University of Missouri, St. Louis

IRL @ UMSL

UMSL Global

1-1-1989

Nationality German Citizenship GDR - The Legitimizing Functions
of Postwar Identity Formation in the German Democratic Republic

Joyce Marie Mushaben
mushaben@umsl.edu

Follow this and additional works at: https://irl.umsl.edu/cis

6‘ Part of the International and Area Studies Commons

Recommended Citation

Mushaben, Joyce Marie, "Nationality German Citizenship GDR - The Legitimizing Functions of Postwar
Identity Formation in the German Democratic Republic" (1989). UMSL Global. 141.

Available at: https://irl.umsl.edu/cis/141

This Article is brought to you for free and open access by IRL @ UMSL. It has been accepted for inclusion in UMSL
Global by an authorized administrator of IRL @ UMSL. For more information, please contact marvinh@umsl.edu.


https://irl.umsl.edu/
https://irl.umsl.edu/cis
https://irl.umsl.edu/cis?utm_source=irl.umsl.edu%2Fcis%2F141&utm_medium=PDF&utm_campaign=PDFCoverPages
https://network.bepress.com/hgg/discipline/360?utm_source=irl.umsl.edu%2Fcis%2F141&utm_medium=PDF&utm_campaign=PDFCoverPages
https://irl.umsl.edu/cis/141?utm_source=irl.umsl.edu%2Fcis%2F141&utm_medium=PDF&utm_campaign=PDFCoverPages
mailto:marvinh@umsl.edu

Occasional Paper No. 8206
October, 1989

Occasional Papers

The Center for International Studies
of the University of Missouri-St. Louis
issues Occasional Papers at irregular
‘intervals from ongoing research projects,
thereby providing a viable means for
~communicating tentative results. Such
"informal' publications reduce somewnat
the delay between research and publica-
tion, offering an opportunity for the
investigator to obtain reactions while
_still engaged in the research. Comments
on these papers, therefore, are partic-
ularly welcome. Occasional Fapers should
not be reproduced or quoted at length
without the consent of the author or of
the Center for International Studies.

Nationality: German, Citizenship: GDR.
The Legitimizing Functions of Postwar
Identity-Formation in the German
Democratic Republic

Joyce Marie Mushaben -



NATIONALITY: GERMAN, CITIZENSHIP: GDR
The Legitimizing Functions of Postwar Identity-Formation
in the German Democratic Republic

Joyce Marie Mushaben
‘Ford Foundation Fellow in GDR Studies
American Institute for Contemporary German Studies
Washington, D. C. 20036-2102
. and
Associate Professor of Political Science, and
Research Associate, Center for International Studies
University of Missouri-St. Louis
St. Louis, Missouri 63121-4499
U.S.A.

October, 1989



Nationality: German, Citizenship: GDR
The Legitimizing Functions of Postwar Identity-
Formation in the German Democratic Republic

Joyce Marie Mushaben

Mit der sozialistischen Revolution und der
Gestaltung ‘'der sozialistischen Gesellschaft wurden
in der Deutschen Demokratischen Republik auch

* Grundlagen, Inhalt und Formen des nationalen Lebens
qualitativ verédndert... gefihrt von der

- Arbeiterklasse, hat das Volk der Deutschen
Demokratischen Republik in Ubereinstimmung mit dem
geachichtlichen Ubergang zum Sozialismus sein Recht
auf sozialdkonomische, staatliche und natlonale
Selbstbestimmung verwirklicht.
In der Deutschen Demokratischen Republik entwickelt
sich die sozialistische deutsche Nation.

-- Programm der Sozlallstlschen Einheitspartei
Deutschlands

In an August 3, 1989 interview with the Neue Osnabriicker
Zei;nng, West German- Chancellery Minister;-Rudolf Seiters, urgedli

leaders of the German Democratic Republic to increase

.8ignificantly the number of youth allowed  to participate in a

variety of exchanges with their Western counterparts. - Seiters
reported that 70,000-80,000 FRG 'aaolescents, had,-crossed the
border between 1987 and 1988 to engage in a variety of cultural,
touristic and sporting activities sponsored in the East. During
thg_same period, the number of young GDR citizens permitted to

attend Western music festivals, educational,  athletic and

sister-city events was limited to an estimated 3,800-5,000.1

Two weeks later, Seiters rushed-off +to a Berlin meeting
with East German Foreign Minister Krolikowski, this time 1in an

effort to crisis-manage . a tidal wave of GDR vacationers opting




3

artificially created, | albeit internationally - recognized
sovereign state, with all the rights “and ‘'duties of citizenship
regulation accorded thereto. Although the twq Republicsfdiffer
‘8ignificantly in- the lQng-range "natiOnai" aspi;ationé théy
espouse, both will pay a tremendous domestic price if the’exddué
conflict and subsequent méss'butburstswéf brotest withiﬁ the GDR
itself are not soon resolved to the mutual satisfaction of
leaders in both states. The‘ostehsibie intervention of Gorbachev
in conjunction with the GDR’s fortieth anniversary'éelebraﬁiohs
suggests that the Fast-West balance reméinS"ever;sensitiVé to
the - reverberations of the German Question(s).2 The ‘Great
Vslkerwanderung of the summer of “89 may have nonetheless given
‘birth to new prerequisites for the further normalization of
relations-within the divided nation. |

For the.Honecker‘regimé, the primary issue in ideological
terms entails the formal recognition of its right to accord
exclusive citizenship and to regulate GDR domestic affairs free
from West German interference, be it of the‘direét or indireéct
sort. East Berlin's hard-line response to would-be exiters”
occupation of FRG émbassies, as well as its abplication of force
against indigenous dempnstrations,'is’ moreover entangled  in a
web of secondary (but-no less critical) real-political concerns.
The list includes mounting problems of 'econdmic and demographic
stagnation, the "squeeze" effects of simultaneous pressures from
Bonn and Moscow deriving from the SED’s reluctaﬁde ‘to embrace

the new religions.of glasnost’ and perestroika, along with‘ﬁew
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to filter out the “national"” .components of the GDR’s identity as
a separate state, and to determine the extent to which these

components have - contributed: to or worked against the

leadership”s efforts to legitimize the GDR’s existence in the

eyes of its own citizens.

e e p 5 e e o s T i e G i T RS S U E i+ n T T i s i (e oo

I. State-political and Psycho-social Dimensions of Identify

There exists no/per%éétr»equiVélé;;;wbetwééﬁwgﬁé "idehfity
of interests" as definedaat'the‘state'(collectiQe) level and at
the - (individual) level of citizen-consciousness, respectively,
ho matter what the prevailing ideological order refléc£ed in a
given »society. ‘The ‘need to reconcile inévitable‘ conflicts
hetween .the two is openly recognized in pluralist society, with
outcoﬁes usually assuming the ' form of poiitical compromise. In
contrast, Marxist-Leninist ideology anticipates 'thaffan 6rganib
convergence of those intérests will occur subsequent to the
- socialist-revolution stage of ‘development, 3 resulting in a
ﬁniverSally internalized consensus. Maintaining the stability of
an& modern political system requires, at  a ‘minimum; an
increasing deéree- of congruence. between the values of the
dominant political culture, - the allocation of political roles
and rewards, and access to the institutional <framework/
political structures which are intended” to ‘regulaté normative
and behavioral aspects of citizenship.&

'In light .of the developments of the last two months, there

are no doubt many (e.g., David Childs) who have found
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‘for those wont to explore the processeé of national identity
formation.

The links between individual and collective identity-
formation are more than tenuous or coincidental in charébter, as
difficult as it*may be to establish a direct causal nexus. At a
minimum, -there appear to be four axes alOng'which identities are
likely to develop, whether the focus rests with the creation of
self-identity, or whether the emphasis falis on the constrﬁctipn
of national identity per se. “Identity,” in either case,
represents ‘a composite of cognitive, affectiQe; contextual and
interactive elements. It is at once‘subjeétive-andi objéétive in
nature. | | |

The _acquisition of cognitive and affective orientations

toﬁaéas éélfrﬁéé iong occupied the aﬁtentions of.develoﬁmental
psychologists and psyéhoaﬁalysts, fanging'from Piagét ﬁd Freud.
Theories regarding the contextual and'interédtiohél components
of self-identity may be less well—deﬁeloped, but they éré
potentially all the more interestiﬁg because of their inherently
dynamic character. The latter dimensions permit, or perhaps évéh
require, a broader interdisciplinary perépective; serving >as a
bridge between  individual and collective identification
érocesses. |
Richard Logan has determined that an ”individuai‘s sense of
self inévitably and necessarily reflects the genéral world views
prevailing in a given era."® Moreover, "thé prevailiné‘éenée of

self of members of that culture and that era... may be a ‘cause”’
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playing a particular role, and having a particular identity (my
emphasisj.“ll Context yields a’ unique' coﬁfigufation of
"particulars" which establishes the parameters of”{aentity ﬁt
gny specific poinf in time. One need not 'preSume; héwéVér, that
both the directiqn. and the intensiﬁy ‘of ° commitment to
significaht others must remain constant relative to one’s self-
identification. Nor is the historibal.progression Of identities
depicted by Logan‘necessarily- a linear one (e.g., moving from
collective to individual, neker to return to an earlier state of
affairs).lz'(George"McCall even suggeéts that identity—forﬁatibn
evinces its: own life-cyole:prooéss, moving through tﬁé stageé.of
acquisition, development, transforﬁation and eveﬁﬁual phasing
out.i2 The important pdint is not that identities‘per ée chénéé
(as individuals advance through fhe life cycle, for exampiéj;
but that  the funcfions“*of and the relatidhships béfween‘
identities thus committed also change. Combining elements of the

actual and the- ideal, viz;,'linking'basf, present and future

states of consciousness or being, identities- -"must be
negotiated, " according to McCall; furthermore,as Stryker
maintains, identities must be validated.14 I submit, however,

that . somewhere ~in between the phases"of> "negotiation” and
”validation,";idehtity‘must also seek self-affirmétibn.
Intuitively speaking, individuals who have experienbed
serious, deep-seated identity problémé in the past will be more
inclined to peréist in a probleﬁistic search for “self" than

those persons for whom identity implies a steady state. One can
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integration. In short, the substitutioﬁ of role foriideﬁtity méy
serve to defer dr ‘deflect questions of identity but only
temporarily. Ultimately, "it does not follow...v that there is
sdme' peculiar and unique way  in . which Germ;ns L[éither
individually or collectively] can define their identity by not
having one.18 |

Stryker s assertion that mental and behavioral patterns
emerge from social = process raises the possibility of
generational asymmetries, especially where "it khas been a
component of the political culture that yoﬁﬁger people~éhould

define themselves at a distance from the nation.'"19 This lack

of personal identification with one’s country, I submit, does

hold empirically observable consequences for the Stabilify;gf;j;;,-;;ﬂ

the system; I contend that it is precisely 'a measure of
internalized, sentimental attachment to the polit& which ensures
a reservoir of legitimacy, and hence stabilify; during those

periods when the system finds itself incapable of meeting the

citizenry’s instrumental-material expectations, specifically, in-

times of major socio-economic c¢risis. The gquestion of asymmetry

becomes all the more pressing should younger generations not

only fail to internalize a new concept of national identity as
officially defined but also reject the form and the substance
of specific roles which have entrenched themselves as identity’s
substitute.

Hence, how an individual relates to her/his country at the

socio-psychological level . may or may not converge with the
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alienating, depersonalized mass society. A revived interest in
the preservation of local dialects, the surprising popularity of

the early 1980°s TV—series bearing the same name, as well as the

-

instant best-seller status accorded recent biographies 'bfA

regional heroes ofA‘yesteryear' (e.g., the Swabian Duke, Karl
Eugen) are but a few developments testifying ‘ﬁo. the
rehabilitation of Heimat as a component of postwar West German
identity. In contrast, the Gérman Democratic’ Republic ié
intensifying its efforts to.'re—wed the notion of Heimat to an
increasing emphasis on sozjalistische Vaterlandsliebe, explored
in greater detail below:

The instrumentalization of Heimat as a stepping stone to a

larger collective 1dent1ty, ev1nced in both cases, is . far from e

coincidental. One must bear ‘in mlnd the extent to which postwar

cohorts in the two states -- especially those undér‘the age“of

40 -~ may possess an insufficient grasp of what it means to be a

nation in’the conventional .sense; "blessed by late birth" and
having been spared .its histdrically«militantAmanifestafiqns,
they may fail to deveLop an active interest in the topic. On the
other hand, younger; citizens may still find it difficult to
abandon "nationalism" as a component of their own identities as
long as they are uncertain as to what.théy may be giving up. In
this they differ significantly from  the elderly Grinder-

Aufbaugeneration for whom "the avoidance of any approach to our
real identity.as Germans, the virtual tabooing of the subject

and its absence from public discussion and personal conversation
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community of the whole. lnﬁhnnmen;al_gntaghmgni,» on the other
hand, tends to emerge as a function of - one’s commitment to a
partiéular set of socio-economic institutions. Secondly, it may
result from a commitment +to the ‘institutiénalizatlon’ and
affective performance of specific social 'roles. " Finally,
instrumental.involvement»with'the .sysﬁem can’ be grounded in a
commitment to law and order. as desirable ends an und fiir sich.22

The stability of the modern nation+state‘_isrpresumably‘
secured through a balanced mixture of different typés. of
commitment, which are more or less randOmly distributed
throughout the population. Personal attachment becomes a source

of political legitimacy and political continuity to the extent

‘that it stimulates further involvement with the system;

“involvement, in turn, may generate a greater sense of collective

consciousness, opening the door to an eventual identification
with the state in which it .is housed.

As conventionally . understood, the bonds of collective gua
national consciousness are woven from the fibers of common
language, ethnicity, religion and customs, usually within the
framework of a shared history. For Karl Déutsoh, 'the essence of
nationhood resﬁs ~ in shared systems of ‘social communication and
economic interchange, linked to a center which has the powér to
compel cohesiveness - and effective control among citizen-
members .23 Boyd Shafer’s 10-fold criteria are more rigorous,
and therefore also .more difficult to apply in the case of newly

created states. They include: 1) territorial unity; 2) shared
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political legitimacy, one can begin to posit a symbiotic

‘relationship between the processes of identity-formation and

legitimation, as experienced by two Germanys during>thé first

-

forty years of their existence:
the('perception- of +the state~aé‘répreséntati9e of
"national unity can compensate forAfailurésA to meét
: peopie's, needs and interests. On“ﬁhé.other Hand,
 the perception of the state as meeting the people’s:
needs and interests can compensate for & lacking
sense of national idéntity, ahd can in fact help to
create such an identity‘.26
The nation—state (under normal circumstandeé)‘fﬁndtions as

the institutional embodiment of a common national consciousness.

National consciousness, however, is short-hand for many types of

collective consciousness prevailing within a given territory..
The German language is, in ~fact, replete ‘with termSJWEosé
purpose is-td-draw a number of very -fine<but4 significant'lineé
between the various types of collective’ cdnsciousnesé, on the

one hand, and-to blur any ultimate distinctions among those
types, on  the other -- or. so it would seem to the non-native
speaker. Leaders of both postwar states have, at various points
in their separate . histories, - been heard to apply thé terms »
Staatshewusstsein, . and = Bewusstseinsnation, -in ‘an effort to
highlight, refute or even to reestablish the ties that divide

and bind them. To the bearers of "normal” national identities,
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writes-Sternbefger,""is the foﬁndétion of} sﬁch governméntal
power as is exercised both with a 4¢onsciou$ness on-.the'
government s part thatrit has a .right éo gdvern and» with some
redognition by the governed of'tﬂaf right;”é9 ‘The brdﬁlem with
this and many'dther such broad definitions isiﬁhaf
the notion of “rightf‘precludes neither a Webefian (ﬁhat is,
legal-rational) vnor"a Marxian (class-—-struggle) inﬁefpretation.
The history of Gérmahy itself Bearé witness to ﬁhe.diversity of
conditions and values under which " people are ﬁrépéred to
recognize and émbréce the state as their own. 'Since 1945,
Western analysts have inevitébi& tended to judge ﬁhé legitimacy
of Eastern regimes according to liberal-democratic sténdards -
rendering ‘- all self-proclaimed sociaiist— sﬁates; almost by
definition, inhénentlyvillegifimate. The converse holds trﬁe for
Eastern states, equally intent oh demoﬁstrating ﬁhé ;ltimately
illegitimate chéracter of'bourgeois;capitalist‘go&ernments.

In fact, there do appear to be a number of overarching
dimensions with respect to the foundations of,legitimacy in
capitalist and socialist states —-- the critfcal'difféféﬁce seems
to lie in the question of ‘the fank¥6rdering aﬁd Qeighting of
these dimensions.3®  These dimensions must also be considered
interactive in character, imblying the possibiiity of their
compensatory effects as objective conditions 6f sﬁﬁjective
pefceptions'change over time. |

Among the more/less universally applicéble bases for
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5) material/performance~based factors ([here the

emphasis falls on the "unity of economic and social
policy," édunterbaléhcing expectations against the

actual delivery of goods and services under "real-

existing" socialism]; the significance of this

dimension has been dramatically demonstrated by the

summations of DDR~-Aussiedler- -- Dialectical
materialism as fedefinéd aus dem Volksmund reads:

"Kontinuitdt = besteht in der Fortsetzung der

'wirtschaftlichen 'Mangelerscheinungen,‘ Veréndérung

" hadngt von der Art der Mingel ab!"

8) constitutional-procedural consensus, along the

.lines of _WebEr;MNJ;;Luhmanh,_aﬁd J. Habérmas {the

exercise of state power is indeed constitutionally
defined, based on the principle of democratié
centralism, as is the catalogue of citizen righté
and 'résponSibilities; as‘ in many Aéf the‘ébove
categories, the  problem lies in the gép bétween
theory andvﬁfaxis];> x

7) instrumental-participatory 'factors Ethé s&stem
vdoes provide for a wide range of'partiCipatory
organs and mechanisms in .accofdance with vthe
dictum, '“Plane‘ mit, arbeité. mit, fegiere mit"—--
the goal of »pafticiéation;‘ however, is not to
promote individual self-determination 5ﬁt

collective integration; the revised version




‘-‘1961—1967” the (re)structuring of power

- 23

—-1952=1961~ ' fhe - institutionalization and

stabilization of power, concentration on the’

integration of social forces

(through economic decentralization) and nétidnal

"demarcation”‘(operatioﬂalized~through construction

’

of the Berlin Wall)

 --1987-1977 = the - (begrudging) internalization of

_ideological refinement of the self-identity concept

legitimacy (prompted . by material improvements

within -and diplomatie ‘recognition'from wiﬁhoﬁt),

‘under ‘the auspices of the VIII. Party Cbngfeés

--1977~1987 - the “externalization_gofﬂlegifimacyi}71

including widespread- international recognition of

GDR-sovereignty, ' increasing - involvement - in

international affairs - (homage: to ~ détente and
Helsinki,; support fgr‘nuclear and chemical'weapoﬁs—
free zones),. and assertions of autonomy vis-a-vis

the Soviet Union (propagation of the

- Verantwortungsgemeinschaft, Honecker s - 1987 visit

to BRD).=21

Unfortunately, . the.. pmeotion ~of an’“irreversibiy

separate, self-defined "identity" occurred rather late in the

GDRfs"history, commencing in 1955 -but not *éSsuming its

"final' form until almost two-thirds of thé'way throughrits

existence to date. Likewise problematic is the fact that the
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excluding the prospects for a re/unified national
consciousness‘ ~— although 1logic would dictate thaf ‘FRG
citizens would have ' to identify Aboth sentimentally and
instrumentally yi;h__;hgiz_gmn__aﬁaﬁg, as a steppiné sténe.to

an eventual identification with the other Germanvstateland,

hence, with the nation-reunified.3®2 The GDR hés'sought to”

escape the horns of this "Nation vs. State Identity" dilemhé

by cultivating a more positive orientation towards its own

status as a new nation-state, having lérgely digassbciated or
otherwise exonerated itself from. the iegacy of the Third

Reich. In an effort to achieve this standing, the SED has had

to subject the very concept of ‘"hation” to a number of

important theoretical transmutations, none of which find

direct support in the tomes of orthodox Marxism-Leninism.
A. Fine distinctions with major conseﬁuences

Proletarian "internationalism was born of the early

socialists” attempts to unfetter themselves from their cursed

status as vaterlandslose Gesellen; as ' articulated in the
Communist Manifesto of 1848, “"working men have no country'"
fworking women, of course, had even less!]. For Marx, the

most - fundamental cleavages besetting society were not the
vertical divisions of ethnicity/nationality., but rather the
horizontal cleavages of class struggle; Marx attributed the
rise of the modern (read: bourgeois) nation-state to the
demise of feudalism -and new economic relations compelling

structured markets. Thus the nation-state itéelf was the
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soon ' recognize the economic advantages afforded - by the
socialization of mass production and integration into the
increasingly internationalist whole. Resting on the formula
"national in form, socialist in conteﬁt,”LLeninist’ﬁdlicy
towards the nationalities (its perverted manifestations under -
Stalin notwithstanding) was - subject  to one 'cfitical‘
qualification: above all, the vanguard itself- was obliged to
keep the party centralized and to eschew any national.
procliéities ef its own.34 |

Thus, in terms of socialist orthodoxy, the German Democratic
Republic  was precluded at the time of its inception from
establishing itself as a new “ahfi-fascist, democratic”'netion;
to the extent that newrnaﬁioﬁs could only arise in conjuneﬁion
with the capitalist phase of'deVelbpment.
B. State vs. Nation as the Framework for Identity

‘.Indeed, during the three years preceding the promulgation
of the. .first East German constitution, the emergent socialist
leadership' was entirely consistent in its appeals for tﬁe
restitution of the deuﬁsghe;Einheinsataat;”albeif-bhe completely
purged of ell capitalist-imperialist (and thus  still inhefently
fascist) elements and structures. Among the vehicles for
promotion of German unity were the Peopie;s angresses, convened
in - December, 1947 and March, 1948, respectiveiy, along‘with
efforts to build a united front among reestablished parties and
mass organizations in support of thevplebiseite'bf spfing 1948

(outlawed in the . Western occupation zones). The first acts
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constitution identified the GDR as "the socialist stété.of the
‘German nation” -- a designation which éu&denli*iost favor once
Willy Brandt embraced the eiistenéé' of “two states in‘oﬁe
nation" as the official policy of the Bundéﬁrﬂgiernhg pin 1969.
The SED shifted its rhetorical emﬁhasis to "the socialist Gérmah‘
nation—state,"Hproclaimihg at the VIII. Party  Cbngréss in'197l
that ”the'national'guestidn’haé disappeared from German soil."38
The dramatic change in course was fﬁrther réfleéted in thé
constitutional revision of Qctober, 1974; whicﬁwéxﬁunéed'éli
remainirig references to a” graaual'"érOWiﬁg;élosérf :betweeﬁ‘tﬁé
two parts (Art. 8, Abs. 2) and eStablished’the{GDR.és'“theVStéﬁé'
of workers and farmers." To some dégrée seﬁéitiQé"to ﬁhé
_.confusion and insecurity that ﬁhis méniféstéfioh 6f intéhsifiéd
-Wwwyff££§£énzung”was likely to create in the-p&pﬁlar’ mind}.Haneéieri
opted to *confrdnt*’the“”issﬁe head-on with his December, 1974
formula, "citizenship: GDR, nationality:"German:.The 2nex£ five
years witnessed ‘a conscious ' campaign on theapart 6f‘the>SED to
“de-Germanize"” the codntr& still further ‘By Aﬁéplacing the
adjective deutsch with the labei DDR:natiQhal'(or';of tﬁefGDR“)
in the names of various official ofganizétibns‘and bublicétibns
(notable exceptions being the Déutﬂghﬁ;_Rﬂihhébahn; Neues

Deutschland and the name of the Party itself). o
To a large degree, thevfsED’s bmévelnaWayt frbﬁ its self-
conception as a soéiélist—stéte‘tof the Géfman héfion to an
identity based on socialist—nationhpod vwas “a réécﬁion- to thé

dramatic shift 'in FRG policy towards the GDR (the détéils'ofk
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between classes and relations of production; the~course' of its

.development follows the objective Gesetzmissigkeiten of history:

represents the ”Qhange” portion of the ’diéléctical-equation,of

-

what it means to be German.
-- Nationalityv: ' the subjective component of identity, grounded
in a shared past, common language, and other ethnic factors
should not be underestimated, bﬁt it does.not represent the
essence of whaf it means to‘Be é nation; psychological relatipn
po cultural factors deserves respect, spipit of\equal>treatment,
non—discrimin;tion ke.g., the special statgs enjoyed by the
Sopbian -population); psychological remnants will~§ersist for

several generations, representing the "continuity" component of

the dialectic.3¥®

-A second set,of.distinctions:grows increasingly problematic
in terms Qf the SED"s perception of itself as perhaps the most
orthédox §f all the European Marxist-Leninist parties (why it is
problematic wili be explained in Part 1IV). The literature is
replete with Vrefefences to GDR—stgte consciousness, socialist
cqnsqiousness, socialist patriotism, love for . the socialist

fatherland, and proletarian internationalism, all of which are

‘very vaguely defined but nonetheless ascertained to stand in

dialectical'un;tyr with one another. The most important line can
be drawn betﬁeeﬁ the constructs: .

-——- SQziaiiétiaghg_ﬂangxlandsiigbg: oétensibly the missing link
between the cultivation of Heimatliebe (and the observable

proclivity on the part of average GDR citizens to withdraw into
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internationalism has become the ultimate defense of its national
existence, ' having repudiated thé\'brinciple of reunification;
hence, the state is hoping for "conﬁinuityﬂ'46

The East German leadership has vet to poseAr%he Eypés of
painfully self—critical,“‘ideoIQgically soul—searching qﬁésﬁiohs
that have become one of the hallmarks of glasnggi;'iﬁ the Soviet
Union since 1986. On the othér‘hand; the GDR ihteliigentsia has
Been engagéd-ih an historical re-evaluation pfocéss xfor well
over a decade, leading to a much mdré positive emphaéis on the
history it once shared with its'westefn counterpart. The résult
has been a Wéshbof historical ”rehaﬁilitaﬁions” (acéompanied by

‘expensive mega-celebrations in conjunction with their respective

anniversaries), an opening to formerly taboo topics, a greater ... .

‘attention to deﬁéil and Ali;agagaagﬁiﬁﬂia;y‘;é»rwell as th;
adoption of new sociél‘sciehtific ﬁethodologies.‘ o

It is clear that das_déniaghe_ﬂglk neéds to khow whefe it
has come from'in"ofder to determine where it is goiﬁg/ought to
go. But the return to a common histbrical foundation>provides no
guarantee that a peopleédivided  will either infefpret this
history in the same Llight or derive from the same lessons fdr
thé future. Enter the distinctiohé:
-—'Enhgﬁ represents the suh  £otal of a nation’s history,rfrom
which no one can cohséiously divoréé hér—/himself;'fequiresithei
recognition of "the good, the bad, and. the. ugly bthat hés
contributed to- a naﬁion’s character;;émbodies ﬁhe cbnﬁinuity

inhefent to the dialéctic.
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to vieﬁ even these - protests as a source ' of 'legitimacy and
supportrfor its official "peace policies” —- which did, in fact,
allow_Honecker:to experience a - shOrt—livéd“ legitimacb bbdm
1983—1987. A second apparent contradiction deriv&ng-frcm the
GDR"s exfernal efforts to secure its legitimacy is that it can
no longer wuphold the other Germany as' the ultimate enemy, since
both would be equally victimized“in Jase of war; this rendérs
political Abgrenzung somewhat supeffluous,'fat a:minimum; bﬁt
reinforces a sense .of Eghigkaalsgaméinsghafi‘at‘athefgrass—fdots
level. The emphasis‘onj “human rights" ‘& la Hélsinki'hés Beéh
especially fraught with contradiétions, to‘thei3extent that the

Party emphasizes .a category of ~ sdcio-economic rights which

younger GDR citizens have -come - to ~€ake"‘fof' granted; while

denyihg the need for such political rights as are embhasiﬁed in
the West; embodies a search for continuity‘-iﬁ -and thfough

change.

Exkurs: Time permifting, this section of ‘the paper would have
explored potential parallels with regard to proceésés of
“ﬁistoricization“ as "normalization” in the FRG and the GDR (are
there East Gérman analogies to the West Germaﬁ'HisLQnikErﬁngiz?
Compare S. Friedlander and J.»Hoffmaﬁn)? Whatever happened tb'
the 1946 imperative f—'l”Vonf der. Sowjetunion - lernen, heisSt;

siegen lernen'?

Iv; Thesis - Antithesis: 1In Search of an Identity Synthesis
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to explain its continuing status as’ a..separate state" Ey
emphasizing the fifst (or as Clay Clemens would phrase it,
"we're all Genscherists now"), while the GDR justifieézits
existence as 'a sovereign (read: “anti—fascist~dem§cr;ticm)'state
based on the second.

If the events of the last‘two‘months“offér'us some kind
of barometric ‘réading/ on the depth and "scope of citizen—
identification with the East German state, it appeérs thaf thé
SED leadership. will ~soon ' be forced to. feduce, replace of
transcend its forty-year ' emphasis on the ~ GDR’'s - anti—
fascist/socialist reason-for-being. The‘ same 'éaﬁalogte ‘of
factors compelling that change may also ‘be used to speculate
about potentially new bases for citizen re/identification with
the GDR; for the saké of‘provoking disduséibn. I will eQén'dare
to-argue that the second‘DDR—identity about to be Eorn of the
dialecﬁic,.might even prove inherently more stable than the
first, .all things considered;

First, there 'is the fact Athét " some two-thirds of those
currently/still residing in the GDR (as well ‘as in the FRG) must
now be characterized as members of the postwar, or even post-
postwar, generations; they- therefore have no ’personal
recollection of the. war, and thus, no direét'identification'Wifh
the anti-fascist “tradition;" nor do they have the ‘individual
memories of Wiederaufhau to give them a sense of personél pride
in the - GDR‘S achievements to date; the&?'mOreover were not

directly involved in creating the system as it now sﬁands, and
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citizens (including some 45,000 border-hoppers and embassy-

‘occupiers to ‘date)- that‘ they can enjoy higher’Standards of

living elsewhere and still be:"good Germans."” Perhaps more than

FRG politiciansl'realiZe, the citizens of the German Dehocratic

‘Republic‘have ‘internalized  the’ prescription of Handel_dunch

Anniherung. It is preclsely because of the dramatic 1mprovements
in inter—-German relations throughout the seventles “and elghtles
than they have experienced a. measure of liberallzatlon and
material satisfaction within their own borders, thch has made
them desirous of‘even“more Annaheﬁung. |

- Inv other words, the identity—formation strategy that was

eipected to produce positive, Alegitimizing results twith regard

to the eventual evolutlon of a DDR_Natlgnalhemusstse;n may now,

be seen to hold negatlve consequences for the 1nterna11zatlon ot

a real—ex1st1ng DDR;Staatsbemusstse;n. One of the greatest

challenges to GDR-legitimacy thus remains the existence of a

prosperous-demooratic (and also constitutionaily anti-fascistic)
"German alternative" next door; but"an eoually“great'challenge
can be seen to 11e in the 1ncreas1ng tendency among PDR c1tlzens
to judge their state according to: the crlterla 1t has publlcly
propogated as its own over the last 40 years. | |

What optidns might thelGDR leadershlp pursue 1n‘an effort to

cultivate a new state-identity that is more cons1stent w1th the

identity needs perceived to exist at the level of citizen-

consciousness? Like everyone else in attendance, I can only

speculate with regard to the possible frameworks for that
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cultural, scientific, -literary and travel liberalizations of the
past eight years, but they are also well-informed with respect

to  the negative . trade-offs of life in the FRG. The youﬁgest

" generation has also internalized' many of the "righté” ToquDR,

including the benefits of a free education. Higher levels of
education énd their status as the 'GDR’s first TV—génefééioﬁ?4
West-Fernsehen, that 4is --' reinforces their desire to beébme
critical, self-determining citizens. ‘Through Western T& tﬁé&
have learned not only about4 the ‘down-sidé of 1life under

capitalism; they have also acquired knowledgé' ébout their own -

system, e.g., through ‘such programs as “Kennzeichen D;” whettihg

‘their appetites for more!  GDR youth ‘fejéct the standard

Bevormiindung™ implicitv in the concept of the“'“QOCialist
personality,”  the contents of which are inevitably‘defined”froﬁ:
above. They ~are'perhaps> more cynical ’abouﬁ thé.SED‘s cbnétanfn
affirmations régarding the ”identity of‘intefests"? to be'foﬁnd’

in the "state of workers and farmers"’;—”if the overlap between

' state and citizen interests were already ‘so perfect, there would

be no need to enshrine the "leading role of ﬁHe_Pafty" in the
GDR constitution, -and the bérfy ‘could - dare ‘td facéi‘the
competition of open elections. :

On the other hand;‘theKSecond‘and‘third generations are hot
as "hung-up” on the problems of nationalism 'and the pféétigé
value of one’s own ‘status as a "nation-state," provided the
system is capable of=delivering’the goods. They wi;l bé first-

hand observers of efforts to establish a “common European
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Menschheitsideale: soziale Geréchtigkeit,l
Solidarit&t, Freiheit fiir die Unterdrﬁckten,'Hilfe
fiir die Schwidchen, ist er un?ergénglich.... Jeden
Tag werden in Amerika etwa 600 Babys von{Mﬁt;érﬁ_.
geboren, =~ die | kokainsﬁchpié - sind. ...
Arbeitélosigkeit, Alkohol- ‘uﬁd Dfogénmiésbrauch;b
.Prostitution, <)Kﬁr2ungeh  des ‘Sozialprdgrémms,'
Stedersenkﬁngen"und Budgetdefizit.> Séllte udies,
wirklich die perfekte Gesellschaft sein, die fir

alle Zeiten uber den Sozialismus triumphiert?43

As fhe sudden proliferation of opposition groups (New
Forum, Démocracy pr, the BBhlenergPiatform, Initiative for a
Social Demoqratic“Party, Democratic Renewal) indicate, there is.
a tremendous reservoir of Reformbereitachaft waiting - to be
mobilized and channeled,from.within; many 'Mﬁéhie:gann‘activists
have collected qrggnizétional‘ experience baséd on their
involvement in non—official fnew social movement: groups,“,which
céuld now proVide the foundation for a new "loyal" -opposition
outside the walls of the Evangelical Church.

Last but not least,’I must . return to',the more orthodox
Mérxiét—Leninist injuhcﬁibns regarding the role of nations:and-
nationalism in advaﬁcing_the socialist revolution. As -one who
eﬁjo;ned the party vanguard to VempLQy the power of national
identity in establishing and enhancing the legitimacy of the .

socialist system, Lenin upheld the position:
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Democratic Republic’s - own ngjgriﬁghe_Hignbleihgn to>forge a new

synthesis between the thesis and anti-thesis of state and
national" identity. The dialectic liveé; as rédefined aus dem
Volksmund: "Was gestern wahr gewesen ist, darf heute nicht mehr

wahr sein."
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