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SOUTH-EAST EUROPEAN IDENTITIES:
AN ANTHROPOLOGICAL PERSPECTIVE

Angeliki Konstantakopoulou

Owing to the limited time available to me after the Organising Com-
mittee did me the honour of asking me to present a report on The South-
East European Identity | have only been able to conduct a review and to
pose a few questions connected with the debate unfolded nowadays. First
of all, it must be noted that this general subject is part of a recent episte-
mological trend, which arouse out of the confluence of history and
anthropology, fostered within the general context of interdisciplinary studies,
and that already has an almost fifty-year history behind it. Indeed, the title
of one of the chapters in Fernand Braudel's book Grammaire des civilisa-
tions is quite revealing: ,JLa civilisation se définit par rapport aux diverses
sciences de I'homme“.! Of these disciplines, anthropology certainly has its
place. More specifically, this confluence has opened the way for new
approaches, which we are meeting more and more frequently in both
historiography and anthropology: ,history of everyday life", ,micro-history”
and historical anthropology” respactively.

Of course, this trend relates chiefly to post-war European historiogra-
phy, because the official Balkan historiography — with a few exceptions,
which may be located in monographs as well as in previous Congresses of
the Association of South-East European Studies — has not joined in the
interdisciplinary debate of the Annales school. On the contrary, it has criti-
cised this modern trend, regarding it as a ,bourgeois” form of historiogra-
phy. The lack of the influence of the Annales school in Balkan historiogra-
phy is chiefly seen in the countries of the then ,existing Socialism” though
also, for different reasons, in Greek and Turkish historiography too.

We shall consider the approaches that have been based on the afore-
mentioned debate only in relation to the guestion of identity. If we are io
understand this contemporary historiographical subject more fully, we have
to make a comparative study of the ways in which it has been perceived
hitherto, its acquired content as a subject of historiography and folkore/
anthropology and its social and ideological function in each case. More

! FERNAND BRAUDEL, Grammaire des civilisations, Paris 1983. See also ANDRE
BURGUIERE, L'Anthropologie historique, JACQUES LE GOFF, La Nouvelle histoire,
Paris, 1988, pp. 137-185.
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specifically, we shall start by trying to pinpoint any  variations in the
approach of 19th-century historians and folklorists; we shall then concen-
trate on the epistemological and palitico-ideological terms that define the
subject of identity today.

Historians in all countries have applied their minds to the question of
national identity ever since historical science was established, simulta-
neously with the poiitical programme for the creation of nation-states in the
19th century. So in the European historiography of the last two hundred
years, as also in Balkan historiography with some slight delay, the pro-
gramme for the establishment of nation-states, whether formulated as a
polfitical prospect or whén it was actually being carried out, has been
inseparably bound up with the developrnent of.a collective national identity,
which functioned as a cohesive force among the citizens of the nation-
state. The national phenomenon came to the fore in the Balkans in the
second half of the 19th century and has been the undisputed organisational
model for sociopolitical life and ideclogy ever since. Even the incorporation
of most of the Balkan countries into the eastern bloc after the War and
their acceptance of a model of historical materialism on which to organise
the present and by which to interpret the past, and even the. renewed
influences of European historiography which influenced Balkan historians
failed to displace the subject matter of national historiography. During this
time, barring some efforts by the so-called ,critical school at the beginning
of the century, which merely consisted in censuring certain historicaily
baseless national myths without discrediting the theoretical foundations of
historicism, the national phenomenon has only recently been critically
studied, owing to the revival of nationalistic discourse after the end of the
Coid War.2

30, although the subject has not been fully examined in relation to the
Balkan national identities, we are now in a position fo approach the
phenomenon of their formation as a process connected with the foundation
of the nation-state, rather than seeing them as a ,natural* attribute that has
always characterised the citizens on the basis of community of language,
race, religion and so forth. That is to say, we should better understand the
actual sjtuation when the great empires fell and the transition to the
«Europe of nationalities*s, if we regarded the acquisition of a national iden-~

2 ERNEST GELLNER, Nations and Nalionalism, Ithaca, New York 1983. ET.
BALIBAR, M. WALLERSTEI{\J, Race, Nation, Classe. Les identités ambiguds, Paris

Spread of Nationalism, London, New York 1991, revised edition. ANTHONY D. SMITH,
National identity, Penguin Books 1991,

3 This was the political programme of Napcleon [, see the widely diffused pam-
phlet of an unknown auther, Napoleon il et I'italie, Paris 185 {Greek transiation by
K. N. STATHOPQULOS, To Fralmdy Ufrnua xat o Avrorpdrep Naxo) e I", Athens 1859).
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tity as a conscious choice and as an expression of each citizen's will,
rather than as a fait accompli determined exclusively by geography and
history. In other words, although the national historiographies have pre-
sented national identity as a self-evident, ,natural” product, we know now
how forcefully the nation-states steam-rofiered regional characteristics, ver-
naculars and traditional precapitalistic mentalities. This was inevitable, of
course, because the homogenisation, that was a prerequisite for the
formation and survival of the state, could be achieved only through the
development of a collective national identity. In the course of this process,
the image that the citizens formed.of their collective past, their shared
heritage, was one of the basic components that bound them together.

The professional historians of the 18th century played an important part
in this.? As commmitted intellectuals, they forged the image of the past as
the ,prehistory” of the nation-state on the basis of Hegelian philosophy and
the method of historicism. The folklorists likewise, collecting and recording
the creations of folk culture, folk songs, folk tales, and so forth, in the
manner established by the German Romantics, constructed an indissoluble
continuity for the national character of the ,people” (Volk) over a long
‘historical span. A suitable blend of memory and oblivion, myth and reality
nroduced an image of the historical past through which the nation was
presented as an eternal, coherent organism with a soul (Volksgeist).
Natural geography in turn linked the geophysical science with historical
rights®, i.e. irredentist policies. Albeit a posteriori, this living heritage not
only gave the emerging national group a historical existence and identity, it
also legitmised the struggles it was wagging to accomgplish its integration
as a nation.

Historically speaking, then, the development of a national identity was,
before the 19th century, a non-issue or at any rate it performed a different
social function. As for the last two ceniuries, it may be understood as the
result of a process that was frequently accompanied by iragic experiences,
rather than as a question of automatic citizenship from hirth. So it would
be difficult in the pre-national period to trace the national identities of well-
known intellectuals, artists, etc. And it is no accident that historians, art
historians and other scholars still wrangle about such cases. The identity of
the ,Albanian® painter Onoufrios or the ,Greek" painter Christofor
Zefarovich, to name the best known representatives in this sphere, is a
matter of national importance for modern scholars, but would have been an
inconceivable concept to the artists themselves: the former are interested in
legitimising their own national myth; the latter were living in the wider area

4 DENNIS DELETANT, HARRY HANAK eds., Historians as Nation-Builders Central
and South-East Europe, London, School of Slavonic and East European Studies, 1988.
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ot the Ottoman-held Balkans before the dawn of the national idea, bearing
the weight of the Byzantine tradition. '

. However, if we try to trace the development of national CONSsCioUSness
in the turbulent 19th century, we find that quite a number of intellectuals
were preoccupied with the question of their identity: Vasil Aprilov, Gregorius
Stavridis (Parlichev), Nikolaus Pikkolos and others wavered between their
local and family culture and an inter-Balkan identity composed, in varying
proportions, of elements of the politically dominant Ottoman culture and the
ancient Greek language and culture, which were being kept alive by the
Greek bourgeoisie and the Church. With this cultural ~equipment® they
opted at a certain point for a self-determination that identified their exis-
tence and their activity with the former. We could define this choice, using
their own terms, as a transition from ~Graecomania®® to national identity or,
for the southern Slavs, as a transition from the undifferentiated Siavonic
family as a whole and a unitarian Yugoslav (lilyrian) identity to the Serbian,
Croatian, etc.b A decisive part was played in this change by individua! witl,
This is also the specific distinction between national identity in the madern
sense and what Herodotus deseribed as the community among people of
the same race, religion and language. — . not to. mention Homer, for whom

in most cases the word »L0voc" did not even signify a human group.

Another perception that is based on a specific Balkan identity was
constructed by Western Europe mainly in the 139th century. The Westerners
regarded OQOttoman-held South-Eastern Europe as a crossroad point,
geographically and cutturally speaking, between East and West, and also
as a sensitive underbelly cr a powder-keg on their doorstep. This was an

5 See the extremeiy ilustrative poem entitled Graecomania (H Mgexopavie™ includ-
ed in the collection of poems written by P. PROTIC, Poesii, Bucuresti [1875], mainly pp.
21-22, where he is drawing P. Pikkolos' profile, without mentioning his name: ... Ex
Tougvéfouv Bovdyapiag, ke Kareyoyng yvnolag mépuke Bovkyaokis, © cowde ke EMOTALIGY,
ke ket efoytfv edfpav Tidoone ™5 EAAnvikis, O ev Képicupa Bddlog ko ehimwari
ovyypdyag, Iiapuodc WETUQQUOTHG TN: TEQmVig pui)tcr#gic:g Matdov 1e ko Bigyviae, ke
00&;6; 0y oAaoTig ToU copon Agiatotédoug [TAnv Bovdydgov exi Téhoug Zikov TatoioTikGY
‘Edeile mowv edeuthion, Av ke g 'EAAny elye Cfon, 1 ovopa Iteukév™. | thank my colleague
Afrodita Alexieva for her kindness to give me a photocopy of this poem. The nationat
Balkan historiographies usually iry to convince about the stable and uni-dimensional
character of their national ideniity. For a more critical approach see R. DETRES, Ot
teligiozno do nacionalno saznanie {Njakoi nabljudenifa varhu nacionalnote samoosaz-
navane na Balkanite vaz osnova na materiala za zhivota | tvorchestvoto na Grigor
Farlichev), Literaturna misal 34,5 {1900), pp. 64-78,

® During the end of the Cold-War period as well as during the S0s the resurgence
of ethnic conflict in Yugosiavia gave rise 1o shaping of distinctive ethnic identities. From
the abundant literature ses fi. ANDREW BARUCH WACHTEL, Making a Nation, Break-
ing a Nalion, Literature and Culturai Politi s in Yugosiavia, Stanford University Press,
1988, PAYAM AKHAVAN, ROBERT HOWSE eds., Yugosiavia the Former and the
Future. Reflections by Scholars from the Region, Washinton, Geneva 1995,
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other-defined supranational Balkan identity, which soon came to include
national value judgements. These latter did not come about by chance,
they were directly connected with the geopolitical interests of the Great
Powers when the Ottoman Empire was breaking up. These national Balkan
categorisations, which reflected the European view of the people of the
Balkans, have recently been the subject of monographs which analyse not
only politics and history, but also literature and collective mentalities in
Europe in the last two centuries.” Owing to the tragic events in former
Yugoslavia, the abundant material which they have brought to light has
been swelled by an even greater volume of data in recent years. A simple
reading of these texts ascertains that such perceptions not only still exist,
but are taking on even more negative connotations? which can be exploited
by the dominant political forces in view of globalisation. One exireme
example of a negatively loaded term is JRalkanisation“.? It is a subject that
deserves to be studied in greater depth on another occasion.

The indisputable historical basis of a Balkan community is also the
reason why, in the post-war period, when the melting ice of the Cold War
favoured inter-Balkan rapprochement, historiographical issues arose that
-shed light on demographic, social, ideological. and other phenomena all
over the Balkans. A typical illustration of this trend is seen in Traian
Stoianovich' book A Study in Balkan Civilization.® Here we are faced with a
different Balkan identity, one that derives from the shared Byzantine and
Ottomnan historical part of the Balkan peoples and also from the encounter
between Europe and the Balkans during the Enfightenment and Europe's
economic expansion eastwards. In this case too, the modern historian is
called upon to analyse the relative proportions of the history and the myth
of social interdependence within the Balkans, as also between the Balkan
peoples and Europe. In the censtruction of this identity we may discern the
contributions of history and anthropology, but also of social psychology,
linguistics and other disciplines.

However, all this speculation, as it evolves in the present circum-
stances, has more to do with a quest for multiple identities in South-
Eastern Europe using key concepts and conceptual tools of anthropology

T BEdin Zxometéa, H ddon iz Avaroifs. Ewdves exd To réioc e Odwpaviens
Avtowparopiag, Athens 1991, MARIA TODCOROVA, Imagining the Balkans, New York,
Oxtord 1997. VESNA GOLDSWORTHY, Inventing Ruritania. The Imperialism of the
Imagination, New Haven, Londcn 1888,

8 Together with the previous note see YVES LACOSTE, Balkans et Balkanisation,
Hérodote 63 (1891), 3-13 (editorial). MILICA BAKIC-HAYDEN, ROBERT M. HAYDEN,
Orientalist variations on the theme ,Balkans®: symbolic geography in recent Yugosiav
cultural politics, Slavic Review 51,1 {Spring 1992), pp. 1-15.

9 TRAIAN STOIANOVICH, A Study in Balkan Civilization, New York 1967. See also
his Batkan Worlds The First and Last Europe, M.E. Sharpe, New York... 1 994,
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than by a quest for socio-economic structures and mindsets in the Balkans.
Recent years have seen a great increase in studies that investigate not
historical structures and phenomena, but cuitural identities.’® These are not
identified with nationaf identities; there we are not taking about a reap-
pearance of national historiography, though the two trends do have some
features in common. We are tatking about ethnic identities, which are
traced through a collaboration between history and anthropology on new
terms.” What, then, are these new terms?

The most important influences concern a shift: i) from the gener-
alfsocial and universal, which modern history has tried to shed light on, to
the partial/individual and focal; and ii) from the historically defined phenom-
enon extended in time, mythical representations ett. to the cultural identity
of a small group in its current form. These shifts in theory and topic entait
a concomitant change in the method of historical research. As the useful-
ness of history has recertly been called into question'? and historical dis-
course has been likened to the discourse of (auto)biography, literature, and
so on, the familiar historical narrative has” turned into a story.’® Moreover,
the incursion of subjectivity info social history has oriented it towards spe-
cific subjects, that is gender, the «other”, the different”, the_public-private.i4

ment of a Gresk Macedonian Cultural Identity Since 1912, Oxford, New York 1997, p. 2,

" JOHN HUTCHINSON, Modern Nationalism, London 1694, S. CORDELLIER ed,,
Nations et Nationalismes, Paris, La Découverte, 1995. Ana Krasteva et al. eds., Iden-
tichnosti Mezhdunaroden centar po problemite pa Maicinstvata | kulturnite vzaimodejstvija,
Sofia 1995. JOHN HUTCHINSON, ANTHONY D, SMITH eds., Ethnicity, Oxford Univer-
sity Press, 1996. Les Balkans — carrefour d'ethnies et de cultures: Les aspecis éduca-
tifs et culfturels, Les éditions du Conseil de I'Europe, 1996,

¢ See fi. FRANCIS FUKUYAMA’s The end of History and the Last Man, New
York 1992, and, from a different point of view,. GERARD NOIRIEL, Sur fa ,crise” de
Fhistoire, Berlin, Paris 1996, ROGER CHARTIER, Au bord de Ia falaise. L'hisioire entre
certitudes et inquiélude, ALBIN MICHEL, Paris, 1908, FRANK FURED, Mythical Past,
Elusive Future, History and Sociely in an Anxious Age, Lendon 1992,

'3 The debate on historical narrative first appeared, as far as | know, in 1979:
L. STONE. The Revival of Narrative: Reflections on a New Otd History, Past and
Fresent 85 (Nov, 1979), pp. 3-24. See also Eric Hobshawm’s apswer, On the Revival of
Narrative, fbidem 86 {Feb. 1980} also in the collection of his articles On History, London
1997, Alsc P. VEYNE, Comment on écrit Ihistoire suivi de Foucault révolutionne ['his-
foire, Paris 1979,

" See fi. The Newsletter of Central and East European Gender Studies (UK)
Agenda. NADJA DANOVA ed., Predstavata za «drugiia® na Balkanite, Akademichno izda-
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And it is this postmodernist orientation of history towards the partial, the
synchrony and the subjective that may account for the profound influence
of anthropology, as formed by post-modernists, upon it 15

There is not enough time here for a more extensive account of the
discussion that has been going on in the last decades about these episte-
mological issues. On post-modernism, anthropology and textual history is
developing an interesting and stimulating debate, but | am not intended to
reproduce it here. | am particularly interested in this new tendancy as far
as it concerns balkan historiography on ethnic identities. For this reason |
shall simply analyse one specific example of Greek historiography to illus-
irate the debate about cultural and ethnic identity. This consists in studies
made by historians and anthropologists in which tite interest focuses on
small areas or villages in Macedonia where Slav-speakers and refugees
from Asia Minor co-exist. It was no accident that the circumstances in
which the discussion unfoldeg coincided with the end of the Cold War, the
collapse of Yugoslavia and “the recognition of FYROM. it was the time
when the map of the Balkans was being redrawn and when nationalistic
views known since the 19th century were reappearing in traditional Greek,
Slavo-Macedonian-and Bulgarian historiography. Such texts as publications .
by historians and journalists and speeches by politicians at thousands-
strong rallies brought unfulfiled national longings back into the limelight.
They were epitomized in such slogans as ,There is only one Macedonia
and it is Greek® and ,The name is our soul®. But this was not the only
aspect of the explosion of nationalism. A systematic analysis of the content
of such publications has shown that traditional nationalistic discourse
existed alongside a likewise polarising discourse with focalistic allusions.
This revealed a breach between the ,southerners® or ,the Athenocentric
state® and the ,northerners®, the inhabitants of Macedonia. Various forms of
this kind of discourse have been produced by all sorts of reprezentatives of
scientific, artistic and economic life in Macedonia and, more significantly,
have passed into wider social strata.

In this context, it is worth mentioning an incident which highlighted,
through the mass media, a new aspect of the mediaeval past of Thes-

telstvo ,Marin Drinov*, Sofiia 1995, Much work has been done during 90s on history
textbooks: see Zyolwd eyyeipidia Badwavicdsy yoprv. Mpartoed Huepibag (17 Maioy 1994).
Thessalonica 1995. S. VOURI, Zyrijuara aiyypovns uyoiufs wropeypapias. Ta ciaficd
eyyetpidia wropiag Ty Balravewij; (1991-1993), University of loannina 1997. The Image of
the Other. Analysis of the high-school textbocks in Hisfory from the Balkan countries,

Sofia 1998.
15 A huge literature has been accumulated on postmodernism: see mainly JEAN

FRANCOIS LYOTAR, La condition postmoderne, Paris 1979 and several articles on our
specific subject in KEITH JENKINS ed., The Postmodern History Reader, Routledge,
London, New York 1997. From this point of view il is also worth noting the Diractory of
the Council of Europe number 1283/1996 on Hislery and its usefulness.
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saloniki and of Athens. When thase in charge of the Byzantine Museum in
Athens refused to return objects from Macedonia to the new Museum of
Byzantine Culture in Thessaloniki, there was a storm of protest from Thes-
saloniki's archaeologists, In the debate which followed, arguments were
marshaled from both the present and the historical past,

Simultaneously with the first expression of a Greek ,Macedonian®
identity in newspapers and periodicals, there was a surge of growth at the
economic level. It was no coincidence that the Association of Industrialists
of Northern Greece — ,the industry’s Macedonian fighters® according to an
article — forcefully demanded, as a special department, ,larger share of
development" from the Greek state. The Jnortherners® dissatisfaction with
the ,southerners" and the representation of,-Macedonia as a ,special
department” indicatg that the preconditions are in place for the development
of a rhetoric that recalls the one about the European regions. 18

These are not the only indications. The vigorous debate about minori-
ties that is going on in Greece and other Balkan countries at the moment
allows us to draw another parallel with the contemporary European historio-
graphical model of the regions, which is not unconnected with the weak-
ening of the nation-state as FEuropean integration approaches. In Greece,

with regard to the Slavo-Macedonian - fo use a term from the 19th

century — they have aiso made a brief appearance both in the press and
in the political contests of recent years.'7 Greek scholars have responded
both to them and to Europeans, who have spoken out on their behalf,¢
with studies which, as the scholars themselves assert, constitute an inter-
disciplinary attempt to examine the question of Macedonian ethnic identity
J£hrough a correctly structured analysis, ..., about ‘bilinguals’ of western
Macedonia®.*®

' See my arlicle ,0r HETAOPPATE; Tov Adyou wepf Maredoviaz® in the inewspaper
Ezozj (Athens 9-1-1993),

7 See their review Zora Muyviala cpnpepida wou exdider 4 wMarceboving Kivgay Bainaviwi;
Euguepiaz” 1{Oct. 1993), Also Greece against ils Macedonian Minority, The ,Rainbow"
trial, Greek Helsinki Monitor & Minority Rights Group — Greece, Athens 1998 (Greek-
English edition). )

8 See for instance Macedonian Minarities: The Slav Macedonians of Northern
Greece and the Treatment of Minorities i ine Repubiic of Macedonia. A report issued
by the British Melsinki Human Rights Group, Oxford 1854. On the recent European
interest on minorities see G. SEEWANN ed., Minderheiten als Konflikipotential in
Ostmittel- und Stdosteuropa, Minchen 1995, YVES PLASSERAUD, les minoritss, ed.
Montchrestien, 1998, A, BREDIMAS, L.-A. SISILIANOS eds., H xpovravia TCOV HEIOVOTHTLY,
H Zopfaon-zgaicwo tov Zvnfoviioy th: Eupchzg: Athens-Komotini 1997,

% B. GOUNARIS et al. eds., forward Th. VEREMIS, Tavrdryre; oty Maxedosia,
Thessaionica 1997, p. 12. See also MACKRIDGE, YANNAKAKIS. Oursefves and Others,
op. cit. Cf. ANASTASIA N. KARAKASIDOU, Fields of Wheat Hills of Blood, Passages to
Nationhood in Greek Macedonia 1870-19890, Chicago and London, 1997, who empha-
sizes the complex and multi-dimensional, local as well as Balkan, socio-historical

-
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All these show that the discourse focusing on what is local and differ-
ent has a variety of provenances and conilicting purposes: on the one
hand, a certain European trend together with the ,others" within the nation-
states and, on the other, certain intellectuals together with economic and
other forces within the nation-states formulate different histerical and geopo-
litical discourses relating to local and ethnic identity. Within this conjunction
of circumstances, the promotion of ethnic identities as a subject of historio-
graphy, at least apparently, confiicts with the perceptions hitherto of national
historiography. Nor does it accord with the social history introduced by the
Annales school, though the interdisciplinary approach is initially accepted.

As we know, in the 19th century, the demographic medley in
Macedonia was not viewed positively, because of the various nationalisms
that were all trying to incorporate it and made it highly inflammable. It is
no accident that the demography of this part of the Ottoman Empire was
viewed as a result of ,ethnochemical spoilage”,® nor that it gave its name
to a mixed salad (Macédoine).2! A hundred years later, however, the racial,
linguistic, and other differences among the citizens of the European nations
are being reassessed in a more positive light. The voice of the ,ethnic
" otHers® i$ increasingly heard, with the support, moreover, of Europe. it goes
without saying, certainly, that the maintaining of cultural differences is a
sign of democracy and a positive prospect for the coexistence of the peo-
ples of Europe with those who recently find refuge among them. So from
this point of view, the demand that what is different should be preserved
and criticism of the programs implemented hitherio with a view to
homogenising the nation-state do represent a step forward. On the other
hand, the political repercussions of this change, that is the weakening of
the nzlion-state and the concomitant regionalisation of Europe, is not such
a seifsevidently positive or unambiguous deveiopment.?

processes leading to the shaping of ethnic/national identities. The hostile reactions 10 this
Coiumbia-University Ph. D. dissertation (1992) in Greece and among Greek diaspora see
p. 228 ff., the review Balkan Studies 35 (1994), pp. 113-46 and the newspapers
Eleftherolypia 2-2—1996 and Kathimerini 11-2-1996.

20 Edvoyniuxn ahk [coéug-c ¢ Mokeboviag” newspaper Arxpdomoii; 6-10-1888 (the
reference in STEPHANOS A, KOUMANOUDIS, Zuvaywyi véwy Aélewv vré tow Loyiamy
Thaodeiody axé e Akdvens péypt Tov kald’ puds zpévev, Introduction K. Th Dimaras,
Athens 1980 [1900], p. 327.

21 AL R. RANGABES, Axouwuovetuare, vol. 4, Athens 1830, p. 231 (1878) Cf,
PAUL ROBERT, Dictionnaire de lz langue frangaise, 1979, Macédoine.

2 4t suffices to refer the recent scepticism of some French politicians regarding the
official recognition of local vernaculars, see the first-page arlicle ,Les langues régionales
cassent la France polifique”, Le Monde 25-6-1999. According to Jacgues Chirac ... Une
telle perspective, ... aurait pour effet, ditil, de ,balkaniser la France et de porter atteinie
au concept méme du peuple frangais” (editorial of the same day).

Jo

s [
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The question of ethnic groups and their identity is much more compli-
cated when it becomes a subject of historiography, a trend that s rapidly
gaining momentum both in the countries of Europe and in those seeking
entry to the EU. In the first group we have Greece; in the second, all, or
almost all, the other Balkan countries. The aforementioned political and
epistemological debate on cultural differences — as reflected in The Clash
of civilizations and the Remaking of World Order by Samuel
P. Huntington® — shows not only that the cultura identity of any particuiar
group is historically determined, but above all that, in some periods, such
as the one we are living in right now, it constitutes a complex expression
of current social and gecpolitical issues at stake.® In this respect, the
demand for recognition of a Slavo-Macedonian identity -together with the
responses it elicits from the Greek state offers, in the current climate of
globalisation, is a revealing example through which to explore these issues.
S0 let us see what trends are once again ,balkanising” the Balkans and
what ethnic identity is taken to mean, Comparing modern historical/anthro-
pological texts on ethnic identities, particularly the Slav-Macedonian one,
with 19th-century historical texts on national identity one recognises similari-
ties and differences in the ways in which the two identities are- perceived,

" Thé similarities:

1) Both are described using terminology borrowed from chemistry: ,consoli-
dation* is the terme that was usually used in the 19th century; ,solidifi-
cation” is used today.2s

2) The personal preference of the citizens is frequently recognised in their
choice of national identity. Their incorporation into the national body
helps to homogenise the nation-state.?® More or less the same is true
of ethnic identity: special importance is attached to the personal will, but
in this case it helps to differentiate the individual from the body of the
nation-state.

# SAMUEL P. HUNTINGTON, The Clash of civilizations and the Remaking of
World Order, New York 199s.

2 For an interesting analysis of these aspects see YVES LACOSTE, Vive /a
nation. Destin d'un idée geopolitigue, Paris 1997, :

s Hayioon®, SOOI and ountaywo” are the Greak words: see GOUNARIS et
al. eds., Tavrdtyres oty Mawxsdovia, op. cit,, pp. 12, 14, and, ameng many 19th-century
examples, the newspaper edited by AN. KOULOURIOTIS, duwmj sz Alfavias, Athens Qct,
1878, p. 1, respectively. On the discourse of the national historiography in general see

torical Thought from Herder to the Present, Middletown, Connecticut 1983, revised
edition. GEORG G. IGGERS, JAMES M. POWEL eds. Lecpold von Ranke and the
Shaping of the Historical Discipline, Syracuse University Press 1990.

% 0On the signiticance of the conscious preference and will for the formation of the
national identity see the classical conference at Sorbonne by Erest Renan, Qu'est-ce
que Ia nation? (11-3~1882), Paris 1882
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3) Historical memory is a fundamental component of the formation of both
identities, though it is formed through a different iheoretical schema (as
we shall see in a moment).

4) Discourse on national identity almost never makes socio-economic
distinctions. The national group on the one hand comprises a very
broad stratum, the people. These are the country folk, who, being cut
off from and uninfluenced by civilisation, are regarded as guardians of
the national heritage, which they have preserved through the spoken
word. So history, ethnography and folklore declare this national heritage
to be an expression of the soul of the people. We see something
equally vague, from a socio-economic point of view, in the definition of
the ethnic group, when it is being examined by intellectuals who tend to
depreciate it. 7

The differences:

1) Nineteenth-century historians and folklorists believed that the national
group had been in a state of ,lethargy” for centuries, but, by a process
of constant bloody struggles, had managed to ,wake up* and ,regain its
integrity“. Conversely, for most scholars the ethnic group not only had
not existed centuries before, but had recently arisen cut of the policy of

- the--nation-states (oppression, marginalization, socig-ecenomic discrimi-
nation).?” The former is a teleological result of a long duration; the latter
is rather a process.?® The shaping of the national identity is connected
with liberation movements and leads to & new political and social
organisation, the nation-state; yet the ethnic identity ,comes to the fore
at times of social, political and territorial unheavals®. Culture, the main
constituent of ethnic identity, gives rise to cultural nationalism which
Jmplies that a certain group views the cultures of the other groups not
only as inferior to their own but as threats, which are often considered
worth fighting against.“®®

2 Some scholars present the formation of the ethnic/cultural Stavo-Macedonian
identity as a quite recent phenomenon dated in the interwar period, see fi. GOUNARIS
et al.,, op. cit, p. 16. Nevertheless we cannot ignore the debate on the national charac-
ter of the Slavic-speaking Macedonians during the Jast decade of the 19th century.
Neither can we silence the connection of the awarence of a distinctive Macedonian con-
sciousness with socialist ideas. The daily press, among other sources, gives quite ifius-
trative evidence, see f.i. one exiracled from the newspdaper Philippoupolis 16—4-1896:
JMeral v ev Lopia oooieligrady u:rdpz/ wat Suiho; ex Makeddvay, Sotis 16; aarevileTal va
eoprdoy v nuépav tyg 19/1 MaTou. Exi tovtew xarcoxedaoce onuaiav €6 eppdpol vpdoparos,
pépovaar Ty e exippapiiv: “Marxedorwss s:cavf‘.[ramcé; cootaitoTicd: optios, H axcdevdépmon;
Ty Maweddvov eivat To Epyoy ToV Maxeddvey’. fpos Tovtorg Kateoxevdodnpoay vat raniat
epuiipot ypipares, ag Bu zepflpddon Ta Héiy ward Ty eo{c}njv. Exi tov Tanvdyv aftive; da
WOPENTAL ©)F QI TCIV HEPQAOTTGUpIY, LTApyEr 1 exrerpapij; ' Ziitw n exevdoTadt; TS Maredoviaz.
FEievBepia o ddvarog””

28 MACKRIDGE, YANNAKAKIS, Ourselves and Others, op. cit., p. 4.

2% MACKRIDGE, YANNAKAKIS, Ourselves and Others, op. cit. p. 2 and 3. Also
Gounaris et al., Tavrdryres ory Maxedovie, op. Cit., p. 14-15,
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2) Ethnic identity is more restricted in essence than national identity. The
latter involves the whole range of individual and collective human life,
world views, attitudes and behaviours that determine rational and emo-
tional choices. Ethnic identity, by contrast, is deemed to have only a
cultural content {language, mores and customs).

3) Historical knowledge plays a major part in the shaping of national
identity. As we have seen, the nation-state is legitimised through a
specific image of the historical past and it associates with its political
programmes for the cohesion of the citizens and for its own expansion,
In so far as it has a cultural content, ethnic identity too, by the same
token, involves collective historical memory. We are not dealing here,
however, with a demographically and geographically widespread group,
as is the case with the national group, segments of which are even to
be found outside the national borders. The collective memory that is
recognisable in ethnic/cultural identity corresponds 1o a limited geographi-
cal space that it inhabits itself — though there may be dispersion here
too. lts history is usually an object of local history, a trend that emerged
out of the ideclogical and political needs of the fragmented Germany at
the turn of the 19th century and is largely identified with_the concerns. of.
the Romantic “friovément.” This coincided with the birth of positivist
historicism, though not with_the classical form of this scientific trend, as
established in the mid-nineteenthy century. More specifically, local
history, loaded usually with emotions and personal memories, occupies
the borderline between history and folklore or, to use modern terms,
necessarily turns towards micro-history and history of everyday life,
towards synchrony and not diachrony. These, moreover, the local/partial
and synchrony, are also what makes nowadays history of cuitural/ethnic
identities seek appropriate conceptual research tools in anthropology.3?

4) Lastly, the national and the ethnic group have different goals and expec-
tations; the atmosphere in which they seek to attain them is also
different: the forming of a nation and the founding of a nation-state are
usually achieved by liberation from a yoke. The rights which the citizens
enjoy are officially granted to all, even if the principle of isonomy is not
implemented, and the productive processes go forward within a devel-
oping economy. By contrast, the emergence of the ethnic group comes
about through the inconsistencies of the nation-state, i.e. using force,
whether actual or symbolic, and marginalising the ethnic group in order
to integrate and homogenise the citizenry. This results in disaffection

%0 See supra note 10, Alsa GOUNARIS et al, op. cit, Tavrgryres ooy Maredoria,
p. 25. Some stimulating thoughts on anthropelogy as applied in history see, ALBAN
BENSA, De la micro-histoire vers une anthropology eritique, JACQUES REVEL ed., Joux
d'échelles. La micro-analyse & Fexperiance, Paris 1988, pp. 37-70.




13 South-East European Identities 267

and frustration, which are generally agreed to be the hallmarks of ethnic

identity.®!
The above paradigm of contemporay approach of Macedonian identities
_ Greek and Slavo-Macedonian — would not be worth noting if the

concern for cultural/ethnic identities was not a more general Balkan and
even European tendency, political and epistemological at the same time.
And | think this last point is the most important common trait of the con-
temporary historical interest in cultural/ethnic identities with the 19th-century
historians' interest in national identity: both are politically determined;®? that
means something more than the historians’ involvement in the contem-
porary issues. Both, though with different theoretical and methodological
assumptions, with different narrative and unequal concern for historical time,
try to legitimize, through a suitable image of the past, their contemporary
socio-political projects at stake. The former is connected with the 19th—
century political program of national homogenisation; the latter is linked with
the contemporary crisis,3 regarding the concern about minority human
rights and the maintenance of the nation state in the era of globalisation.

In conclusion, it is clear that historians are now facing a challenge to
renew their thematic and theoretical approach to identity in South-Eastern
Furope. The conditions, f.i., in which the most disparate racial, religious
and linguistic groups co-existed within the great empires until recently, as
well as the content of ,discrimination® in mediaeval and modern societies,
really are very intriguing guestions. But how can historians study them
without transferring (post)modern issues and concerns for cuitural/ethnic
identities to earlier centuries, or without becoming advocates for certain
political choices? Can they, unlike the nation-builder” historians of the 18th
century, avoid being described as Jidentity-builders® or even identity-
destroyers*? Should they perhaps study the transition from one identity to
another as a historical phenomenon in South-Eastern Europe, or, even
more significant, take a critical approach to the tendency to manufacture
identities, showing the ambiguous geopolitical and social function of such
historiographical questions?

1 See supra note 29. Also ERIC J. HOBSBAWM, Ethnicity and Nationalism in
Europe Today, GOPAL BALAKRISHNAN, BENEDICT ANDERSON eds., Mapping The
Nation, Verso, 1996, p. 258. ,...ethnicity is one way of filing the emtpy containers of
nationatism.”.

32 The debate on ethnic identity of the Slavic-spaaking Greek citizens of Macedonia
is clearly connected with the breakup of Yugoslavia and the recognition of FYROM, see
GOUNARIS et al., Teuvrdryrec omp Mangdovia, op. cit, p. 13 and MACKRIDGE,
YANNAKAKIS, Ourselves and Others, op. cil, p. 1.

3 ERIC J. HOBSBAWM, Ethnicity and Nationalism in Europe Today, op. cit., p. 265.



