we wanted to regain our  future.” 6 
The Chinese government of Xi Jinping has talked at length 
about China’s “one hundred years of humiliation,” and how the 
United States, Japan, and other countries  were trying to prevent 
its return to the  great power status it had enjoyed through the 
past millennia of history. When the founder of al- Qaeda, 
Osama bin Laden, was fourteen, his  mother found him fixated 
on Palestine, “tears streaming down his face as he watched TV 
from their home in Saudi Arabia.”7 His anger at the humilia-
tion of Muslims was  later echoed by his young coreligionists 
volunteering to fight in Syria on behalf of a faith they  believed 
had been attacked and oppressed around the world. They hoped 
to re- create the glories of an earlier Islamic civilization in the 
Islamic State.

Resentment at indignities was a powerful force in demo-
cratic countries as well. The Black Lives  Matter movement sprang 
from a series of well- publicized police killings of African- 
Americans in Ferguson (Missouri), Baltimore, New York, and 
other cities and sought to force the outside world to pay atten-
tion to the experience of the victims of seemingly casual police 
violence. On college campuses and in offices around the coun-
try, sexual assault and sexual harassment  were seen as evidence 
of men not taking  women seriously as equals. Sudden atten-
tion was paid to transgender  people, who had previously not 
been recognized as a distinct target of discrimination. And 
many of  those who voted for Donald Trump remembered a bet-
ter time in the past when their place in their own societies was 
more secure and hoped through their actions to “make Amer-
ica  great again.” While distant in time and place, the feelings 
among Putin’s supporters over the arrogance and contempt of 
Western elites  were similar to  those experienced by rural voters 
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in the United States who felt that the urban bicoastal elites 
and their media allies  were similarly ignoring them and their 
problems.

The practitioners of the politics of resentment recognize one 
another. The sympathy that Vladimir Putin and Donald Trump 
have for each other is not just personal, but rooted in their com-
mon nationalism. Viktor Orbán explained, “Certain theories 
describe the changes now taking place in the Western world 
and the emergence on the stage of a U.S. president as a struggle 
in the world po liti cal arena between the transnational elite— 
referred to as ‘global’— and patriotic national elites,” of which 
he was an early exemplar.8

In all cases a group,  whether a  great power such as Rus sia 
or China or voters in the United States or Britain, believes that 
it has an identity that is not being given adequate recognition— 
either by the outside world, in the case of a nation, or by other 
members of the same society.  Those identities can be and are 
incredibly varied, based on nation, religion, ethnicity, sexual 
orientation, or gender. They are all manifestations of a common 
phenomenon, that of identity politics.

The terms identity and identity politics are of fairly recent 
provenance, the former having been pop u lar ized by the psy-
chologist Erik Erikson during the 1950s, and the latter coming 
into view only in the cultural politics of the 1980s and ’90s. 
Identity has a wide number of meanings  today, in some cases 
referring simply to social categories or roles, in  others to basic 
information about oneself (as in “my identity was stolen”). Used 
in this fashion, identities have always existed.9

In this book, I  will be using identity in a specific sense that 
helps us understand why it is so important to contemporary 
politics. Identity grows, in the first place, out of a distinction 
between one’s true inner self and an outer world of social rules 
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and norms that does not adequately recognize that inner self ’s 
worth or dignity. Individuals throughout  human history have 
found themselves at odds with their societies. But only in mod-
ern times has the view taken hold that the authentic inner self 
is intrinsically valuable, and the outer society systematically 
wrong and unfair in its valuation of the former. It is not the in-
ner self that has to be made to conform to society’s rules, but 
society itself that needs to change.

The inner self is the basis of  human dignity, but the nature 
of that dignity is variable and has changed over time. In many 
early cultures, dignity is attributed only to a few  people, often 
warriors who are willing to risk their lives in  battle. In other 
societies, dignity is an attribute of all  human beings, based on 
their intrinsic worth as  people with agency. And in other cases, 
dignity is due to one’s membership in a larger group of shared 
memory and experience.

Finally, the inner sense of dignity seeks recognition. It is not 
enough that I have a sense of my own worth if other  people do 
not publicly acknowledge it or, worse yet, if they denigrate me 
or  don’t acknowledge my existence. Self- esteem arises out of es-
teem by  others.  Because  human beings naturally crave recogni-
tion, the modern sense of identity evolves quickly into identity 
politics, in which individuals demand public recognition of 
their worth. Identity politics thus encompasses a large part of the 
po liti cal struggles of the contemporary world, from demo cratic 
revolutions to new social movements, from nationalism and 
Islamism to the politics on contemporary American univer sity 
campuses. Indeed, the phi los o pher Hegel argued that the strug-
gle for recognition was the ultimate driver of  human history, a 
force that was key to understanding the emergence of the mod-
ern world.

While the economic inequalities arising from the last fifty 

042-74288_ch01_6P.indd   10 7/13/18   8:04 AM



|  11  |

the politics  of  dig nit y

or so years of globalization are a major  factor explaining con-
temporary politics, economic grievances become much more 
acute when they are attached to feelings of indignity and disre-
spect. Indeed, much of what we understand to be economic 
motivation actually reflects not a straightforward desire for 
wealth and resources, but the fact that money is perceived to be 
a marker of status and buys re spect. Modern economic theory is 
built around the assumption that  human beings are rational 
individuals who all want to maximize their “utility”— that is, 
their material well- being— and that politics is simply an exten-
sion of that maximizing behavior. However, if we are ever to 
properly interpret the behavior of real  human beings in the 
contemporary world, we have to expand our understanding of 
 human motivation beyond this  simple economic model that so 
dominates much of our discourse. No one contests that  human 
beings are capable of rational behavior, or that they are self- 
interested individuals who seek greater wealth and resources. 
But  human psychology is much more complex than the rather 
simpleminded economic model suggests. Before we can under-
stand contemporary identity politics, we need to step back and 
develop a deeper and richer understanding of  human motiva-
tion and behavior. We need, in other words, a better theory of 
the  human soul.
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