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Abstract

The pith point of this study is examining the imptions of reconstructing identity with regard
to history and culture on the Eritrean people amith relation to Ethiopian and the peace and
stability of the Horn of Africa. Building strong tianal identity is not a harmful act per se. If
anything, having similar cultural values, histotiegreements and believing in common social
destiny are among the basics to create firm dertiocaad political principles. However, all
nationalist ideologies do not fit for all. It hagdn discussed that the process making of the
Eritrean nation have resulted in serious troubiegle and outside the state.

The researcher has used qualitative research metlovder to gather data for the study. Eritrean
citizens who live in Addis Ababa are used as mairmants. Some Eritrean (Eritrean-born)
and Ethiopian scholars are also included in thegs® of data collection. The primary data is
enriched by certain secondary resources. By usiwdgctive approach, all gathered data are
analyzed and discussed.

For the sake of forging unique and strong natiadahtity, the Eritrean People’s Liberation

Front (EPLF) now known as Peoples Front for Demogcrand Justice (PFDJ), has been
reshaping some historical and cultural featurethefEritrean people. Some historical events
and cultural aspects which could be used as aergferto the long lasted connection of Eritrean
and Ethiopian people are becoming the victims afsaband distortion. Thus, this thesis gives
analysis on the implications of such processemvistigates the troubles that are instigated on
the people of Eritrea and their relation with thigpians. It then examines the effects on the

peace and stability of the Horn Africa.

The ‘differentiation’ and ‘prioritizing the politel culture’ methods are being widely used as
instruments of making unique Eritrean national tdgnAs the result, some aspects of history
and culture are tailored. Many historical and wnat ties with Ethiopians are glossed over or
replaced by other new ones which vindicate the &bon of national identity. This makeover

has brought many implications on the people abduththis thesis discusses.

Key terms: Culture, Eritrean Identity, Implications, Nationiloing, National Identity



CHAPTER ONE
Introduction and Research Methodology

1.1 Prefatory Introduction

According to Castells (as cited in Tsyfra, 2013)antities are constructed. The construction of
the identities can be at the result hinging onohnisal background, geographical setting,
biological pedigree, “productive and reproductivestitutions, collective memory, personal

fantasies, power mechanisms and religious revelsiti(p.2). It is from these roots that all actual
and powerful identity phenomena are subsisted naysadn similar vein, all national identities,

irrespective of their lifespan, acquired their ggadrom such cumulative and eventual forms.
As identity can be born, developed or disappead)ilsome identities can be dated back so

many years. Contrary to those, others have shmoet ¢if expectancy.

Eritrea as “a de jure nation” has not more thardhdecades of age. Although many have
dichotomous standpoint on this issue (see BerelieB€97), some of the Eritrean identities have
the same age as the state. The feeling of uniqtienahidentity is one of them. Many historians

agree that the history of Eritrea as single unifieditory started since the Italian occupation
around a century ago (Lapiso Dlebo, 1993; Bahrud&\w002; Alemayehu Abebe in Bartniski

and Niyechko, 2014,). The current cultural, soc@dlitical and psychological identities of

Eritrean society commenced to be established sivese (Bereketeab, 2007). On the top of that,
it continues being reconstructed and reformed assalt of many phenomena. Despite its
relevance with its past history or cultural backgrd several defined identities have created.
This thesis, in a specific way, aims to find out fhroducts of these reconstructed identities in
terms of reconstructing history and reshaping celin post-independent Eritrea. By avoiding
digressions and focusing on the post independersettas thesis highlights the dominant and

potential implications which are instigated assuteof such constructed identities.

Today the majority of the collective identities “miational identities” are the product of social,
cultural, political traditions, the result of adeece to certain values and memories, which have
evolved over time and produced a common collechiedatage (Tsyfra, 2013). When states

declare their independence or autonomy, they dailrave some particular identity, constructed
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or natural feeling of distinction which plays a greleal of importance in shaping the internal
and bond of the society and international relatioth the outside world. Benedict Anderson
(1991) called these “imagined communities” meartired most of theiraison d’étredepends on
the smart and intentional creation and modificabbtheir genesis by historian nationalists who
are the pioneer nation builders. Color, history ametigion have played a huge role in
demarcating the identity of the youngest state,tiSdbudan, thereby helping to gain its
independence. According to Coulby, ever since amsiare granted their independence, the
first big task they tend to prioritize is to constr and maintain the so-called “national identity”.
This identity is constructed in accordance withptditical or national interest (Tsyfra, 2013).
Shared predicament had and still having of leadwig in the creation of Eritrean identity.
Although some intellectuals do not accept thisestent (Bereketeab, 2007), all nine Eritrean
ethnicities had little in common in terms of histoculture and religion before the struggle for
independence. The highlanders and the lowlanderghigy are called Kebessa and Metahit
respectively), is the major dichotomy which existgispicuously in the country. However, this
kebessa-Metahit dichotomy is highly denigrated by government and the civic identity is
being given high place in order to consolidateralei national identity. The Ethio-Eritrean war
has had also its own share in creating “other’ahfer the national identity thereby reshaping
the perspective of the national identity.

This national identity serves as code to condwcbwn domestic and foreign policies based on
deeply-realized and clearly defined national irdeelt also is of paramount significance in
nation-building. Nation-building is generally seby the governing elites of these states as an
indispensable tool for the consolidation of natiodantity and loyalty to the state. Without it,
the survival of the nation-state is felt to beigk.rNation-building architects typically make use
of history and literature education to promotedristl narratives that embody the teleology of
self determination (Tsyfra, 2013).

This national identity formation instigates its owmplication in all socio-cultural, personal and
psychological components of the society. Moreoitgslays a great deal role in categorizing the
“others” as a threat for the national identity aralise tension and hostile attitude toward these

parties.



1.2 Statement of the Problem

Since Eritrea gained its independence in 1991 gtheernment has launched new regulations
which serve to help shape the identity of the matids clearly put in the EPLF's communiqué
(with which the official history of Eritrea is made go hand in hand), Eritrea had never been as
part of Ethiopia (as cited in Bereketeab, 20076 pHenze, 2001). Any values which contradict
this statement and regarded to be, let alone tme shut even similar, with the Ethiopian one is
forced to be rejected and replaced by another naristl value. Several status quo situations
were thrown away and overhauled or become no longkd. Those getting rid and changing
norms are considered as the crucial part of fornstage identity in the country. Fostering this
case, Benedict Anderson argues that nationalistemewnts create their own mythologies by
promoting suitable events and conversely by qugshipleasant episodes-and by constructing
real or imagined narratives that evoke deep semtisieited in Breketeab, 2007, emphasis
mine). In Eritrea histories and situation that aupposed to strengthen the national identity,
primarily the struggle for independence, are higirioritized and other situations which might
be considered to make some connection with Ethit@eeby weakening the national identity
are glossed over, not to say, deplored. Formestaimmediately after the independence, the
liturgical calendar for Christians in Eritrea anthiépia became no longer used for office and
governmental calendar. Instead, the People’s FlentDemocracy and Justice (PFDJ) led
Eritrean government introduced the Gregorian calendNew Year is celebrated on the first
January. Other feast days take place upon the Gasgcalendar. Many cultures, histories and
values which reminisces any prior connections \ithiopia whatsoever are considered as evil
tackle to the Eritrean Nation-building process.

lluiia Tsyrfa (2013) in the articl&ormation of Modern State Identigxplains the formation of
state identity is constructed by highlighting ‘listal injustices’ committed by ‘foreign
oppressors’. This narrative carefully constructsasgument legitimizing the newly attained
political independence. This task constructing aedonstructing of identities has its own
outcome in the citizens of the country in particidad for the peace and stability of the region in
general.

This task constructing and reconstructing of idesgihas its own outcome in the citizens of the

country. Since most of identities are constructeonu‘We-them tandem” (term taken from lluiia
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Tsyrfa), Eritrean national identity is constructagainst outsiders, mostly against Ethiopians.
Erlich argues Eritrean nationalists were dissa&istthiopians, “Eritreanism . . . was essentially
the negation of Ethiopianism” (cited in Hoyle, 20@112).

Ever since the researcher was teenager, he had Imeany discourses on Eritrean radio
explaining how Eritrean identity is unique and éiint from that of Ethiopian one. As Tigrigna
speaker he could not understand where the differaras. The researcher has always wondered
if there is a real difference or it is just claimgdexist. Since then, he has developed a great dea
of interest in investigating the consequences oke¢hrecently-constructed identities on the
people of Eritrea. Do they welcome everything theg told? Did this identity formation bring
forth any repercussion in their everyday life? &aihg the construction of the identity, how did

it affect their relation with neighboring countrillee Ethiopia? This research gives an answer to
these and other similar questions.

National Identity formation has many componentshsas demarcating territorial boundary,
history, culture, myths, symbols, language andifpreelations (Smith, 1991). For the sake of
this thesis, nonetheless, the researcher will focuthe implications instigated by reconstructing
history and reforming théolk culturefor the sake opolitical culturethereby achieving the so-
called ultimate project of “national identity”. ARis nation engineering can reach its goal, some
type of excluding and including processes are y3sgfra, 2013). This creates deep-rooted
hostility towards the outsider because of whichrtagonal sentiment is defined. The “we-them”
hostility can result into some potential conflicemd if the conflict is not addressed duly,

subsequent violence.

Many studies have been conducted in relation td=titeean and Ethiopian situation: some with
the support of historical evidence (Tekeste Negd$€97; Tesfu Alitaseb, 2015), others by
focusing on the recent phenomena (Abbink, 1998;zdeA001). Another author, Richard Reid
(2003), argues that the Ethio-Eritrean border ¢onié caused not just by economic and border
disagreements but by much older schism which tested between the Eritrean People’s
Liberation Front (EPLF) and Tigray People’s Lib&atFront (TPLF). While Seyoum Yohannes
Tesfay (2012) discuss on the arbitration processhefvery conflict the International Crisis
Group (2012) urges the UN Security Council to pues<thiopia to accept the border decision.
However, less has been said about other undermim&djn the researcher’'s view crucial,



factors. National identity reconstruction and iteadant consequences is one of them. Identity,
if it is constructed with comparison to others, deave serious effect on the welfare of the

society and the coterminous areas.

Understanding this way, the research discussed #imimplications and outcomes of reshaping
and reconstructing identities in Eritrea thereliing better ways to improve the relationship of
Eritrean people with other neighboring countriestipalarly Ethiopia. The researcher believes
that this thesis will shed light on finding anothmgrspective to the Ethio-Eritrea conflict and
hereby helping for the provision of another insightesolve the problem. It is a strongly belief
of the researcher that it gives some starting veemtp for other researchers who have the
willingness and commitment to find a helpful andageful way of dealing with the Ethio-

Eritrean situation.

Although the main aim of the thesis is to inquine effects of major identity reconstructions in
Eritrean people and their neighbors, the researchsrfull confidence that it will be used for
studying one spectrum of solving conflicts in youstates. Thus, by finding out these
consequences the research will pave a way to see gerspectives of identity formation

influences on peace and stability of The Horn aicst.

1.3 Objectives of the Study

The main objective of this thesis is to investigdte effects of changing identity for state
formation in Eritrea and to explore the consequermeEritrean people and their attitude toward

other people particularly Ethiopian.
1.3.1 Specific Objectives

1. To explore the implications of national identityrfmation processes of Eritrea on its
people.
2. To inquire effects of identity shaping on the atd#s of Eritrean citizens towards

Ethiopians.

3. To explicate the major historical and cultural pait changing identities in Eritrea and to

study the reaction of the people.



4. To find out the main implications of identity chamg in Eritrea and their impact on the

peace and stability of the Horn Africa.
1.4 Research Questions

1. What are the implications of reconstructing histangl reshaping culture for the sake

of nation building in Eritrea?

2. How does changing identity instigate consequenaesthe cultural, social and

psychological well-being on the people of Eritrea?

3. What are the effects of reconstructing identitiest@rms of history and culture in

Eritrea vis-a-vis the neighboring countries esgbcisith Ethiopia?

4. What are the repercussions on the peace and statfithe region?
1.5 Research Methodology

1.5.1 Method of the Research

This study explores and finds out the major impiares of identity changing for nation building.
Hence, the research is carried out using explorateethods. To do so, the entire studying
process have implemented through qualitative rebesrethod. Bruce L. Berg (2001) explains
gualitative research as the signification, notiaefjnitions, characteristics, metaphors, symbols,
and descriptions way of explicating things. As teghe very importance of qualitative research
method in social science studies is mostly to @effire study as a specific and systematic way of
discovering and understanding how social realitese, operate, and make influence on
individuals and collection of individuals (p.13)hds, the thesis uses inductive approach of
analysis. First it points out the implication okidity shaping in Eritrean people. Then it move
on to discuss on the implications in relation te Bthiopian people and to the peace and stability
of the Horn Africa subsequently. The opinions amdcpptions of the informants are used as
primary data. Significant secondary data are atgmluBoth data are implemented analytically in

accordance to the theoretical framework and thagedlliterature.



All the discussed concepts are briefly reframed aa@dpitulated. All the implications are put
together and hence provided with the concurrendbesf evaluation. Some final standpoints are

then drawn in the conclusion section.

Understanding this way, the thesis is conductedhgugjualitative research method. The
researcher believes that Qualitative method hakletdim to obtain the optimum outcomes of
the impacts of identity changing for nation builgliim Eritrea.

1.5.2 Data Sources and Collection Techniques

A. Sources and Data Collection Tools

The study of the thesis is hinged on primary antbséary resources. The major method of
collecting data is, obviously, primary data obtdirfeom Eritrean refugees in Addis Ababa,
intellectuals who have enough knowledge and inféionaabout the issue and other Eritreans
who live in different parts of the world. Some HEthians who have good acquaintance about the
issue were also interviewed to keep the balancat#. As far as secondary data is concerned, |
have used journals, books, reports and articlespitincal books, prior interviews, news and other
pertinent publications.

In terms of sampling technique, snowball sampliaghhiques and purposive sampling were
used. This is because finding voluntary informaas\wa major challenge. Hence informants were
selected according to their full willingness aneithfamiliarity to the subject. Eritrean and

Eritrean born informants were chosen for the ingairthe data.

The researcher had first to find 50 Eritrean andtiiopian informants. However, due to data
saturation 32 Eritreans and 5 Ethiopians were uaBdnformants were first asked about their
willingness and resourcefulness to discuss abeutidtter. People from different parts of Eritrea
were discerned and used to collect as variousatapmssible.

The data gathering method is prepared in two grodjpe first and main group includes
Eritreans from all across the world. This groupclassified in two strata. The first one is
encompasses Eritreans who are above 30 years olohgYEritreans who are below 30 years old

are grouped in the second stratum. This stratifinais made in order to find out if there is a



difference of perception between the people whoewsorn before and after the Eritrean
independence. Hence, the researcher was abletiredifferent standpoints by obtaining the

data from different strata thereby come up withaierjustifiable analysis.

The second group includes Ethiopians who have gamidliarity with the issue. One informant
is actually a person who was born and raised itrdariand an author of a book about historical
relationship of Eritrean and Ethiopian people. Tdtber four informants also have good

familiarity with the issue. Two of them have livedEritrea for some time.

Accordingly the process of data gathering has takém accounts of various reflections. A

triangulation of Focus Group Discussion, Interviamd personal observation are widely used.
The researcher has visited the Jesuit Refugeecgerithiopia (JRS Ethiopia) where many of
the informants are met. Eritreans Citizens who ystud Addis Ababa University were also

contacted.

B. Data Collection Techniques

The data for this thesis were gathered in virtuentdrviews, FGDs, and questionnaires. As far
as interview is concerned, it was conducted toviddals and group of persons. 30 questions
were prepared and posed to the informants accotditigeir familiarity to the subject. For those
who had limited knowledge English language, thestjoes were prepared in Tigrigna. These
guestions presented to the FGD were also moressrthee same. The FGD was also conducted
in Tigrigna language. The researcher has made theoyigh cross-check in order to check the
translation process to English. Three FGD groupsparticipants in each, were organized. The
first group includes Eritreans where above thigans old. The second one had informants aged
below 30. The third one was mixed group of peophe wome from different parts of Eritrea and
who had different occupations while they were iitrEa. Two of these informants had higher
positions when they were in Eritrea. One of thens wailitary officer who used to uphold
regulations.

For those who could not make interview, the samestions were given by form of
guestionnaires. For instance, Professor Tekestad¥ean Eritrean born Swedish historian, have

been contacted by the researcher. He was givenu28tigns via email and he replied all



guestions. The same thing was done for anotherHniteeans who couldn’t be available due to

many factors. The questionnaires were open-endestigas all of which have the same content
with the interview questions. Informants were taddanswer the questions that they know and
familiar with. The data gathered using these mettaye conscientiously analyzed and reviewed
with the help of theoretical framework. This is dan order to get as maximum and unbiased as

possible data.
1.6 Scope of the Study

The formation of Eritrean national identity has dohistory started from the era of Italian

occupation (Bereketeab, 2007). However, due toraésguations, this research only focuses on
the implications reflected after independence bgstmicting and reconstructing history and
reshaping the folk culture. It studies the effemtsdentity changing which are constructed in
order to reshape the nation —building process efctuntry. Studying the very beginning of
identity changing and its implications is set asifd® other historians and experienced
researchers. Therefore, this thesis only lookshat rhain implications of identity changing

instigated by reconstructing history and reshapiniture in post independent Eritrea.
1.7 Significance of the Study

This study is aimed to look at the identity chamggimfluence in post independent Eritrea thereby
studying the condition of Eritreans regarding tlegiuntry’s nation building. Hence, the research
makes a significant contribution by finding out teiéects of Eritrean national identity building

on peace and stability of the region. By doing is@ives some perspectives in solving the

Ethio-Eritrean conflict.

Furthermore it provides certain necessary aspdcisxawledge on the condition of Eritrean
identity after its independence. By involving arlbw&ing ordinary and intellectual persons, the
research has given a chance to Eritreans to exgiresghoughts about their identity formation

and its attendant consequences.

Finally the researcher believes that this thesislmaserved as a striking point to conduct other
similar studies. By indicating the highlights, @asa great importance in attracting the interest of



experienced researchers and hereby conductingsixeimquiries which can obtain exhaustive

notions about the field of study.
1.8 Limitation of the Study

This topic is relatively new and there are no oitega few researches which can be used as
starting points. Due to the nature of the studg, ridsearcher has come across some challenges
while carrying out the research. Among others,résearcher had to deal with the challenges of
getting enough population for the research. SonigeBn refugees who live in Addis Ababa
were skeptical about the purpose of the researtiey feared that it might have something to do
with political agenda. Many Eritreans have refusedjive their opinions because they did not

want to have any tie with interviews or other sangprocesses.

Another limitation is that the research did notlinie other Eritreans living outside of Addis
Ababa. Although the researcher had planned to gbetdritrean Refugee camps in Tigray, this
plan did not realize due to many factors such r&nttial and other personal ones. Be that as it
may, the researcher believes that sufficient degagathered from Eritrean informants living in

Addis Ababa. Hence, the research has been conddeted
1.9 Ethical Consideration

While carrying on this research there surely wengain regulations which had to be followed.
Firstly the researcher is completely honest toréseilts of the study. All findings are presented
without any affiliation or misdirection. The reseler did absolutely not take any side. He did
neither pressure participants to take any sideeNkegless, he used cross-checking technique to

prove the credibility of the data.
1.10 Organization of the Research

This study is organized in to five chapters. Thetfchapter deals with the background of the
study, statement of the problem, definition of kesms, significance of the study, methodology
of the study, scope of the study and limitationhaf study. The second chapter explicates review
of literature. The third chapter deals with Eritre@ation formation and, historical and cultural

features Eritrean national identity. The fourth miiea concerns with the presentation of data
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analysis and discussion. The final chapter provitles conclusion of the findings and
recommendations of the study. All the data useddterence and additional supports are duly
cited according to American Psychological Assoorai{APA) manual. All the materials, books,

articles and other documents used for the referarethus cited appropriately.
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CHAPTER TWO
Review of Related Literature and Theoretical Framewrk

2.1 Concepts of Nation, Nation Formation and National dlentity
2.1.1 Nation

The concept of nation has become a buzzword ocdghtemporary subject of social science in
whole, and in the field of international relatiansparticular. Many definitions have been given
to the term so that everyone can have the toobtopcehend it in better ways. However, as
many as the definitions and the perspective becdame;hardly possible to reach in to single
conceptual consensus.

When we look at the primordial definition of natjahhad very distinct meaning from that of
popular contemporary one. The original (ancienfjniteon of a nation- foreigner, unknown,
backward barbarous (Bereketeab 2007), had enti#fgrent meaning, if anything dichotomous
from its modern meaning-sameness and uniqueneblsr&gard to culture, language, ethnicity,
history and blood-relatedness. Benedict Andersi#9l) argues a nation is “an imagined
political community-and imagined as both inherenigited and sovereign” (p.6). Anderson
goes on to argue that it is imagined as commubigause, irrespective of the actual inequality
and exploitation that may prevail in each, the grais always conceived as a deep, horizontal
comradeship. Ultimately it is this brotherhood thatkes it possible, over the past two centuries,
for so many millions of people, not so much to,kal$ voluntarily to sacrifice one’s life for such

limited meanings(ibid).

Ernest Gellner (1983) in his bodlations and Nationalismatates that nations are the outcome of

modern social industrial organization. He states: th

“Nations are the artifacts of men's convictions émhlties and solidarities. A
mere category of persons (say, occupants of a geeitory, or speakers of a
given language, for example) becomes a nation df when the members of the
category firmly recognize certain mutual rights ashaties to each other in virtue
of their shared membership of it. Nationalism, tbel by which nations are
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formed, is, essentially, the general impositioradfigh culture on society, where

previously low cultures had taken up the liveshef tnajority, and in some cases

of the totality, of the population(p.7).

From the above two modern conceptions of nationcese sort out two shortcomings. While
Anderson ignores the importance of existing primardthnic, cultural and ancestral sameness;
Gellner underrates their very importance for aamatio be authentic. Comprised these two
missing points, Antony D. Smith gives consensuataigate concept of the nation. He adds the
role of existing naming of collectivitietheir boundary definition vis-a-vis outsidetkeir myths

of origin; and the activities of symbolic cultivati (Smith, 2009 emphasis mine). He continues
to contend that, not just as cultural nor ideolagjghenomena, nations were, rather, forged in

stages over longer periods out of pre-existingucaltand political ties.

Bereketeab (2007) states that scholars and eltienadists of nation formation quite often
emphasize the ways in which symbols, mythologidsiotical fabrications, legends, and
imagined genealogical descent contribute to thézegen of nations and national formations
(p.21). Such concepts are in many ways far lesseatious vis-a-vis how nations have taken
their current structure. For instance this notiaméhearned some places in Peter Allen definition
of nations as “results of complicated educatiomacess”, Hugh Seton-Watson as “community
of people, whose members are bound together byse s solidarity, a common culture, [and] a
national consciousness”, Max Weber as “the outcoroéspropagation of predestined
intellectuals who have access to cultural valueggd in Peggy A. Hoyle, 2001 p.10), Gellner as
products of industrial revolution, Anderson as loghrcts of invention and expansion of print-

media and mass communication.

One of the early modernist, but highly subjectigestressed by Peggy Hoyle (2001), is that of
Ernest Renan. Renan puts a nation as “soul” oritgpl principle” comprised ofa rich legacy

of memories’and“present-day consent, the desire to live togetkigitl, emphasis mine).

Joseph Stalin put if a nation is to be an authemtig, it is needed to be a historically defined
constituted, stable community of people, formedttmn basis of a common language, territory,

economic life, and psychological make-up manifestesl consensual common culture (ibid).
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Irrespective of some distinction in conceptualizthg term nation, one cannot neglect noticing
the subsequent accounts on nation. The first oberrigorial foundation. In order a nation to be
realized, territorial space and boundary is mangaib not sine qua non. The second equally
important instrument to define a nation is commityah history, language, myths, symbols,
shared values, common consensus about and futeireigih to live together. The latter is the
very indispensible aspect to exist its realizatmnthe future. Imagined or really existed the
consideration and protection of those shared valsethe main instrument that keeps all
members together having not only similar sentimamdd emotion but also the vision and

destination about their nation.

The third one is although the engineers of natigitding, nationalists, are the intelligentsia who
have the access to high culture, i.e. folk art statidardized educational accomplishment (as put
by Gellner (1983)), or who have the ability to uke remote pasto create the nation and to
mobilize the people, the sense of nationalism ghbalaccepted by the grass roots to hit its goal.
Emerson elaborated this concept contending “th@lpeaf a nation concerned must have a will
to live together—To have done great things togetrat the will to do more, these are the
essential conditions for a people. The existence of a nation.is .a daily plebiscite”(as cited in
Gil, 2014, p.2).

In addition to these all requirements, a relativedyv feature is also essential to the will to live
together as a nation. This feature is called ‘commocomplishment’. If people have removed a
common sufferings, problems or enemies they craatemmon sentiment of brotherhood and
comradeship. This common achievement might leanh tteeaccept the will to live together and

plan to struggle for potential challenges in thiziffe.

Putting all the concepts in nutshell, we can usectincrete definition of nation give by Anthony
D Smith as:

“A nation is named human population sharing an histterritory, common
myths and historical memories, a mass, public caejJtcommon achievement,
common destiny, a common economy and common lgb& and duties for all
members{Smith, 1991, p.14)
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2.1.2Nation Formation

Scholars have given many concepts regarding theepsoof nation formation. Bereketeab
(2007), for instance, mentions the two paths ofonmaformation-European and African paths.
He, consolidating Seton Watson’s argument, stéas“the early European nations, French and
English, are created whilst they created theirestathe nation was shaped within the common
framework of the state and that those who wereuebed from this common framework
(boundary) were not considered members of the mat{p.12). Seton-Watson puts two types of
nation formation which is, to some extent similarthe distinction given by Bereketeab. The
first type, “old continuous nations, refers to states which are believed to have begun in the
Medieval Ages and developed through an evolutiorancess in which the integration of a

greater section of society took place” (ibid).

The other path of nation formation, African oneti{algh it is not limited to Africa), is the
outcome of European colonialism. Most nations imtemporary Africa, Bereketeab (2007)
continues to contend, are the construction of dalomle. “The colonial powers amalgamated a
variety of geographical regions and ethnic groupt iartificially constructed territorial
nations.”(p.28). When the colonial powers left,sheations gain their own state with existing
territorial boundary. The formation of most Africaations such as Algeria, Mali, Sudan, Kenya,
Angola and others is typical to this classic. Sefdgaison calls this type as the formation of new
nations. He postulates that “the new nations, i@med in the era of nationalism and, as such,
were the ideologized products of educated élites mbhddled their populations according to the
national models of the old nations” (cited in Bextdab, 2007, p.29). The European nations
such as Croatia, Slovakia, Latvia, Bosnia HerzewmmviEstonia, Lithuania and Finland are
classified in this group (CCS, 2002).

Christopher Clapham (2001) argues that successfiilstrong nations are formed by making
war. He gives an account to warfare as an extreingbprtant source of national mythologies
and eponymous ancestors, to which and to whom iead@stantly appeal in times of peace. For
instance, the Eritrean war for liberation, as puBereketeab (2007) and Connell(1997), played

a great deal of role in igniting sentiment among trassroots and the bombarding of the
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Eritrean villages by Dergue army made the peopl@itothe armed struggle and create strong

national sentiment.

According to luliia Tsyrfa (2013), the cultural facs of nation formation have two aspects. The
first, exogenous aspect, is formed, shaped andapesh through globalization, interaction
between different states, geopolitical interactiamgd economic relation. The other, Endogenous
aspect, the better ground for nation formationggimost of the credits to interaction between
the society of the nation, historical memory, comndestiny, cultural heritage. The latter aspect
has a great role of significance in instigating -fe@eling’ supported by its members of the

society, thereby laying a steadfast foundatiortHerever-perpetuating reformation of the nation.
Nation Building Vs State building

Although this thesis deals with nation formationdamation-building accounts it would be
necessary to give brief concept about the two seglgniconflating subjects, most importantly
because, people tend to understand them as synoarythsise them interchangeably. Nation
building is about thereation of unique cultural identitthat refers to the particular territory of
the state (Scott, 2007). If the nation is not iretegent, this cultural identity eventually may lead
to call for autonomy and self- determination. Thatalonia in Spain, the Scotland in United

Kingdom, and the Tamils in Sri Lanka can be congides examples.

State building, on the other hand, refers theegras to build or rebuild the institutions of the
state such as bureaucracy. The state building gsomn be supported by external actors such as
NGOs and international community (ibid). Quite gany to this, the nation building process is

achieved by the elite nationalists and the involeetof the very society.

Using these critical issues lets now look at thpubar theories of nation formation so that we

can pick the appropriate model with which the Eatr nation formation corresponds.
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Theories of Nation Formation
1. Perennialism

This theory of nation formation lays the very seabés argument on the concept of primordial
essence of nations. Anthony D Smith (2009) stdtat t

“In the beginning’, the nation was perennial. It wagerywhere and in every
period. Ancient Egyptians, Assyrians, Persians,e&se not to mention Indians,
Chinese and Japanese were all ‘nations’, when there not ‘races’. For British

imperialists, the ‘English race’ had conquered aader of the globe, just as for
pan-Slavists, the young Russian ‘nation’ was th& meyorous power about to
replace an ailing West. In the same terms, Europeard Africans could equally
speak of the ‘African race’ as of an ‘African natioAnd, if Napoleon was intent
on eradicating a Jewish ‘nation’, so as to giveiundual Jews French citizenship,
anti-Semites from Wagner and Drumont to Hitler weesmt on exterminating a

Jewish ‘race™ ( p.3).

Thus, one can easily comprehend that a nation was $imultaneously with its race. The pith
point of this argument is that nations, like racae primeval and natural on their essence.
Proponents of this theory such as the German hastddeinrich von Treitschke and alike
extreme nationalists, as stated by Anthony D. Sifd@i09), argue that while individual nations
have high possibility of coming and going, ‘theiaat as a category and historical community
was eternal, an historical datum whose originslamehments could ultimately be traced back to
human biology, but which currently manifested ftsat a specific type of socio-cultural

community.

‘Crude’ (to use Smith’s term) nationalists are &ding exponents of this theory. They choose
to perpetuate the line of denial about the possibéking up human features for the state
formation and they try to convince the populatidrtte nation as the nation was, and by this
crucial reference shall be, its state of its owkthdugh this ideology is somehow popular by
nationalists of modern times it is dumped mostlyniydernists because it glosses over the very

phenomena of modern times like inventing traditjostsucturing history thereby shaping the
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formation of the nations. On top of that using &aand ‘nation’ interchangeably is its notorious
defective for there are some races which do nat,amtording to the basic elements of nation
formation cannot, create their own nation. The éfn-Americans are such a perfect hallmark of

this argument. They own a single race but they mavther nation nor state of their own.

Understanding this way, the assumption is thatdhmation of Eritrean nation does not go along
with this theory for two main reasons. First thaigrais multiethnic and multi-cultural, and
secondly, even the Eritrean elite nationalists aripat Eritrea is the result of Italian colonizatio

which occurred around a century ago.
2. Modernism

The prevalence of this school of thought has slagfter the World War 1. Smith (2009)

contends that:

“The shock of two World Wars, and the horrors of tHolocaust, undermined
both racist and nationalist ideologies, as wellths theoretical naturalism of the
‘perennialist’ understanding of nations. Not onlyasvnationalism condemned
along with fascism — the two being often conflasdorms of ‘tribalism’ — it no
longer became possible to equate the concept of ndteon with that of

‘race” (p.5).

Proponents of this theory, such as Ernest GelBenedict Anderson and Carl Deutsch, assert
that nations are the product of modern phenomenh as liberalism, rationalism, nationalist
ideologist and the rise of Modern Western values. Benedict Anderson (1991), for instance,
argues, the invention and subsequent disseminatiprinting played a significant deal of role in
creating nationalism and the nation. He sustaissahgument saying that the proliferation of
using vernacular languages (rather than Latin) ont pnedia, which later led to create high

culture of these languages, instigated the sensatmnal sentiment and nationalism.

Gellner (1983) in his bookations and Nationalisjowith some similarities but obviously also
with some other distinctions, postulates that thedemn nation is the result of industrial
revolution and subsequent social organization. &/hlisproving the primordialist theory, he
continues to argue that although that is how itsdoeeed present itself, nationalismnist the
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awakening of an old, latent, dormant force. Hetioores to contend that nationalism is in reality
the direct outcome of a new form of social orgamirabased on deeply internalized, education-
dependent high cultures, each protected by its state. To vindicate itself, it utilizes some of

the pre-existent cultures, generally transformimg in the long process, but it cannot possibly

use them all for this purpose.

For Deutsch, as mentioned in Smith (2009), the gerare of participant nations was based on
rapid social mobilization and increasing social ammications such as the Western states had
experienced from the eighteenth century. He stétalsit was possible to chart the steps by
which nations were ‘built’ through urbanization,c&d mobility, rising literacy rates, media
exposure and voting patterns by using their expegeas a model. Therefore, all these become
the products or dimensions of ‘a giant step forwardsocial evolution’ which is called

modernism.

According to modernists (as discussed in Smith920®odern society was growth oriented and
encouraged mobility and context-less messages.r@sudt, it was secular education in a specific
language that provided the key to modern identiy eitizenship. However, modernization was
uneven. It replaced small village units with larg@ates able to fund and support mass,
standardized education systems. But, as urbanizatioceeded, conflicts over scarce resources
arose in the city between the former inhabitant$ thie influx of newcomers from the country
who, if they happened to speak a different languagdave a different religion or skin color,
were most likely to find themselves excluded fromany urban benefits. At this point, their
intelligentsia urged their co-cultural proletariatsecede by forming a new nation and state. In
the modern epoch, therefore, it was nationalisn ithaented nations where they did not exist
(Gellner, 1983); and, whereas nations had no praearlier ‘agro-literate’ societies with peasant
masses ruled by tiny elites, they now became noelya sociological necessity but positively

functional for industrial modernity (ibid).

Eric Hobsbawn (1983) in his booKhe Invention of Traditionsnaintains this argument
explaining that the formation of nation is primwgrilostered by inventing traditions, myths,
symbols, heroic tales, social values and distirmims of the societies. The nationalists, the

engineers of nation formation, pick or fabricatesh features and disseminate them to their mass
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population so that they can serve as the foundatiaational commonalties thereby mobilize
the people and create a huge sentiment of onendssational identity. The documentation and
emission of public culture and history ensure thstanability of these processes to the next

generation by virtue of education which plays afgpaount significance.

In order to bring this elites and nationalists dnivnation creation to its ultimate fruitfulness,
Gellner (1983) mentions two sorts of mechanisms. dde hand the agents use the art of
persuasion to create ‘voluntariness, consent, dvéléherence, extraneous incentives and hopes,
loyalty and solidarity’. On the other hand, and nieeyif the first tool does not seem to work,
they take the actions ‘fear, coercion and compalsidhe cultural shreds and patches used by

nationalism side, he continues to assert, are @ftieitrary historical inventions.

Summing up this modernist perspective of nationmiion, the core point is being that the
nation is a byproduct of modern states of affand s attendants. Nationalism, the operation by
which the nation is formed, “is the general impositof a high culture on society, where
previously low cultures had taken up the livesha tajority, and in some cases of the totality,

of the population” (ibid, p.48).

This perspective, despite its prevalence, partibulmong scholars, is criticized by intellectual

nationalists because of its denigrating the prirhediatinctions of human beings such as
language, history, race, religion and traditiondadlwhich are the major instruments for nation
formation. They give counter- argument to the moi¢rconcept claiming that nations, as well

as their main vehicle nationalisms, were histolycaimbedded, not just in terms of temporal

sequence, but also in geo-cultural terms. Althotnghideology and movement of nationalism

might be recent and novel, nations were seen assfaf extended kinship and as such were
ubiquitous and coeval with the family (Smith, 2009)

In the case of Eritrea the constructed Modernisthedittest theory of its formation about which

will be discussed in detail in the subsequent arapt
2.1.3 National ldentity

Likewise the nation formation, national identity silt and shaped by nationalism and its

adherents. Nationalism, Gellner (1983) argues, ubes pre-existing, historically inherited
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proliferation of cultures or cultural wealth by lising them very selectively, and it most often
transforms them radically. To nationalists, Smit®91) gives another argument claiming; “to
the nationalist, as to an earlier generation obkuls, there was therefore no special problem
about the origins and causes of nations, no neeskpore the processes of their formation.

Nations were perennial; only their degree of selfi@ness and activism varied” (p.14).
Additionally Smith puts the key features of existerof national identity as following:

1. An historic territory or homeland

2. Common myths and historical memories

3. Common, mass public culture

4. Common legal rights and duties for all members

5. A common economy with territorial mobility foembers (ibid).

These features given by Smith are not exhaustifecaDrse there are other factors such as
common achievement, shared predicament, commonaa@ar languages, religion, shared
values and belief systems among the members. Bdspinlg many, those common assumptions
of national identity, more or less, go in tandenthwaach other. The first criterion is a sine qua
non for national identity. National identity, astioa, needs to own its territorial boundary and
space on where the authenticity of the nationahtitle is built. Asserting this common
assumption Peggy Hoyle (2001) asserts that natienadory is the very place which serves to
qualify for the exercise of self determination,itas recognized by the international community,
territory—specifically, territory within coloniallglefined borders—is essential, because, mostly,
the nation’s unique history is represented in ttaion’s unique piece of territory—its
‘homeland,” the primordial place of its ancestarBis homeland or historic territory can further
be described as the ‘museum of historic memorieb associations, the place where ‘their’

sages, sacred saints and heroes lived (ibid).

Scholars explicate different assumptions for tretuees listed on the fourth and fifth aspects
elements of national identity formation. Here, thiesis will not discuss about these issues
either. It is to the second and third elementsatiomal identity that very focus of the research is
given. The very role of history and culture for atieg national identity will be elaborated

subsequently.
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A. History and National Identity

Many scholars argue that most of nationalisms atthmal identities use the reference of past
history to legitimatize their nation and nationdémtity claim. History, for nationalists, “serves
as a toolbox from which they wittingly select pstmes which fit with their present purpose.”
(Bereketeab, 2007, p.43). Bereketeab continuesxpoess that this ‘toolbox’ is utilized as a
major bridge which connects the past existencbehtation and, not only to the present but also
to the future continuity and strength of the nagiomlentity. It is also used to express the
generisnational identity thereby differentiating from etinational identities. It is this important
instrument, true or fabricated, to which elite oaélist appeal the plausibility of their movement
so that they can mobilize the society. It servea psychological bond between the past and the
present. Therefore, the forging of the nationahtdg is started by forging national history. The
national identity must, essentially, encompasspaltts of the society and should touch upon

every aspects of the society’s sense.

Consolidating this concept Hobsbawn (1983) ass$eststhe very foundation of national identity
consciousness is built upon the ability tontrol the pastto write history and invent tradition
(emphasis mine). Here what he means by ‘to cotielpast’ is nationalist historians write the
history of their nation according to their natiasivision and their myths of political history.
The past is being in control so that the preseqt fature can be shaped. The past is being
restructured in order to define the present dioectof national identity because having
distinctive history is among the key measuresHerdreation of national identity, as Smith put it,
in national identity, “God has removed to the masgof the world and society. In its main

tenets, nationalism has no place for the divinehi(B, 2007, p.14).

Regardless of the historical accuracy, the veryoitgmce of history in creating national identity
is to enhance the sense of shared belongingnesnakidg the people of the nation to have the
concern and will to live together by stressing ttegicestors have done things together (Smith,

2007) thus, underscoring the significance of thaiowoiity of this chain to do more.

Rapheal Utz (2005) amplifies the necessity of nysfor national identity formation, giving the
term ‘usable past’. According to Utz, ‘usable past'the search for historical experiences which

might be drawn on in the effort to legitimize arntdkslize the new system” (p.14). History, for
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nationalists, is the Holy Book of the people. Thisly book of the people, Utz continues to
posit, “is of great importance because, invalualblis the mirror of their past and their doings;
the record of revelation and morality, the legadyancestors to their descendants, it is

supplement to and an explanation of the presedtaarexample for the future” (p.13).

Nationalists could only hope for a plausible, apgraximate, reconstruction of the successive
epochs of the community’s ethno-history, one thmatla fulfill their requirement for continuity
in the designated homeland, but always within tlaeameters of received knowledge. By
seeking documentary evidence and using the ideatheofnew social ‘sciences’, cultural
nationalists hoped to place their political progeon firm historical foundations and convince

their kinsmen, as well as a hostile world, of theth of their claims (Smith, 2007).

Understanding this way, nationalist historians saltee lion’s share in shaping, or creating
national identity for that matter. It is them, imtmodern times, who take tbheable pasfrom

the history and use as a powerful tool to constthet present and the future of the national
identity. They do not, obviously, take the pastdng as it is. They cautiously pick the parts
which are onlyserviceable.Other unimportant facts are glossed over. If tlégsprove the
national identity they are severely criticized agdored, or labeled as the dangers of national

identity.

The nationalist historians and intelligentsia dre tnen and women, who rediscovered, selected
and reinterpreted existing ethnic symbols, memomeghs, values and traditions, and out of
these elements forged the narratives of the ng&omith, 2007). This point is to illustrate that
nationalist historians have the access and, actidi their ideology the right, to reshape, alter
the history the nation so that it can fit with tleeent design of the national identity. Supporting
this concept Ernest Renan (1882) in his letter,é®cequec’est une nation’ (what is a nation?)
points that in nation-building “forgetting, | woulkeven go so far as to say historical error, is a

crucial factor in the creation of nation formatigeited in Bereketeab, 2007, p.89).

Montserrat Guibernau (1996) stipulates two elemesftsnational identity—continuity and
differentiation. Continuity asserts the primordmgture of the nation and defines a nation as “a
historically rooted entity that projects into futurlt takes the members of the nation to their

remote ancestors and earlier cultures in the haordetaa relatively unbroken line of succession”
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(cited in Hoyle, 2001, p.11). By doing so, the oa#l identity confirms its originality and
historical authenticity by which the set of shaesgeriences and commonalities are ascertained.

Differentiation, On the other hand, ensures thatrthtion issui generisn such a way allows its
members to distinguish themselves from other saemgrhis constructed modernist ‘Us-them
alienation’ is a very powerful instrument of creatinational identity and maintaining it for
eternity. Discussing this stance Martin argues thedpite the fact that identity implies both
uniqueness and sameness, one identity cannot beedein isolation: the only way to
circumscribe an identity is by contrasting it agaiother identitiesigac & Unal, 2013).This
dichotomization theory is further backed the camdtvist notion of Anna Triandafyllidou. She
claims that “for a nation to exist, it is presuppdghat there is some other community, some
other nation, from which it needs to distinguisgeif. The nation thus is understood as a part of a
dual relationship rather than as an autonomougcaetained unit” (Mahoney, 2012). Taking
this perspective, Mahoney (2012) argues “ if Namibad failed in its ability to create an ‘us’
versus ‘them’ relationship with the Germans, andemmportantly the South Africans during its

liberation struggle, they would have failed to ¢esidenationof Namibia” (p.9).

Sorenson (1990) states Eritreans consider thenssdigeiplined and civilized than Ethiopians.
Abbay (2001) contend this idea saying an Eritreafigssor in a conference of political economy
of Ethiopia held in John Hopkins University, at t8ehool of Advanced International Studies
(SAIS) in 1988, has mentioned that Eritrean haverivalized technology more than Ethiopians.
He goes on to argue that Eritreans perceive theesels more modernized and developed than
Ethiopians. These dichotomization methods are tsedaintain the discrepancies between two
groups or societies and then to create Us-them aliigntThis mentality results in comparing
one’s identity with others and praising your idgntnd denigrating the ‘other’. For instance
Eritrean use many times the phrase ‘Nihna Ertralyyareaning ‘We-Eritreans’ in their
expression. It is even like a logo. This expresssoimtended to encompass all the people and to

differentiate from other people.

Another scholar S. Chuhrov offers to name as thenttransplantation” (in medicine — the
rejection of an alien tissue). The value “transidamith the alien blood group” are rejected with

the national value systems. The latter values @atstthemselves in the international political
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continuum (or affirm their identities). The clashvalues usually leads to self-identification, and
the more intense it is, the harder (but at the sime clearer) is the identification process
(Tsyfra, 2013). Erikson termed it contending thabrder any identity to be consolidated; it is

indispensable “being the same as one self as wélémg different” (Erikson, 2010).

In a similar vein the nation history can be usead@stinuinganddifferentiatingfactor for the
consolidation of the so-called national identityheTformer aspect, it can be an instrument to
form a shared past experiences and heroic deedissagaternal forces. Thus, the continuity
factor urges the necessity of perpetuating thesdsiéor generations. To do so, the nationalists
aim “to ground the nation on firm and authenticrfdations, preferably with sound documentary
evidence, and they do this rediscovering, seleamdreinterpreting the past in order to provide
a cognitive framework” (Smith, 2007, p.102).

The other factor, differentiation, can use the ord@f§ history as a tool. Wars, resistances,
rebellions and past violence are among the magoes which instigate alienation and we-them
tandem. Any identity, no matter its richness inwd and history, cannot stand by itself. It needs
an “other” to define itself. Understanding this wdystory is the narration of struggles and
heroic battles against the significant “other” aghiinsider or outsider. The more distinct the
differentiation is the identity becomes stronged anore solid. The historical victories and
triumphs against external forces create a unifyaogor inside the society and, as the same time

expand the distinction from the “others”, hencepnfmg strong national identity.

The overall assumption is that history plays a i@uole in forging a nation and forming and
maintaining national identity. Nationalists or teeu Anthony D. Smith’s term ‘Political
archeologists’ utilize history atouble-edged daggen order to continue the process of unifying
the people, and to differentiate from other exteomes. Smith (2007) helping this case argues
that the task of the ‘political archeologists’  ‘reshape the present state of affairs of the
community through a reinterpretation of its paspasts at the point where the basic social and
symbolic processes have developed and converge@ate the possibility of a national form of
community” (p.76).
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B. Culture and National Identity

In its modern definition of, “culture is a derivagdi of individual experience, something learned
or created by individuals themselves or passed conhém socially by contemporaries or
ancestors” (Avruch, 1998, p.2). As mentioned earBmith considers common public culture as
one of the five instrumental factors to create oral identity. Martin Glassner in his book
Political Geographydefines “nation” as [a] group of people witlt@mmon culturgsharing one

or more important culture traits such as religidanguage, political institutions, valuesnd
historical experience”( cited in Hoyle, 2001, peéSnphasis mine). The importance of culture in
creating and shaping national identity is, thussightforward. If it so, the follow-up question to
this statement would be; what about in the muhirét nation or nation-to-be where there are

more than one major religions, languages and aheusral dimensions?

Nationalist or “political archeologists” draw up@ossible best solution in this state of affairs.
The very practical up-to-date are ‘promoting poéti culture orand ‘differentiation method'.

The political culture refers to national holidaysyic rights and public cultures based on
historical victories and myths. In a multi-culturallieu, modern nationalists prefer to construct
their own types of public culture by making suialib their ideals and visions of national
autonomy, unity and identity. Their tasks are tf@eeto rediscover, select and reinterpret the
past or pasts of a given community, reshape itseq@ion of its present state thereby helping to

regenerate the community (Smith, 2007).

Moreover the very priority is given to political loure at the expense of folk culture. National
holidays are supposed to be more important thagioat or other cultural holidays. Traditional

values are replaced by overarching national palitialues, and if they are competitive the
former ones are highly denigrated and glossed dvyes.homogenization process of the different
cultures by virtue of citizenship and patriotisnrade to “the creation of newly constructed
identities. The continuity of the process will alead to be permanent in the identity as well”
(ibid).

In a nationalism which aims unique single natiadehtity culture has little or no place. Instead
of promoting diversity and traditional values thationalists prioritize in creating political

culture which can be used as a vehicle to takénéd goals. This political culture is created,
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shaped and reshaped by reconstructing the encomg@asyl exhaustive character of any given
common identity unit within historical viewpoint lorder to this identity get stronger and solid
there should be preponderancenetessity, urgency, external thremtd relative capability as
well as its internalization by the given societyrdlp 1997:26, cited irina¢ & Unal, 2013

emphasis mine).

The importance ohecessity, urgengndexternal threato construct firm political culture and,
hence, creating steadfast loyalty to the naticdenhiity lays on one very essential rationale. This
rationale is that these three factors are veryulidef reminisce about national identity and to
bring back national consciousness which was dorfmntnany reasons. Clapham (2001) even
dares to assert that it is war which makes theonaind the national identity strong. Therefore
civic (political) culture is basically a sort of &iting pot’ that subordinates ethnic, racial, and
cultural differences to the assimilating logic of@mmon culture (Gilroy 1993: 72, citediimac

& Unal, 2013).

The ‘differentiation method’ is another instrumeot carve strong national identity. In the
previous topic, we have in detail discussed thaeatity stands by itself. It needs “other” rival
identities against which it can define itself. Th@nception works for, if not especially, cultural
dimension of identity. Distinctiveness is as equiahot more, necessary as commonness for
authentic cultural identity. Derrida elaboratets tboncept saying that all cultures or cultural
identities have their ‘other’ of the ‘self (as @it inina¢ & Unal, 2013). Exclusion, not to say
detestation, the ‘other’ of the ‘self’ is the keydreate strong national identity, or any idenfiity
that matter.

Taylor argues that identity is partly constructed recognition or its absence, often by the
misrecognition and alienation of the others (ibi@gllner (1983) postulates that the cultural
distinction and the capacity to alienate themselivemn others, can be and eventually is a
positive advantage for the entire collectivities potential collectivities, of these victims okth
newly emergent world of theirs. It enables them canceive and express their grudge,
resentments and discontents in intelligible terinsthis situation they merely are united by
shared culture but shared exclusion or shared gaetint such as suffering together, oppression,

horizontal hatred, common traumatic experiencecahahialism.
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On the other hand, this condition of imagination &eling of separation and unigqueness has its
own repercussions. The practice of collective definition by means of boundary delineation is
the result of “differentiation and exclusion of, ifot suspicion and antagonism towards,
neighbors and others in general” (as citedhisc & Unal, 2013, p.4). According to Breuilly, “to
the degree that the culture of nationalism is tigékclusive and defines its membership in terms
of narrowly based common culture, nationalism tetmde xenophobic, authoritarian, and
expansionist” (ibid).

Cultures which contradict or undermine the cohesiod vibrancy of a sense of national identity
are less-emphasized or eliminated, if possible ghdrso that the national identity can be unique
and distinct. ‘Transnational cultures’ are thetfiwgctims of this process. These cultures can be
the existent or potential threats to weaken theseseof uniqueness. If something exists

somewhere else it is no way that it can be regaegednique. For this or other unmentioned
reasons, these cultures are worth reshaping there is possible chance eliminating from the
national value. This can be achieved by educatigmaicy, ceremonies, and narratives,

denigrating their importance of the cultures amdating hostilities toward them or their carriers.

This leads “to hostility, contradiction and discaepy as well as denying, humiliating and

negating the ‘other” ihac & Unal, 2013, p.5), thereby instigating a ptitdrconflict between

the ‘unique’ nation and the ‘other’.

The two aforementioned factors for prevalence dtucal national identity are undertaken at the
expense of traditional and ethnic identities. Suppg this notion Gellner (1983) contends that
nationalist ideology claims to protect folk cultunile in fact it is forging a high culture; it
claims to speak for an old folk society while irctfduilding up an anonymous mass society. It
preaches and defends cultural diversity, when ehifamposes and promotes homogeneity both
inside and, to a lesser degree, between politiviés.u

As far as the Eritrean national identity is coneerioth the differentiation and prioritizing the

political culture are used as main tools of corting national identity (Abbay, 1997; Hedru,

2003). The ‘we-them’ strategy is broadly implemente create distinctive identity. In a similar

vein, the political culture also plays its roleencompassing all the people with different cultural
background, religious beliefs and language. Thssigsis discussed in detail in the ensuing
chapter.
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CHAPTER THREE
Eritrean Nation Formatio n and National Identity

3.1 Brief Description of Eritrea

Eritrea is said to have its name from Greek weerythred meaning ‘red’. The nameas first
adopted for Italian eran 189(, ascolonia primogenitafirst born colony (Abbay, 200.With its
capital at Asmara, it is bordered by Sudan in tlstywEthiopia in the south, and Djibouti in-
southeast. The northeastern and eastern partstiifeEnave an extensive coastline along the

sea.

Map of Eritrea within Africasource upload.wikimedia.org

Some ruins found ifEritrea are thought to date from -Aksumite civilization. The powerft
kingdom of Aksum, which began to develop aroundedtary B.C, madets capital Axum,
coveringits territory from Tigra, northern Ethiopia anthe most of the present day of Erit
extended to the Red sea and southern Arabia. Aduliancient port, was used for foreign tr
exchanges during the civilization (Hen 2001). After the decline of Aksumite civilizatio
around 7 century AD, the astal Red sea areas and the Dahlak islands beaziee control o

Muslim traders. The highland area was administratelbcal aristocratic rule (ibid).
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The Turkish arrived in the red sea at the beginoinge" century. For the next 300 years (with a
few short-lived intervals) the coast including @t of Massawa belonged to the Ottomans. By
the middle of 19 century, the Egyptians invaded enmodday Sudan and occupied the highland
part of present Eritrea which was under administmabf Emperor Yohannes IV of Ethiopia. He

appointed Ras Alula as the governor of most highlparts. The Western lowlands of modern
day Eritrea were taken by the Egyptians includimg port of Massawa. The Ethiopian Emperor
Yohannes eventually forced a battle. In 1875 atr@et; in Adi Quala in modern day southern
Eritrea, and later at Gura, near Dekemhare, Empéobannes defeated the Egyptian Armies.
After then, much of the present day of Eritreamiti@ry was administrated as integral part of
Abyssinia. After a decade, Italy stepped in as asssor of the Egyptians. The Italians took
control of Assab in 1869 and Massawa in 1885. A&tnby further expansion, Emperor

Yohannes IV challenged the Italians by defeatirgrthin Dogali and other few places (Henze,
2001).

In 1889 Emperor Yohannes was killed in battle wMhhdists (Sudanese) in Metemma. This
created a golden opportunity to the Italians tg steto the highland parts of Eritrea. At the
struggle with Mahdists preoccupied the Ethiopiath®, Italians were left to get on with the
realization of their colonization and military artibns. In 1889 the Treaty of Wechale was
signed between the Italians and the later to bedeongMinilik. In exchange for granting Italy

the region that was to later become Eritrea, thkahs recognized Minilik's sovereignty and

give him the right to import armies freely througthiopia (Henze, 2001).

At last in 1890, Italy declared the birth of @slonia primogeniteor first born colonyof Eritrea.
Then after, the Italians continued to colonizergdtfor five decades. With breaking out of WW
Il the British army waged war against Italians iasEAfrica. In 1941 the British drove out the
Italians from Eritrea the Italian colonization camb@ an end. Eritrea had begun to be
administrated by the British Military AdministratiqAbbay, 2006).

In 1947 a Commission of inquiry consisting the W,SA, France and the Soviet Union found
the population divided into three main factionso-gthiopian Unionists, anti-Unionists and
members of a Pro-ltalia party. Following this, tétrean case was referred to the UN General

Assembly in 1948 in order to decide the Eritre@t®f Consequently, the UN resolution 390 A
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(V) passed an adoption to Federate Eritrea witholth. The resolution called for Eritrea and
Ethiopia to be linked through a loose federal stmec under the sovereignty of the Emperor.
Eritrea was to have its own administrative andgiadistructure, its own flag, and control over its
domestic affairs, including police, local admingdion, and taxation. The federal government,
which for all intents and purposes was the existmgerial government, was to control foreign
affairs (including commerce), defense, finance, #nashsportation. Following two years, the
federation was implemented (Henze, 2001).

In 1958, a group of Eritreans founded the Eritrdaberation Movement (ELM). The
organization mainly consisted of Eritrean studeptgfessionals and intellectuals. Under the
leadership of Hamid Idris Awate, it engaged in destine political activities intended to
cultivate resistance to the centralizing policiéthe imperial Ethiopian state. However, by 1962,
the ELM had been discovered and destroyed by irmpauithorities (Bereketeab, 2007).

When Feudal government of Emperor Haile Selassigatarally dissolved the Eritrean
parliament and annexed the country in 1962, thedan Liberation Front (hereafter ELF) was
formed and waged an armed struggle for independeibe ensuing Eritrean war for
independence went on for 30 years against suceeE$hiopian governments until 1991, when
the Eritrean People’s Liberation Front (EPLF), acassor of ELF, defeated the Dergues forces
(Henze, 2001).

Following the UN-supervised 1993 referendum in Whithe Eritrean people voted for

independence, Eritrea declared its independengereleThe EPLF took power changed its name
to People’s Front for Democracy and Justice (PF@3}ablished a one-party state along
nationalist lines and banned further political wtyi Issayas Afewerki (formerly the vice leader

of EPLF During the armed struggle), is the incumb®nesident of the county since its

independence (ibid). It has now six administrare@es (in Tigrigna, Zobatat) called Anseba,
Central, Gash-Barka, Northern Red Sea, SoutherrSeadind Southern.
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Sash-Barka

Political and administrative map of Eritrea, smuwww.mapsopensource.com
3.2 Eritrean Nation Formation

After three decades of bloody war, Eritrea gainsdindependence in 1991 de facto and two
years later de jure. The Eritrean People Liberattoont (EPLF) became Peoples’ Front for
Democracy and Justice (PFDJ) and begun to adnatesthe country being the only legal
political Party. One of the main listed prioritiess be achieved by the party was sustaining and

constructing the formation national identity (Bezedab, 2007).

The Eritrean nation, like most African countries,the result of Italian colonization. It is the
perfect epitome of multiethnic nations with one doant ethnicity. The population size of
Eritrean is 6,527,689. It has nine recognized ethes: Tigrinya 55%, Tigre 30%, Saho 4%,
Kunama 2%, Rashaida 2%, Bilen 2%, other (Afar, Bemir, Nera) 5%. The main religions are
Muslim, Coptic orthodox Christian, Roman CatholiedaProtestant (CIA World Fact Book,

2015). The languages are also as many as the i&isiic

In this multi-ethnic, multi-religious, multi-lingwand as a result multi-cultural society, the very
basics to form as a nation is the common historycolonization and the struggle for

independence (Bereketeab, 2007). This suggestarthéitethnic society of Eritrea become a
nation not because of shared culture, common lagggw@mmon religion or the same primordial

history but because of ‘shared predicament’ andulsequent ‘common accomplishment’ of the

32



shared predicament, one of which is colonialisrmeBt Renan (1882) provides an optimum

illustration to this concept saying:

“People share a glorious heritage as well, regreisd a common program to
realize. Having suffered, rejoiced, and hoped tbgetis worth more than
common taxes or frontiers that conform to stratadeas and is independent of
racial or linguistic considerations. “Suffered taper”, | said, for shared
suffering unites more than joy does. In fact, pdsiof mourning are worth more
to national memory than triumphs because they imphgties and require a

common effort.(p.10)

Bereketeab (2007) states that the communitiesldbert constituted the Eritrean nation had very
minimum, if not nothing, common experience of imegd socio-economic and cultural life
prior to Italian colonial rule. Therefore, it isishcommon suffering’ and the struggle to remove
the suffering that made them collaborated andetheconstitute as a nation. Lobban notes that
the argument is that this common tradition of ca@boppression and suffering has brought a

common national culture (as mentioned in Bereket2@07).

That being said, there is no documented national®tements during the Italian colonization.
Even though the territorial formation Eritrean oatiwas made by the Italian colonizers, “the
very sense of Eritrean nation was made largelyutyinoits very struggle for independence
against Ethiopia” (Bereketeab, 2007, p.225). In thadernist theory of nation formation, as
discussed previously, nationalist elites and othezlligentsia play the main role in forming,

shaping and constructing the nation. They draw upsable past’ to authenticate the legitimacy

of the nation formation.

In the case of Eritrea the elite nationalists aachltatants were and still are the engineers or
political archeologists of the formation of the inat Myths, traditions, shared exclusions and
sufferings are taken as the basics to create tmenomality. This commonality has its own other
in order to ‘define’ itself. As discussed in theedmetical framework of nation formation,
modernists postulate that the nation formation @sedas to be authenticated by differentiating

itself from the ‘other’.
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Smith (2007) argues that in nation formation precéise nation does not need to be artificially
fabricated de novo, careful selection of populanit traditions, symbols and memories, and the
elevation of some of them to the exclusion of athdtr simply works on reinterpreting and

adjusting the historical narratives conceived Wfedent intellectuals to the ethnic realities oe th

ground, or choosing a narrative and dialect from @gion or ethnic community to represent the
whole. Nationalist selection has to respond to tleeds, values, memories, symbols and
traditions of different segments of the designagiedulation, just as the latter in turn had to be

taught the virtues and ideals of ‘their’ natiortle very moment of its creation.

In the Eritrean case, the struggle for independe¢akes the lion’s share for its formation. As
stated by Professor Tekeste Negash, Italian cdismais not strong enough to propel ex-
colonial society into nationhood he struggle against the ‘other’, in this case @itd, creates
common culture over the course of history. Ther&ai society has built images and myths of
its heroes that enrich its common history and clideste its common culture (Bereketeab, 2007,
p.217). The shared exclusion and suffering createdmon civic culture. The common history
of resistance and struggle serves a powerful oomajol, for that matter. In every Eritrean
public and national holiday, in every national amh songs and arts the struggle for
independence is disseminated. As a nation is beamgtantly built, this process seems to be
ever-lasting. The assumption is, thus, the civipditical aspect of Eritrean national identity is
of great significance. Eritreans celebrate thetromaas being exceptionally ethical and contend
that dignity and fairness are what differentiatesnt from other societies (Hoyle, 2001). The
elite nationalists believed that they are more wedern than the Ethiopians. This comparison

plays a great deal of significance in praisingrth#onalistic ideology of Eritrea.

What constituted Eritrea as a nation is barelydtimic aspect but political aspect. And what
holds up its existence is not the common cultdrthere is any, but the civic aspect of national
identity. Bereketeab (2007) explains the very ainmation-building of the fighters during the

struggle for independence (particularly the EPL&) Ino basics of ethnicity, religion, language
or culture. If anything, referring to these aforerti@ened elements would have, for some period
of time had, forestalled the formation of the natiti was, and even now it is, the commonality

of resistance and “suffering” (actual or invented)ich had been mirrored in the widespread
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belief in common ancestry. The common accomplishmeade to remove the “suffering” also

has its very role in consolidating the commonality.

The resistance of, Woldemikael, Bahta Hagos, tluhale Treaty (see Bereketeab, 2007, pp. 66,
78, 217,) and otharsable pastsre used to create genealogical connection thdmeyng the
binding means with the current generation and pmgathe formation of the nation is authentic
and legitimate. Sorenson argues, “Eritrean natismaldoes not typically appeal to a deeply-
rooted historical identity, but begins with Italiaolonialism and stresses the development,
through several stages, of a new identity basecbammon experience” (as cited in Hoyle, 2001,
p.18). Be that as it may, the common experienchafed predicamerdoes not suffice to create
the nation. Some sorts past actions such as nesgstand other heroic myths against common
enemies are required to form the sense of togethsrms it is argued, no nation can come to
reality without creating its own unique ‘usable tha$his ‘usable past’ of us-them has to be
upheld through sacrifice. Smith (2007) argues tihatmost strong of the cultural resources of the
nation was the ideal of a national destiny thatimegl constant striving and sacrifices on behalf
of the community. Struggle and sacrifice were tleg kngredients of political Romanticism.
Some have even claimed that regular blood sacrdfcthe nation’s youth is essential to the
creation and preservation of the nation and naltiemsons. The current duty for military

conscription of young Eritrean for unlimited periofitime is the perfect earmark of this concept.

Putting altogether, these actual or imagined histbexperiences that members of the society
have experienced or believe themselves to haverierged, (Bereketeab, 2007) gave a path to

formation of the Eritrean nation.
3.3 Eritrean National Identity

In 1950 the UN General Assembly declared that F&aitshall constitute an autonomous unit
federated with Ethiopia under the sovereignty @ Bthiopian Crown” (Hoyle, 2001, p.1). The
Then Emperor Haile Selassie of Ethiopia’s claim e Eritreans have the same historical and
ancestral origin with the Ethiopians which datedkb#n 3000 years ago before and the Eritrean
territory had remained as Ethiopian sovereignttayibefore the colonial Italy snatched it. The
Ethiopian government’s statement was that:

35



“Ethiopians and Eritreans are incontestably one a&nel same people . . . The
history of Eritrea has been one with that of Etligop. .The race is the same, the
language except for dialectical differences, is sagne. The culture and habits

are identical .. . (quoted in Sorenson, 1990, P. 2).

The Tigrigna and afar speaking, and other soci@ti¢sthiopia and Eritrea were the very proof
of this argument which used by the time.

Supporting this notion Clapham maintains that “tieethern part of Ethiopia, which included
Eritrea, was historically the core of the Ethiopempire, but lost its position of primacy as the
core crept southward over time. The movement ofdbe southward was evidenced by the
relocation of the Ethiopian capital from Axum tolibela to its current location of Addis Ababa.
Consequently, the south grew in stature while thedan north became more dependent and
isolated—peripheralized” (cited in Hoyle, 2001, §).1

Following this resolution the Eritrean elite natidists and nationhood proponents opposed this
resolution by claiming that Eritrea was never nealhrt of Ethiopia and Eritreans have nothing
in common with the Amharic-speaking dominant Etilaog (Bereketeab, 2007, Hoyle, 2001).
However their claim for independence and nationhwad not accepted and they considered that
“the world community had denied Eritrean indeperm#ean the grounds th&ritrea was not a
distinct nationbut instead a compilation of tribes, half of whiethe Christians—were part of
the Ethiopian nation” (Hoyle, 2001 p.14 emphasisai

When the Eritrean elite nationalists commenced drsieuggle for independence, the very
motive was that ‘Eritrea were not and cannot be& paEthiopia’. Thus, the basic of Eritrean
Identity is that being different from Ethiopian oné it is the existing similarities with the
Ethiopian culture and history which forestall thdrom having their own nation, creating
difference should bring it. During the struggle fodependence the process of nation building
was one of the key tasks of the elite nationa(Bereketeab, 2007). The nation-building process
had the vision of creating single Eritrean natioitantity that override other identities and
eliminate other rival identities. As it is imposigitio build a national identity with transnational
histories the Eritrean elite nationalists soughtorge asui generisnational identity with which

they proof the uniqueness and authenticity of thgon. Even after independence this forging
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the nation is being undertaken. In order to achithis, the common past with Ethiopian,
especially Tigrean people, had to be rejected. Atieer new identity had to be invented or
modified. As Abbay (2001) put it “ in the processhwilding a nation, Eritrean continued to

invent a distinct identity, invalidating pre-exigdi kinship, ethnic and religious allegiances”
(p-32).

Although, as it is discussed in the earlier subptdras, there are many components to construct
national identity, this thesis only discusses tis¢ohnical and cultural features of Eritrean nationa

identity.
3.3.1 Eritrean History and National Identity

The Eritrean history is of paramount significancethe national identity, but of course not all of
it. In fact, the Eritrean history is of an overarahfactor for the Eritrean national identity. Smit

(2009) argues that nationalists are very seledive precautious in terms of utilizing ‘usable
past’. The Eritrean nationalists, thus, only seldw historical events which promote the

uniqueness and distinctiveness of the Eritrearonaliidentity.

Historians play a great deal of role in shaping pnesent and future by controlling the past.
German historians such as Treitschke, Karamzinsendral others were had active engagement
not only in conducting historical research but atsconstructing usable past for the unification
of Germany (Utz, 2005). This case is the same itrdar Eritrean historian nationalists have
constructed and are reconstructing the Eritreatofyigor the sake of national identity building.

It is the struggle for independence which covees rtigjor history. Any historical event which
disprove the core point “Eritrea had been nevenlpzet of Ethiopia” (Bereketeab, 2007, p.167)
is glossed over or severely denigrated. This sh&ystdry disseminated in all educational text-
books and media.

This ‘differentiating’ aspect of national identity derived from some sorts of usable past. The
rebellions and resistance of Bahta Hagos, Ra'esid¥vioichael, Degiat Tessema Imam and
others (Bereketeab, 2007) are deemed as a bagfsefaritrean nationalism. In this resistance is

shaped to nationalism. As smith (2007) stated i@@thistory wrong is part of being’ and as far
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as this gives any contribution to forge nationantity, applying it, no matter its repercussions,

is for granted.

In a similar vein, in the PFDJ’s Eritrean histoany connection with Ethiopian whatsoever is
denied or omitted. On the media, historical boakational holidays, educational programs,
historical researches, art galleries and other tevigris the struggle against Ethiopia is over-
emphasized. On the contrary any historical evemithvenhances the unigueness of Eritrean
national identity is given a huge place. An EPLPlmation in Tigrinya alludes to Wolde

Michael Solomon as a pre-colonial leader who brat@lght the Ethiopian Emperor, Yohannes
IV. But this member of the traditional highland rldf was the notorious scourge of many

Muslims because of ‘his bloody assaults and caltieing’, and could hardly be an Eritrean

nationalist hero, revered by both Christians andliviis alike - he retreated when the Italians
arrived, fought against them on the side of Ettap@nd went to Axum, the centre of the

Christian Amhara/Tigrean culture (Araya, 1990).

No country but Ethiopia has, based on legal int&wnal laws, claimed Eritrea as its part of
Territory. In a similar vein no country but Ethiaphas very similar, if not indistinguishable,
culture, ethnic kinship, language and religion asnsocieties of Eritrea. But all these are denied
and rejected, because mostly, it sternly contradicth the vision of creating sui generis national
identity. Contending this standpoint Abbay (200djuees that the EPLF have refused to summon
the rich and romantic trans-Mereb past becauseribi serviceable. This is done to achieve the
quest to be different. Thus, ‘not being Ethiopias’the pillar ‘other’ of Eritrean National
identity. And history, according to the nationtdjshas to provide evidence for this statement.
History, here, is instrumentalised and utilizedaadefensive element and the starting point for
‘we-them’ tandem of national identity. This in tumvolved much inventive reconstructing of

Eritrean history, in the interests of ‘national tyh{Clapham, 2001).

Erlich argued that “Eritreanism . . . was esselytitile negation of Ethiopianism rather than a
historically rooted supratribal, supralinguisticydasuprareligious sense of Eritrean affiliation”
(cited in Hoyle, 2001, p.16). Eritrean nationalistere labeled as ‘dissatisfied Ethiopians’.
However, No matter the authenticity of their naliood was, they are now able to brought to

reality their vision of independent nation. Histotlyerefore, had been used as ‘differentiation’
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and ‘continuity’ factor. In the former case, thesed it as to exclude from the Ethiopian identity
thereby alienating other contradictory identitieghe national identity. On the latter one, history
of resistance and rebellion served as the stapimgt so that the current generation would adore
these past deeds and continue to make sacrifidefémd the nation against potential or invented
threats. These two identity components are whawathembers of the nation to both appreciate
their collective continuity and to differentiateesthnation from others. In the field of nations and

nationalism what counts is not what is, but whaelsto be (Smith, 2007). These methods had
been widely used to forge the national identity.sMonportantly what matters is not what the

history exactly was but what it is wanted to ha@érbeAnd as every nation is an ongoing and
always unfinished project (Gill, 2014); these samethods are being broadly being used. They
continue to “embark upon a conscious invention d#ntities, in effect assaulting the past’

(Abbay, 2001, p.31).

Abbay (1997) states that:

“The burden of the past that Eritrea shares witlgrély was turned into a tabula
rasa where an ideological history was being writtainesh. According to the
EPLF, the peoples of present-day Eritrea and Etisidpred essentially apart
from each other and in a state of mutual isolatiamtil the close of the nineteenth
century. Hence the argument is that 'these two higigng peoples have had
their own distinctly separate courses of historic@velopment even before the

coming of Italian colonialism."(p.11)

This standpoint of the EPLF contradicts to the filoett most of the Eritrean highlanders, in
effect, have the same language, religion, cultbigpry and kinship with the people of Tigray.
Thus, the Eritrean nationalists have chosen theofadenigrating the similarity thereby using

differentiation method to convince the people.

For instance, the appointment of Ras Alula fromtlsai the Mareb as the governor of the areas
to the North of Mereb river in 1876 gave it a rekadrle peace. Alula made Asmara his capital
by avoiding the traditional seats of authority (Algb2001). In addition to being judicious, he

was known for his victory against the insurgencéalfans to the region. He defeated Italians in
Dogali. Abbay (1997) states that his informants haithessed that Ras Alula was a respected
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leader by the people lived on both sides of thealdafStanzas in varying sequences instantly
and fondly stated the folk epic: ‘Saintdom like tthaf Lalibela’, ‘Longevity like that of
Methuselah’, ‘Justice like that of Alula’™ (p.9)

However, in Eritrean national history he is depicées oppressor and foreigner and all the local
resistances against him are narrated as pione@mgritrean nationalism (see Bereketeab,
2007). Abbay (1997), supporting this notion, codtethat the EPLF misrepresented Eritrean
historiography, for instance, when they mentionedthd®t, Gura, and Dogali as historical sites
where Eritreans shed their precious blood to sty maintain their independence, and
presented Alula as a national enemy of Eritrea.cbigtinues to sustain the argument saying
“Almost all my political informants in 1994 regardeYohannes and Alula as foreigners and

conquerors, but some could not justify such missg@ntation” (p.13).

“I cannot call Alula even a military hero. The wavge are told he fought were
actually fought by Eritreans. Tell me where Aludadght? He is just the making of

Ethiopian history writers....

How can one forget the atrocities committed by @&WVhen the Italians came in
1889, many regions of the Kebessa [highland] wetally abandoned - wiped
out by Alula's wars against the Eritrean peopl&’.12)

All these points demonstrate that history have becthe victim of reconstruction in order to
legitimatize the distinctiveness of Eritrean idgntihereby using as differentiating instrument

from the ‘others’.

Perpetuating the agenda of creating “others”, rigfier the independence many thousand
Ethiopians who lived their entire lives in Eritra@s expelled (Haile Yibrah, 2012). Those who
acknowledged the historical the long historicals tiethiopia and Eritrea were victims of
mistreatment and displacement. They were even \a&piof their property. This is to cut the
relationship of these people and the attendanbouts. “The nation building began in 1991 with
cleansing Eritrea of co-ethnic Tigreans (Abbay, 20032)". The first thing the EPLF did upon
taking power was to deport thousands of Ethiopiansstly Tigreans” (Haile Yibrah, 2012).
This is because the Tigreans and other Ethiopiesgoaind irrelevant in the process of nation
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building. The existence of such societies wouldedgthe formation of unique national identity
that appeals to the past. The others, in this tdaseEthiopians, do not have something in
common from the needed basics of the national iijerformation. Their fathers and
grandfathers of these “others” weren’t sufferedetbgr with the Eritreans. They didn't
accomplish anything to the needed national identidgnce, they are labeled as “bad others” and
unfitting to the national identity. This is becautses inherently nationalistic behavior to seek th
‘bad others’ (Abbay, 2007).

In 1984, when thousands of Tigreans refugees werther way to Sudan through the western
lowlands of Eritrea the EPLF refused to them a @gssHundreds of children, women and aged
persons perished and buried in the sands of weEimea (Haile Yibrah, 2012). The cluster

bombing of Tigrean primary school children in Mdkeby Eritreans on 5 June, 1998, a town
miles away from any military installation may alkave had the objective of accelerating the
invention of the Tigrean' others' (Abbay, 2001, 2).1Theses differentiating methods is to
alienate the “others” to justify that they are adess and they do not belong to the national

identity.
3.3.2 Eritrean Culture and National Identity

It is widely conveyed that culture is one of theeoiding factors for national identity in many
different ways. And the Eritrean culture is no extean of this hegemonic concept. Here, for the
sake of not to digress, the researcher focuseh©i@mijor aspects of shaped Eritrean culture

which make huge influences on the national idestiti

It is argued that nation-building is full of culadrinterventions. In the case Eritrea this cultural
intervention by the nationalists and nation busdérkes colossal place. Promotipglitical
culture at the expense dblk cultureis one of the prominent actions. Since there isingle
language, religion, ethnicity and culture on thsi®a@f which the national identity can be built,
civic or political culture plays the role of doisg. The celebration of Eritrean Independence Day
is supposed to be emphasized more than any redigiolidays. This is based on the reason that,
first, it includes all Eritreans, and then, it exaés the “others”.
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In Eritrea asking people from which province ornretity are is a taboo (Sorenson (1990),
Bereketeab (2007)). Hedru (2003) mentions the issusocial identities (family, religion,
language, religion) and political identity (Eritr@awas never addressed openly inside Eritrea.
“As early as 1973, identities deriving from ethtyciregion, clan and religion were denigrated
by the EPLF as ‘sub-national’ (tribal) and ‘secati Current PFDJ ideology requires that social
identities should be effaced to accommodate theal@ation of a unifying national identity.”
(p-3). The Constitutional Commission of Eritrea @@dopted an anthem that vowed to combat
this crime. It was made quite clear that ethnicugroconcerns that challenge the EPLF/PFDJ's
version of a mythical, homogeneous, national Eaitreulture would not be tolerated. Impeding
of religious freedom and cultural autonomy, vindéch as combating fundamentalism and
‘cultural pollution’, were other straws in the pohl wind (ibid). By practicing the concept of
cultural homogenization into ‘melting pot’ the comnity is shaped into common and shared

way of life. And these are implemented under thepaes of the political or civic culture.

This is because that sectarianism, regionalism atier rival identities can weaken the
overarching national identities. This issue pemsmetheless, is not the concern. Building good
national identity is better not only for the coyntbut also for the whole region. The concern
lays on how the national identity is built. Bundi nationality by cultural homogenization and
pigeonholing some “others” create some seriousrcegsions such as antagonism and hostility

toward others. In effect, these actions are hadssgf conflict and violence.

The ‘differentiation’ concept comes here again.discussed previously, differentiation refers to
some sorts of reshaping and restructuring the eltsmtéat undermines the uniqueness of the
nation. Cultural differentiation is one part of When Eritrea gained its independence, some
cultural differentiation had been made. For inséartbe government inaugurated the Gregorian
calendar. New Year has begun to be celebrated®afaduary rather than on "1 Beptember.
Christmas and other holidays have received the damee All the usage of traditional and
ancient Geez calendar became limited to Orthodour&hutilizations. Its cultural aspect is
undermined as if it is only religious matter. Notteaother reasons are given for doing so, what
matters here is that such cultural alteration plagseat deal of role in differentiating the cudtur
identity from that of Ethiopian. Moreover, “despitee fact that almost Eritreans know nothing

about the Latin script, cars in independent Eritrage been given licenses in the Latin alphabet”
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(Abbay, 2001, p.31). All dropping and adopting swthtures are the hallmarks of national
identity matrix. This matrix is drawn “to canalibeundary with their kin in south of the Mareb

who use the indigenous Geez script. The formulatidiritreans have nothing in common with

Amhara” (Bereketeab, 2007, p.168) concept, is dreaveupport the uniqueness of the nation,
irrespective of its accuracy. These all are maderéate unique national identity by means of
alienating “others”.

Most importantly the differentiating method excladine other and conceives them as ‘alien,
dangerous or imminent enemies’. Differentiatingates prospective antagonism. And this
eventually leads to conflict and precarious viokenthe very foundation of this kind of national

identity is constructed on ‘the urgency of defemgdine nation from those ‘who are not like us’.

In fact Clapham (2001) postulates that these kfdsational identities are prone to weaken
amidst the problems of peacetime administrationd Enitrean national identity is one of them.

Abbay (2001) supports this notion maintaining “agpbleonic wars enhanced Russian self-
consciousness, the Ethio-Eritrean war and the cuoitant deportations of Tigreans out of

Eritrea and Eritreans out of Ethiopia may petriig tus-them’ dichotomy among the Tigrigna-

speaking of the two sides of Mereb” (p.32).

Based on the differentiating concept, the asswmpaif all this is that in order create unique
Eritrean identity from, mostly but not limited tGthiopian or other threatening cultures, it must
alienate or reject all norms which make the nasionilar with the Ethiopia mass public culture.
Modernists usually emphasize the socializing eff@gtcultural interventions and the continuity
they give to nations. But, equally important isithiele in the creation of the nation’s narratives,
images and moralities, again as part of a cultuealvork that serves to unify the members of the
nation and distinguish them from outsiders (Sn2®01). Commonalities with the ‘others’ are
harshly disregarded. This cultural alienation serae ‘double-edged axe’ to fix and demarcate

communities from the distinct ‘others’.

If constructed ‘shared predicament’ is deemed disireuand can be used as the basics for the
national identity formation, what about after theused predicament is eliminated? What would
be the key elements that uphold the sense of ratidentity? Scholars give some explanation to

this such as creation of common enemies, poteatiahvented and thus pigeonholing the as
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threats to the nation thus evoking their conscieasrand mobilizing the society. ‘They have
done bad things to your fathers and grandfathedslay will not sleep to you too.” This notion
of political culture can be used to strength thieomal identity. This notion asserts to the stance,
to use Abbay’s (2001) term, ‘Not with them, nothatt them’. As any national identity cannot
be defined by itself, the ‘other them’ part is ajiwaimportant, if not prerequisite, for the natibna
identity. However, it is important not because thaye complementary but the latter is
dependent, though antagonist, of the former. Thg s&ength and consciousness of Eritrean
national identity seems to hinge upon this difféisgimg we-them tandem.
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CHAPTER FOUR

Data Presentation, Dissection, and Discussion ofetrindings

4.1 The Implications of Reconstructing National Identty on the Eritrean People

Even though building strong national identity id peecarious per se, the ways it is intended to
be realized have the potential to instigate a gieat of impact on the society of the nation. As
principle, no matter their ulterior motive, all ratal identity formation processes have the aim
of creating harmonious, beneficial, and suitabledib common culture in the milieu of the
society. Be that as it may, sometimes against tpectations, their negative implication could
outweigh. Here by negative implication, the reskaraneans, the repercussions that worsen the
livelihood on the people. The implications mightdzeial, economic, cultural and psychological
ones. The effects of structuring the historical antlural trends of Eritrean national identity on
its people are presented here. The first part dssithe implications of reconstructing history

and the second will show the consequences of shalpenculture.
4.1.1 The Implications of Reconstructing History

History is one of the most important features ideorto create a strong national identity. It
serves as a psychological bond between the pasthangdresent. It is a mirror by which the
people of the present see the lives of their ancestThe past has a social purpose of stressing
the virtues of courage, endurance, and sacrifim@uf@sque folkloric characters such as Robin
Hood and Nicholas Chauvin become models for selfless and patriotism (Abbay, 1997, p.1)".

Nationalists utilize it in accordance to their dgsof national identity model.

Hence, the Eritrean political archeologists arevay exception. The process of writing history
is made to go hand in hand with the goal of natiahentity. Most parts of Eritrean history is

reshaped and restructured. An Eritrean pointed that

“The [Eritrean] history that is told to us and th&tuations that we are faced
makes us confuse about our true history. The Eitreational history purports
that Eritrea has historical enemy and these his@renemies still exist. And they

told us that we must be always suspicious of teesenies.”
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In order to support the antiquity of nationalishts@ents, serviceable, and shaped or exaggerated
history is presented. In the EPLF-PFDJ documenEritfean history some personalities are
exaggerated and depicted as pioneer of Eritreaomatovement. For instance, the resistance of

Bahta Hagos was presented as nationalist moversemBereketeab, 2007).

In the contrary, the history of Ras Alula who brbtigpeace and stability to the region by
removing local disputes and fought Italians isdiknown if anything denigrated. This is because
that it is believed; mainly by the political archegists this part of history has the prospect to
weaken the sentiment of national identity. An “@des’ hero has no place in the history of
Eritrea just because it does not fit to the desimational identity. A group of Eritreans

interviewees, one of whom used to work to the matiintelligence of his country states that

“Most of our national history focuses on what ddfegrate us from others,
especially our enemies. It stress on what othepleebave done to us. It doesn’t
state our past good relationship with our neighhgparticularly Ethiopia. In

public holidays, seminars, mass media, songs thdgrscore only what make us

different and superior than others.”

Another interviewee said, “In bars, night clubs aber entertainment areas playing Amharic
song causes a fine up to 500 Eritrean Nakfa. | oveesof the enforcers”. The argument here is
that this kind of regulation is aimed to suppo# thstorical statement of “Eritrea had never been
part of Ethiopia” (see Bereketeab, 2007 p.167).

Another interviewee goes on to express that “theseés of reconstructing of history do not let
us to have full access of it. They mostly stresoonstruggle against ‘foreign enemies’. It is
right that every Eritrean should know what theithtas and grandfathers did for freedom.

However, it must not be reshaped or changed evegofad reason.”

This process of using deformed past to shape tksept is to realize the goal to create
revolutionary culture and identity (EIf 1971; EPLEQ77, in Bereketeab, 2007). The reshaped
history is taught in all levels of schooling systeéhmough mass standardized and academy
supervised educational system. The media, whiclt@mgpletely controlled by the government,
also play the role in disseminating to the gragsrtevel.
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All these actions of reforming the history for trealization of national identity instigate further
negative implications. Starting from the data adbel from the two different FGDs indicate that
it is the nature of building national identity thatkes hundred thousands of people run away
from their country. One of the reasons is the amjitconscription. Eritrea has historical enemies
and they are still there. One day they might cogesrato destroy the country. In Eritrea every
man and women aged above eighteen has the dutyagmagtional service at least for two years.
Historical justification is given to stipulate and assure the righteousness of the duty. Thus,
refusing military conscription is directly consigdras opposing official nationalism and anti-
nationalist act, and treason. At the result manyngsters are fleeing out of their country, dying
in deserts, seas and have become the victims dersuyfs and other disasters. The
‘differentiating’ model of national identity buildg and its attendant military conscription are,
among others, to blame for putting the livelihoafishe people at risk. “No collective protests
or acts of resistance have emerged since 200litnre&rDissidence manifests itself only through

indiscipline, obstruction, desertion, and exileb@ini, 2013, p.1).

After the 1998- 2000 Ethio- Eritrean border warrfdsbilization of the soldiers who participated
in the war was delayed: of the 350,000 soldiersytadiin 2001, only 104,400 were demobilized
in 2006. Tens of thousands of new recruits contintcebe conscripted each year to national
service. This national service, although legallynited to eighteen months, has become
permanent. Nowadays, national service represenes dbntral pillar of the national
developmental campaign known as ‘Wofri Warsay Ylk®a'§the campaign of the heir who is
capable] which aims to reconstruct the country datad by the recent war. In reality, it aims
above all to implement a planned economy througtefib labor and to facilitate the authoritarian
control of most social activities” (Rena 2008; Ga0f9; in Bozzini, 2013 p.4).

“This militarization of Eritrean society reflectdd party’s and government’s obsession with
security policies, founded in the three decadestroiggle for independence and justified by the

absence of a border demarcation with Ethiopia”{ibid

Putting these points in nutshell, all stated actiare justified by the urgency to fully uphold the
regulation of national identity. History is servad a toolbox to legitimate the task shaping the

present. The historical achievements by EPLF ag#messo-called ‘Ethiopian colonialism’ are
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as the proudest accomplishment ever and all ruldsragulations that are passed by the elite
nationalists are supposed to be accepted withoert @uestioning them. People who provide
different opinion are accused as criminals and thfferent sufferings. Here the national history
is used as means of the legitimization of any ddimplementation. One of the FGD group

describes the situations as following:

“If you show any end of rejection or oppositiondo what you are told, you are
deemed as traitor and punished as so. You canrestigum anything. We are told
that we have proudest history in the world and weeaways reminded that it is
our turn now to do the same. Personal interestehay place in today’s Eritrea.

No place indeed!”

Two Eritrean singers named Taniqo and Wedi Tikakang a song which supports the

aforementioned point. The song and its translahdanglish are put as follows:

NI LLITI 21dd

APLT A1l AONT a0} ILLLNL
hovdLov A0 NEAPrPL

ho°h AR 1IA° 1wl

wPOINS TeA NWilld

Al b 1CT31 MLAL

WA MAGTP AdA, oo’

ATTE U A5h0, Ao

L 0-hi hag® 1500 ..

M Deva- LTI

Let’s be strong as we have always been
Who haven’t been changed and not cowed us

Nothing has changed
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It's all the same old story

The continuation of the past

At every nook and cranny

On the era when we had been colonized

The thorny time, the biting snake...

They are children of the old crickets and theybik. ..

No one shouldn’t be confusedtrafslation ming

This song which is mostly played in national hojislanade a reference of the past history and
infers that it is the same now as it was befores 10 say that Eritrea had enemies in the past and
it has also in the present against which it mustséeall the time to defend for itself. This
assumption has made its citizens suffer. “Eritred @ one of the most massive youth
mobilization efforts ever seen in Africa. . . . ine eye of the governing circles, the young
generation has no agency and no autonomy but noasinae to follow the precepts of nation
building as defined by the leaders” (Abbink 2005:@8ed in Bozzini 2013: 14). Past history is
serving as an instrument to darken the lives ofngogeneration. It has deprived them from
actualizing their dream and their right to livehasnan beings. By labeling the “the ‘others’ as
threat to their national existence” they are oliégato always keep their eyes on the “others” not

to live their own decent lives. Another Eritreaatst that:

“... The PFDJ regime is doing its best to realize atkathat by collecting all
school children to Sawa for indoctrination in vakess extreme nationalism. The
result has been so far disastrous. The young taslaynfused more than ever,
because it has been devoid of its roots. The Exithey came to know is the one
not to be proud of. It is a hell on earth, whereyttare forced into slavery like life.
Don't accuse the young for not being patriotic. ¥fdon't see anything in the
name -—Eritrea except oppression, mistreatment, mnisend shame” (Haile
Yibrah, 2012 p.9).

The other obtained implication by structuring tfaional history is identity crisis. Consolidating

this nation an Eritrean blogger states that,
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“... This [Eritrean true identity] is the feeling of gin@ many Eritreans purposely
don’'t want to talk about. Many Eritreans are afratd know their identity,
because if they know and accept their history tin@yk that the independence
and sovereignty of Eritrea would be compromised.fdot many Eritreans,
especially the elites are not only afraid to kndwit true history, but they also
have been concocting a false history to themsehres have been busy in
deceiving others for the last thirty years with ediconsequences to Eritrea’s
future generations and its development. Most df&an elites have been working
hard since the 1960s to convince the people ofdzriand the world at large that
Eritreans are of different breed, that they haverelation what so ever with the
peoples of Ethiopia. They have been in complete&abdahout their true identity
all the way through. This attitude has led to fregu conflicts with their
neighbors. Here lie the reasons to the presentipasdents in which Eritrea finds
itself today” Haile Yibrah, 2012, p.10).

The history that has being told in public and thiial one do not fit each other. They have been
taught that their history, kinship and ancestry driferent from the *“others”; they are

modernized than the others. It is when they foundabout the “others” they get confused. A

youngster in his early twenties mentioned that:

“When | was in Tessenai | grew up hearing bad teiagout Ethiopians. We were
told that Amharas are enemies of Eritreans thoughadl our history. But here |

found out the opposite is triie

Based on the collected data many Eritreans do notvkthere were many Eritreans who had

higher authority during the previous regimes. Me#raya (1990) states that:

“Survey of regional representation in the higheswvgrnmental offices between
1941 and 1966 shows that Eritrea enjoyed a reladdeantage compared to
other Ethiopian regions, except the leading Progint Shoa. Similarly, the 1963-
64 survey of secondary-school students in Ethigtiawed that Eritrea was

second only to Shoa as regards numbéps18-19).
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However, Eritrean nationalists see Ethiopians ashhcolonizers as Italians, who were very
segregationist, par excellence, having separatdoma at post offices, separate seats in buses
and separate taxis (Abbay, 1997), and prohibitéie&ns not to study more thalf drade. The

'us' and 'the Ethiopians' tandem - obscures theemagablitical history of Eritrea, typical of the

most nationalist literatures (Araya, 1990).

History is a segment of identity. Therefore havidgformed history makes the identity
guestionable and thereby leads to identity confusigirma Asmerom, an Ambassador of Eritrea
to the African Union once said: “I have reservasianith history. | do not know which is fact

and which is fiction ... History has no place in mind” (Abbay, 1997 p.12).
An Eritrean interviewee highly disagrees to thasion saying:

“I'd rather prefer to know all my history, good dyad; I'd rather prefer to know
the truth rather than the falsified one. One shoodd convince me it is for good
reason. It is up to me to decide that. The pastasake think about my direction.

One side of my fathers’ and grand fathers’ histigryot really enough.

No matter of the intentions of the Eritrean poétiarcheologists, the shaped history is bringing
an implication on its people. And it is not goodpiioation indeed. It is a negative one which

instigates identity crisis, being suspicious alibet past and the future. Eritreans are flying out
of their homeland because they start to credibditypast by using the current actions of their

government as a proof. Their struggle for indepandeas not something to be proud of anymore
because it didn’t bring anything fruitful but anethera of extended suffering, oppression, death,
immigration and hopelessness. Some have evendstartoubt the very aim of the struggle (see
Tesfatsion Medhanie, 2015).

4.1.2 The Implications of Cultural Reshaping

In the previous chapter of literature review, itniglely discussed that transnational cultures are,
among other things, the weakening factors uniquemea identity. Another postulation is that
“there is no culture or cultural identity which dorot have its ‘other’ of the ‘self’ ” (Derrida
1992: 129 as cited ilna¢ & Unal, 2013). Putting these notions togettiere is an assumption
that if transnational cultures do exist in a natidns a very probable that thetansnational
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cultureswill be pigeonholed as the ‘other’ of the ‘selfhe issue is no less different in Eritrea.
As far as cultural reshaping is concerned, sevasikis have been done. One instance is naming.

This differentiating by naming has several featurespplying it.

The Tigrigna speakers in Eritrea are called Tigaighhe ethnicity and the language have the
same name. Many argue that this is done in ordéifferentiate the Tigrigna speaking people in
Eritrea from the Tigrean in Tigray. Despite havihg same ancestry, kinship, language and the
same culture, this differentiating method is appljast because having link to Tigray can
slacken the process of creating unique nationaititye Supporting this notion an Eritrean from

other nationality (rather than Tigrigna) mentiohatt

‘I don’t know any nationalities which are called kihe language they speak
rather than in Eritrea. | don’t know why they makghamed. The two people are
the same in terms of culture, religion and langudgeen if they have any cultural
differences they are too insignificant and commoanywhere. And they are not
sufficient to change the name of the nationality.”

While answering the interview questions of thissieg Professor Tekeste Negash has used the
terms “The Tigreans in Eritrea and in Northern Bpir”. He contends that the difference exists
between the Tigrigna speakers in Eritrea and Ethigpas the difference which exists between
different zones in Tigray. It is by no means enotmklifferentiate them by naming. This is the
very explanation that despite the naming that arengto differentiate them they are actually of
the same kinship, culture and history and as theltréhey should be named as such. However,
this differentiating method is implemented to makalistinction on the two peoples hereby

singling out those who do not fit to the natiordentity formation.

Another interviewee who has the knowledge of theeru cultural situation in Eritrea and
Tigray contends as follows,

“Some cultural aspect®hich are considered to be linked to be Tigrean are not
welcomed in Eritrea. For instance one of the traditional musical instruments

called ‘cora’, in Amharic masinko, does not have that much acceptance in the
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Tigrigna speaking society because it is consideocelong to Tigray. There are

similar cases in traditional dresses t00.”

Additional to the aforementioned points, many imiewees give their witness that traditional
holidays are not celebrated by the media as thenatholidays do. This evidence supports to
the theory that in a multiethnic state, gitical culture is put in priority than folk cuite. This

is because the vemaison d’étreof the nation is its political aspect not the otdl one. The
people, if they really did, agreed to live togetlhecause they had suffered together and they
succeeded in removing their common sufferings eohbse they have the same kinship, culture
or religion for that matter. As a result of realigithe plan of creating single national identity,

people are being made to prioritize the politicdture at the expense of their folk culture.

Although the Tigrigna speakers in Tigray and Eatreve very strong cultural ties which have
lasted for centuries the ‘differentiation’ and ‘pialal culture’ has been used to separate them and
thereby creating distinct national identity. Thgfigna speakers in Eritrea are made to cut loose
any connection they have with the Tigreans andeatktto turn to their companions, other

Eritrean ethnicities, who have different culturel &mship.
Another Eritrean female interviewee states:

“When we were back in school, Arabic language wasray the compulsory subjects. However
our parents wouldn’t want us to learn it becausey tbonsidered it as one of the ways of

Arabazation of Eritrean people.”

It is the argument of the researcher that usingy@tan calendar is another divisive instrument
to differentiate the Eritrean people by means dfuce from Ethiopian in general and, from the

Tigrean particularly. Abbay (2001) asserts thisyparguing that:

“They [Eritrean nationalists] prefer to scour theolonial era for symbolism so
much so the more the Italian heritage faded toahaals of history, the more
fanciful the claim of Western heritage became. kwtance, the Gregorian
calendar with January 1 as its New Year has beeoptatl, although native
Eritreans have never used it. They use the Ethiogi@eez) calendar with

September 11 as their New Year31.
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In order to acquire evidence to this view the reses asked two Eritreans the same question
“on which exact date do celebrate New Year, oné&eper 11 or January?” The first informant,

aged 41 said “Before Independence September 11tadeel celebrated both as New Year and
Kidus Yohannes, (in Amharic Enqutatash). But aftedependence it has become only a

religious holiday, Kidus Yohannes.)”

Another young informant, aged 24, replied to thenesaquestion by saying “we have been
holidaying New Year on®lof January. When | come here [to Ethiopia] it é$edent. How come

to people who speak the same language have diffidieam Year”.

The informants commented on this process of shafhegcultural identity contending that
holidays are being made to be only religious. Tleitural features are being trivialized. As
culture and religion are intertwined, making themtually exclusive has serious consequences.
The incumbent government of Eritrea has been im@igimg the plan of altering folk cultures by
civic and political ones. A participant of FocusoGp discussion of suggested the ensuing

opinion:

“I want to know my culture. | want my kids to nowr drue tradition. | want to
have complete identity As much as | want to be matsl and connected with
other world. What is the problem of using Geezrudde, even if it is supposed to
be Ethiopian calendar? Irrespective to the dogmadjgproach of PFDJ, |
strongly believe that Geez calendar is originallyittBan as much as it is

Ethiopian.”
On the contrary, another informant argues that:

“In Eritrea there are many ethnicities other thamgiigna speakers. The Geez
calendar is religious calendar that serves for theptic Orthodox Church. The
Muslims have Hegira calendar. You can't tell themuse Geez calendar. So
using Gregorian calendar for all national and adnsimative issues is a good

solution to mediate the differences.”

Be that as it may, this is not enough reason tat lthre use of Geez Calendar. The Hegira

calendar doesn’t have cultural aspects as the Gaendar does. Moreover, there are Muslim
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societies such as the Tigre and the Jeberti whaefe lslose cultural ties with Tigrigna speakers.
The Ethiopian Muslims also use Geez calendar daralicalendar. Besides using alien calendar
as means of lingua franca indicates that therengessense of ambivalence in the willingness of

to live together.

Even though, nowadays, economic relationships geemwerride culture in shaping the destiny
of nations, nations prefer to be linked economycalith those who have close cultural relations.
The USA and UK, the Arab countries, the Commonviealtember countries are classic
examples of this perspective. In a similar veire tlultural and historical relationship of the
Eritrean and Ethiopian people should be used ascleelto create economic and social
connection between them. The rich cultural anddistic relations between the Eritrean and the
Ethiopian people should not be regarded as lighititnational identity of Eritreans. This notion

is well-put by an Eritrean as ensuing:

“Young Eritreans need not more of nationalism antht®n. They need to know
about their real history and about their culturadlues. They need to know more
about their relations with peoples living acrose thorders, about tolerance and
peaceful coexistence. Today is the era of integnathot of isolation” (Haile
Yibrah, 2012).

4.2 The Implications of Reconstructing Eritrean Naional ldentity vis-a-vis

Ethiopian People

Many scholars argue that nationalist ideologistitenbe severely xenophobic and extremist (see
Ina¢ & Unal, 2013). As no national identity stangstbelf, there need to be some “other” which
is despised, denigrated and against which the medtiolentity can compare or defend itself.
However, this practice of making discrepancies Isjng the ‘Us-them’ delineation results

exclusion, suspicion and animosity towards thersthe

The findings of this research indicate that thisuagption is becoming in Eritrea. Having
extreme antagonistic attitude against Ethiopiangassidered as unflinching loyalty to the
Eritrean identity. For instance, during the refel@m in 1993 the Eritreans who voted to stay

with Ethiopia had become the victims of evictiord aufferings. First of all, the referendum had
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only two options; freedom or slavery (Tesfu Alitas2015). Staying with Ethiopia is taken as
willing to be slave. The people who chose that@ptivere treated as such. The fate was the
same for the Ethiopians who have lived their eriire in Eritrea. They were deported because
they were deemed as anomalies for the Eritrearomadtiidentity. The strength of Eritrean
Identity is constructed on condemn the “others’dAine “others” are not Sudanese, Egyptian, or

not even ltalian. The “others” are Ethiopian.

Essayas Afewerki once said that “If a Europeanomadid to us what the Ethiopians did in 1962,
it would have been universally condemned by Afristsies” (Araya 1990 p.11). In the EPLF
manifesto, as stated in Araya (1990), Eritrea visesdolony of Ethiopia. Ethiopians in general
and the Amharas in particular, are hereby descrasedppressor, cruel, and expansionist. Many
Eritreans still depict ordinary Ethiopians as suBh.the result of this depiction in their mind,
some of them have already conceived a strong sentiof hatred and hostility. There are some
people in Eritrea who believe that Ethiopians arst jas bad as their past governments. An

Eritrean informant expresses that:

“It is when | met people who have been in Ethiopé L found out the very truth
about Ethiopians. We have been told that Ethiopiamsour historical enemies
because they deprived us of our freedoms, our gightuse our language. We
have been told that they are the main threats okaistence. But when | first met
people who have lived in Ethiopia and later wheome here | found out that the

truth is quite the opposite.

The two aforementioned Eritrean singers, calledi@and Wedi Tikabo, have reflected about
what Eritrean youngsters should be cautions onr theng named, ‘Kemu’eyu zelo twere’
meaning “the rumor is as it has been”. Some efitseosong and their translation are translated

as follows;

NI°PLLIPGTI? 344l A PLGT Al AONG 0% ILLNL
NP Lov. A20° heAdPrd oA AR HN° 1wd
wPFOIAT TeA Hild Al ha- hC5%1 AL

WA AT ABA, Ho3AT0 T U 4+5H0, 1o}
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£ 0Dt haegd® 1570 o2 LCPn PN hai7°T
Z295 ho°H HeHIL av} LAIS hAle A 2APPL

a1l heva. w851 C, Aehs? ha. 1é.d

L5 ALAN? s 17 UL RCA I IPdh L 04

Let's be strong as we have always been, who hals€n changed and not
cowed us

Nothing has changed, it’s all the same old story

The continuation of the past, at every nook andhicya

On the era when we had been colonized, the thamey the biting snake...

They are children of the old crickets and theybdt. ..

How can one sleep, they deprive us of sleep...

As if he was not our oppressor...who can trust hieméfvhe altered his colour
Any one shouldn’t be perplexed; every flying bgdot a dove

There is no benefit of taking care of the cruel loney for breakfast and aloe for

lunch and dinnerttanslation mine)

The lyrics of the song are written not just foregtainment and dance. It is aimed to ignite strong
feeling of national identity by hating the “otherahd by being proud of not being them. The
song is mostly played on Independence Day and aih@tar national holidays. Every lyric of

the song has a point of reference to the past angleys what should be now. The song is
written to resonate with past deeds and herebyespng the youngsters should be always wary

of these “historical” enemies.

An interviewee, who has published a book on the @ad present relationship of Ethiopian and

Eritrean peoples, has articulated a similar idganga

“There are many media programs that denigrate thieidpian people. Children
are being taught that Ethiopians are their swormies. They [Eritrean political
archaeologists] do not want them to know anythingdyabout Ethiopia. On the
television, on the radio and other mass media Hilaios are bad people who can

never be trusted. For instance, in children progsatike Wari, the Eritrean
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soldiers with higher authorities tell the childréiow they killed and expatriated
the Ethiopians. When these children grow up #traightforward that they will

have a strong feeling of hatred against any Ettaapi

Here the pith of the argument is being that the maeisms that are used to create Eritrean
identity eschew the rich relationships with theigpian people and, have an obstinate, narrow
collective self definition. Consequently one of thgillover effects is described here. Many
Eritreans have strong feeling of anger and rageljasause they think what they heard is true.

This opinion is succinctly expressed by an Eritreaan article as following:

“Most of Eritrean elites have been working hardcgrthe 1960s to convince the
people of Eritrea and the world at large that Eeiéms are of different breed, that
they have no relation what so ever with the peopfdsthiopia. This attitude has
led to frequent conflicts with their neighbors. Edre the reasons to the present
predicaments in which Eritrea finds itself todayidile Yibrah, 2012).

In addition to the antagonism and attendant casflibhe repercussions have been more than that.
For instance, the incumbent government of Eritr@abeen using the Ethio-Eritrean border war

as means to prove the righteousness its natioaalddy. It has been using as evidence that any
Ethiopian administration is a threat to EritreaeT™ar is manipulated and given other agenda
(See Clapham, 2001) and as a reason to hate Ethgpihese all deeds are the earmark of Us-

them identity constructions and its attendants.

In the eye of nationalist Eritreans, Ethiopians @mays labeled as bad neighbors who dream of
the lands, and belongings of Eritrean people. Adiogr to Breuilly, to the degree that the
essence and culture of nationalism is rigidly esiele and defines its membership in terms of
alienation and narrowly based common culture, natiem tends to be xenophobic,
authoritarian, and expansionidhg&c¢ & Unal, 2013). As widely elucidated above thiér&an

nationalism is one of its kinds, if not exact.
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4.3 The Implications of Reconstructing Eritrean natonal Identity on Peace and
Stability of the Horn Africa

The Horn of Africa has been prone to conflicts. Bués nature of multi-ethnic societies, among
other things, many wars had been fought. The Eihiopivil war, the Ethio- Somalia war, the

Eritrean war for independence and the Ethio-Eritoeader war are good examples of the
statement. Recently, Eritrea have been considesetielligerent country because its action
toward other countries. (International Crisis Gro@010). Two devastating wars had been
waged between Ethiopia and Eritrea. Eritrea’s i@tat with Sudan have been in ebb and flow.
Yemen and Eritrea fought a brief but intense wagrde Hanish Islands in 1996. There have
also been disputes with Djibouti, including minasrdber clashes in 1996 and 1998. Relations
collapsed during the war with Ethiopia, when Eat@onsidered Djibouti an Ethiopian stooge.
Eritrea has been warned to stop its military supfpar the Jihadist group Al-Shabab. At the

result, many sanctions have been imposed againstdrThe sanctions enforce for a weapons
embargo, a freezing of assets, and a travel bacivilian and military leaders and associated
business people (Bereketeab, 2013). The membegsstdt Intergovernmental Authority on

Development (IGAD) had reached a consensus on $opalicy, prompting Eritrea to abandon

the organization ((International Crisis Group, 20I8owever, the government has been using

the situation to convince the people that the whaldd is against their country.

During its armed struggle for independence, the EERLconvinced that the AU (and its OAU
predecessor), like the UN, has never supporteddtcannot be trusted. The president of Eritrea
has criticized the organizations many times. Hepigbel and terrorist groups has seemed to be
one of the ways to show their grudge to the intgonal community in general and to the Horn
of Africa in particular. Due to its stubborn nat@ndeology,” the EPLF's foreign policy is
dominated by a political culture characterized legmtseated militarism, in internal as well as
external dealings, suspicion of outsiders, howealedfmed, and long cycles of violence in the
region” (lbid, p.29).

As the national identity of Eritrea is assured ¢odehieved by means of militarism, the Eritrean
government has still the position that they wouldlags use military action to defend their
national identity. Negotiation, economic, cultussld social relationships seem to have no place

in the national identity. Building harmonious atmpbere in the region would benefit Eritrea and
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the region as whole. However integration with nbigis, especially Ethiopia, is considered to
weaken the sense of nationality because Ethio@emshe ‘other’ of Eritrean nationality. Since
Eritrea considers the other neighboring countriesallies of Ethiopia, the other neighboring
people are also labeled as such. This situationirsalled to the successful integration and
cooperation of the Region.

An informant asked about this idea pointed out:that

“We live now in the era of integration. Countrie$ the world are working
mutually. You can see the European Union. People fdifferent countries are
using one Visa. But here, Eritrea has become aesgtgte. The rigid Us-them
ideology of the EPLF is causing troubles to thebsily of the harmony of the
region. People need to work on what make themaimdt on what them distinct.
Searching for distinction by itself is usually ausme of disagreement and
hostility.”

The researcher is on the same page with the opofitime informant. The despotic rule and its
attendant obstinate nationalist attitudes in Eaitteave caused many thousands of Eritrean
refuges to come to the region. These states oiraffeave been scourges that affect the
livelihood of the society of the region. Due toagant and xenophobic nature of the Eritrean
national identity the troubles have not been cadim the Eritrean territory. The whole region
has also become the victim. The war in Somalia,ot@asional skirmishes with Ethiopia and
Djibouti have resulted in exile and suffering oetpeople. For what's worse, it can be even
catastrophic.

Bereketeab (2013) argues that the sanctions imposethe Eritrean government have the
potential to put the lives of Eritrean people akriHe contends that there is a real risk that the
outcome of the sanctions could be the collapsé®tritrean state. The damage is not just only
to Eritrea but also to the Horn African and to therld in general. Having failed state in the
region will have catastrophic repercussions tordggon. From all obtained data, the researcher
has come to conclude that, the rogue behavioreoEtitrean state is emanated from the model of
that the state used to build its national identAyd its belligerence results in hostility and

security threats to the region.
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CHAPTER FIVE
Conclusion and Recommendations

5.1 Conclusion

Nation-building is an ongoing process. Any projetcforming a national identity cannot be ever
finished. Since Eritrea is of the result of Italiamolonization, Eritrean nation formation
commenced with coming of Italians. With nine etlties in the country, what make the
ethnicities to live together are not culture, rglig language and other cultural factors but the
shared predicament and the common accomplishmeetriove the shared predicament. Being
colonized together was the main factor to the faiwnaof collective identity which is called

national identity.

In order to forge a unique national identity intE&a the reshaping of history and culture take the
lion’s share. The EPLF, since its formation of ggie for independence, has been shaping the
history of Eritrea in order to fit to its nationstliideology. Many historical events are distorted
and if dangerous for the nation identity alteredadlyer ones. Traditions and myths have to be
invented to justify the nation formation processs A result its struggle for independence
glorified and exaggerated. On the other side, histbevents which encompassed other societies
or do not include other ethnicities are denigradad glossed over. For instance the rich trans-
Mereb which lasted for century is denied. The his&d and cultural relationship of Ethiopian
and Eritrean peoples is denied and it is narrasetth@two peoples lived without any contact and
connection. The fact that the two peoples havelairkinship, religion, language is stubbornly
underrated. In the national history of Eritrea, evhis written By EPLF elite nationalists, the
historical connection of Ethiopians and Eritream®xpressed as colonizer and colony. This is
made to create Us-them tandem thereby creatingiamigtional identity that includes the people

who suffered together and, consequently, exclugepeople who didn't.

This cultural differentiation method is employedonpthe historical definition of the national
identity. Transnational cultures which also existtside of Eritrea, mainly in Ethiopia are
reformed and underestimated. This is done becdngse ttransnational cultures are considered

that they have the potential to weaken the unicateonal identity. Instead the political culture
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which includes all ethnicities in Eritrea is pritmed. As no collective cultural identity stand by
itself, Ethiopians are labeled as the “other” foitian national identity. Underestimating the
“other” is used as means of strengthening the danitrnational identity. Many cultural values
which equally belong to the two peoples are pigetethas ‘anti-national identity’ by other new

ones.

These all tasks of abusing history, reforming faliture, prioritizing political (civic) culture are

applied so that Eritrea can have unique and firtronal identity. However these processes of
shaping identities have brought various implicagiam the people of Eritrea and their relations
with Ethiopia. This divisive nature of the Eritreaational identity creates grudge, hostility and
xenophobic attitudes. It has also instigated samgbtes which have significant impacts on the

peace and stability of the Horn of Africa.

The national service in Eritrea and its attendamisequences such as exile, death, oppression,
political, cultural and, economic freedom are dgs®d as the main implications. Identity crisis is

also another repercussion created by the shapehaktientity.

Concerning with relationship of Ethiopian peoplee thational identity of Eritrea depicts

Ethiopians as historical enemies thereby creatosility, antagonism and sense of grudge. The
reason why some Eritreans still do not have gottlidé about Ethiopians is because they have
been told many bad things about Ethiopians for lpegod of time. They cannot hence change

this engendered attitude.

Additionally, this process of making unique natibrdentity by differentiation and political
culture instigated consequence on the peace arllitgtaof the Horn of Africa. The
differentiation strategy of the Eritrean nationdkmtity has obligated the country to live in
isolation. As the result being isolated from otparts of the region, the country has sanctioned
for helping and becoming the safe host for landtamt groups such as Al-shabab. The stability
of the region is therefore troubled. The politicadpnomic and social relationship of the region

have somehow deterred due to lack of cooperatidritbkan state.
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5.2 Recommendations

This study is inspired by childhood memories of tesearcher. The fact that he grew up
listening to the Eritrea’s government media made to question everything he heard. He was
always wondered that despite the culture and thguiage of the half Eritreans and Tigreans
being the same, what would be the very motives @opiesented otherwise. Therefore, this
research is carried out with the intention of givimnother perspective to improve the
relationship of the Eritrean and Ethiopian peofiles also the researcher’s belief that it might be

served as a starting point to perform other sinilguiries.

The researcher is hereby calling on that the palitarcheologists of the Eritrean nation should
dare to revisit their mechanisms of building nadibidentity. Since it has become a source of
problems for their citizens and the region, theguth take actions in order to change by other
model. Instead of dwelling on one “us-them” divisisystem, the national identity of Eritreans
should take into account of their rich past reladltips with their neighbors and here should

create a harmonious cultural, economic and polititaraction.

The historic and cultural relations of the Eritrggople have to be widely disseminated to both
peoples. It has been almost two decades sincevthpeaople stopped any kind of interaction and
this have brought serious problems on both of th&me young generation knows nothing about
what is actually going on both sides. This discreyamight result in further conflict. The two
people have related cultural values and histotiealmore than any other people. These must be

the exact time to work on their problems and mad@sions benefiting for both people.

Furthermore, experienced and elite researchersldstsme another perspective of the dispute
between the two countries and propounding sigmfic®lution for the no-peace no-war state.
The researcher is calling on other researchenmdopossible ways of resolving the problems of
the two countries in specific and work on the mamaince of peace and stability of the region,

because mostly, the future is one of our making.
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Appendix
Focus Group Discussion, Questionnaire and IntervieWQuestions

Dear informants | would like to thank you for yowitlingness and taking your invaluable time
to answer my questions. These questions are ctehpfer academic purpose and there is no
political or other ulterior reason for conductimgstinterview and discussion. Therefore | would

like you to discuss all of your opinions freely.

- What are the implications of shaping identitiestfee Eritrean nation formation?
(positive or negative)

- How do Eritreans think about formation of theirinaal identity?

- Do you think that there are consequences brougthieaesult of forging national
identity? If any, in what aspects?

- How do the media and the government describe titee&n national identity?

- What are the perceptions of the people on that?

- Are there any attitudinal consequences toward Biais?

- What do the people think about prioritizing cividttre at the expense of traditional
culture?

- What are the repercussions of the ‘Us-them’ tandementity construction toward
Ethiopians?

- Are there any consequences of changing culturaassuch us calendar and holidays
on the society?

- What are the roles of differentiating the cultuféh® Eritrean and Ethiopian, particularly
Tigrean people?

- Are there any consequent upshots on the relatidimeofwo people?

- Is there any way of possibility that this differiesing aspect can be harbinger of conflict
and thereby instigate potential violence?

- Do you think there are any cultural similaritiesvibeen Ethiopians (other than Tigray)
and Eritrean society?

- How do Eritreans feel on celebrating New Year anffJanuary rather than 11
September?
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What do you think about the issue of “Ethiopia cited Eritrea”?

What are the possible consequences of this “destdristory”?

Does this narrative have any means of affectingelsionship between the two people
currently or in the future?

How do you put it the relationship of the two pexipl

How do you feel by the name of Tigrigna that isegior the ethnicity of Tigrigna
speakers in Eritrea?

Are there any effects of this process in termsuttucal identity?

Do you believe on the issue Ethiopia colonizedr&af?

If so, what sort of feeling toward Ethiopians ddeseate?

Do you believe that Eritrea is promoting its cieidture at the expense traditional
culture in order to create single the national figh

What do you think about the current Ethio-Eritreétnation?

Do you think the use of Gregorian calendar hadeatoodifferentiate the two people?
What do you think about using Gregorian calendsteiad of the Geez calendar in terms
of losing one’s identity?

What is your attitude toward Tigreans based orhts®ry of Ras Alula and Emperor
Yohannes IV?

How related are the people of Eritrea and Ethiapt@rms of culture and identity?

In what aspects are they different?
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