eventually form a single and uniform idea of who they are and what- they sho
- Rather it seems probable that the Russian speakers will remain divided, forming
identities and corresponding strategies.
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INTRODUCTION

t'on On November 9, 1989, the B;erlin lea;;
1 1 collapsed under the pressure of a pop

ran81 protelgt movement in East Germany. Less

than a year later, on October 3, 19?0, Ger-

many was reunited and a gigantic trans-

formation project was launched which was

th 1980s intended to bring the former German

g Democratic Republic to West Geqnan

e Present standards within a short period of time.

The political and legal aspects of this

transformation worked out rather smoothly,

. i five new federal
yet economically the five

fan Wolff states are still lagging behind. However,

iversity of Keele what has given rise to a heated public

about the success or failure . of
gfeblfrtlgn unification is the alleged persist-
ence of a distinct East Gem 1(‘ier§t1ty
which is said to manifest itself in a “cling-
ing on’ to values of the former collectivist
socialist system which are 1ncompat1‘pk:
with the new individuahstxc,-dertr;gl;:ra?lgE
and social market economy of the united Germany. I\ylll argue in the follrci)z_vméon o;vme
e ferred to as ‘Ostalgie’, namely the seemingly nostalgic glo 1caG {he
1fi)r(r)rli::ernE§\est German society, is in fact one way chosen by many former East German:

. e o e
come to terms with, and to provide a certain continuity to, their individual and collectiv

ion i rman i ic. However,
identities vis-a-vis of their socialization in the Ge Democratic Repusllllic;i .+ ﬁc:) e
;sethis happens in the light of the experiences they h;lveﬂ?ad su}ct:iz unification, the
; i i iate for the con
uire a new social competence appropria ' d
z&mytgxfgss the claim of the former citizens of East Germany to be entitled to creai
these conditions alongside and together with West Germans.

PoLITICAL IDENTITY AS AN ANALYTICAL CONCEPT

ity i i norms, ideals, and interests W}nch actors
Identlfty 1? " 1(1:;1?: egdk;?;rr?eivl?iilyﬁgrs’derive their course of act}on. Identity lf: 12
Conficuiu;fycosllective as well as individual historic aqd current expeneélce a_Iéc;,neslts I‘flg’[ed
ﬁrios :((;ually rooted in public events and private experiences and hzcils g)le if riiterpretation,

tantly according to such past and present experiences and Tpretation,
clzgnlslﬁa ymvides controlling guidelines for social bghavmr ar}d it ensures e
co%erglclé by systematically structuring values and rational considerations (Py 7).
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hange that would materially benefit the average GDR citizen, and the groups’ idea§ had
ery little impact (Pollack 1994d: 14; Jander and VoB 1995: 901). The emphasis on
" mmunication (between state and citizen) and participation (of the citizens in the
litical process) instead of withdrawal into privacy or emgaﬁon (Jander and VoB
1995: 905) did not resonate with a politically apathe}ig: population that was guaraptged
social security by the state in exchange for a minimum of demonstrated pohtlf:al
mpliance. Although the opposition groups and major parts of 'the populgtlon
dentified partly with the GDR, they did so for different reasons and this resulted in an
.wen wider gap between them. The opposition groups, with their mostly reform
.ommunist approach, identified with those socialist values and ideals that had already
peen realized and believed in the possibility of reform within the socialist system in
order to realize more of these values and ideals. The majority of the population,
however, had adjusted to the system because they appreciated the social security
provided by the state and identified with those aspects of society that provided for a
more or less comfortable life and allowed for retreat to the private sphere.
The identity of the opposition groups, thus, did not correspond to the collective
dentity of a majority of GDR citizens, which was characterized by several factors:
political compliance up to the degree necessary to be able to enjoy both social security
and privacy; passivity in contributing to the political process in support of, or in
opposition to, the system; an interest in an increased living standard measured against
West Germany which was hoped the state could provide without necessitating any active
_ involvement on the part of the citizens; and a strong feeling of solidarity and
community. As part of this collective identity, identification with the state, as such, was
 only partially in national terms. The continuing attraction of West Germany, especially
in terms of its average living standard, had a strong impact on East German identity, one
~ which blended what was appreciated in the GDR and what was lacking in one German
 state but apparently possible in the other. Towards the end of the 1980s, something like
 atarget identity came into being which expressed the growing economic and political
disaffection with the East German situation and was strongly oriented towards the West
(Kohler 1995: 1668). However, this did not result in an increasing desire for unification,
let alone belief in the possibility of such a development. Until late 1989 and early 1990,
improvement of life opportunities was sought within an East German state which was
due to the, if only partial, identification with this state rather than the West German state.
Throughout the existence of East Germany until 1989, the level of collective political
agency among the population had remained extremely low — with the exception of the
events on June 17, 1953. The tacit agreement between the communist rulers and their
population was that political involvement was restricted to periodical ritual
acclamations of the regime in exchange for a secured living standard. In addition, East
German experiences with collective political agency in the GDR (June 17, 1953) as well
as those of other countries in the East Bloc (Hungary 1956, Czechoslovakia 1968,
Poland 1980 onwards) did not encourage hopes for similar attempts at regime change.

reflected external ambitions, such as the longing for an ability to act in a wider socj
context, the introduction of democratic procedures to activities and 41scu551ons wi
the group, and a general openness towards new members and new ideas (Elvers
Findeis 1994: 99). )

The explicitly left-wing, reform-communist approach the groups favqred was an
expression of a predominant political romanticism among them, which manifested itself
in an escape from political reality into inner emigration. They avoided any risk .
confrontation with the state by means of adjustment and compromise, turning instead
the private sphere and neglecting the need to analyze the ruling system critically (Jand
and VoB 1995: 903). One of the reasons political romanticism was so influential among
these opposition groups was the lack of a democratic national tradition in (East)
Germany. Another was the belief that socialism was a viable social system that, even in
its state-socialist form, was capable of reform. The Protestant church applied a similar
strategy (Bruckmeier 1993b: 17-19) with its orientation towards communication and
participation in public affairs, provided that a minimum of organizational and
theological independence could be preserved. The focus on both communication and
participation resulted in an identity common to most of the opposition groups: they did
not see themselves as potential political parties but instead aimed at promoting a
dialogue between the state and a mobilized population willing to participate actively in
the democratic process yet to be established. These particular features of the opposition
groups’ identity became problematic when translated into mobilization and action, and
proved to be a difficult basis for acting together. For a long time, individual group
activity did not have political intentions to reform society; rather, it was aimed at
delivering individual contributions to proclaimed values of the ideal of socialism with
which most of the groups identified. There was only joint and nation-wide activity in
response to state suppression of group activities. Not only did the groups have shared
interests that were based on the common features of their identity, but they also acted in
commonly accepted ways. The major objectives of the groups included the goal to act
within the official legal boundaries and to appeal to proclaimed values and norms of the
GDR'’s socialist society in order to ensure improvements of socialism, rather than its
overthrow. This commitment to socialism, however, posed another difficulty for the
groups’ ability to command a large portion of the electorate beyond 1989 — none of them
offered a potentially viable social alternative to the existing system for the majority of
adjusted GDR-~citizens, nor did they offer an alternative for those who identified with
West German consumer society, i.¢., those wishing to leave the country. By focusing on
civic elements of political culture (such as public dialogue and liberalization), the
economic situation — and with it the living conditions which most concerned the
majority of the population — was almost entirely neglected by the opposition groups.
Thus, the identity of the opposition groups increasingly distanced them from the victims
of the social, economic, and political developments in the GDR (cf. Klein 1995: 1063).

PoLiticAL IDENTITY AND COLLECTIVE AGENCY DURING
THE PEACEFUL REVOLUTION

COLLECTIVE IDENTITY AMONG THE POPULATION

This identity of the various opposition groups proved to be of little attraction to a
majority of the population. More generally, the status that came with this ‘opposition’
identity did not function as an incentive motivating widespread public participation, let
alone activism (cf. Friedman and McAdam 1992: 157). The groups’ political
romanticism resulted in a general lack of trust in their competence to bring about any

Towards the end of the 1980s, the GDR was threatened by three simultancous, self-
intensifying crises (Bruckmeier 1993b: 26ff): a political crisis, an economic crisis, and
asocial crisis. The political crisis was the result of a general unwillingness and inability
to allow for reforms, which the population had hoped for in the light of Gorbachev’s
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f the simultaneously decreasing ability to mana
rentiated society as a single organization (Pollack 1g9692i11‘31’zr mo;
ne most apparent in the 1989 local elections. The opposition gro, ). Che
: nconcemeq about the lack of democracy and public comrnum.gr ups, which
as an opportunity o become actively politically engaged. After a;a:t(tm took ¢
mdep;ndent candidates fal!ed, the groups organized a nationwide empt to ; ]
counting and reported election frauds to public prosecutors. th control of iy
at the time (Jander and Vo 1995: 908). By doing so. ough without an
: e g so, they continued tg

Simultaneously, the destruction of the environmy i

. n ent obvi i ‘
Ezizté‘;ilfhzfgf)?e(]i the.GD}'l c1tlzeps’ quality of life. Th: lcl:f:lgngi;rizas;gis o
10 sotisty pe alradcnsm of Increasing glisaffection with a socialist system: itwaS :
AL o popular ¢ Semnalmds for higher living standards and the freedom td traz:?

complacney, oty eant thgt the collective identity of political passi i
ol attra>c which the majority of East Germans had adopted, began to becVlty  \
et paetive as miugtate was ever less able to deliver the promised rewar?ime»
ol Wher e gfose ty presented by the opening of the Austrian—HungarianSB
e pary reining ot i S of g 12100 ook Exst Gorman soccty.
population, the opposnioq groups, the activitiegs (z)(i)“ wlilsilc?l? l?aﬁidblgfl:rrfsl‘;lgﬁ?(?ric;hlf ng

> y

to the opposition groups and made thei ’ i
© e1r pre-"Wende’ existen iviti
mog(i)lli);gatlil gg);ﬁfitc@ollaﬁk 1994b: 277). The groups themsgfvzlsldn?ac(tiglltlloes ?t R
2 potoal bl e,sczrll ttl € contrary, as they were afraid of being made accoﬁntgg}pt
e Dbl et esc: at' on of th.e mass protests, the opposition groups withdre fe'r
oot t(’) nedia-c dep ive ~part101p.auon in the mass demonstrations ThW 0:
Sndanger (e T 9e9 (;gt;)(r)sl In a society-wide dialogue, a position they did not ix)f’ =
particinte 1o ok 1990: ff). Moreove;r, this reluctance of the opposition o *t
§s movement explains why Berlin remains the center %Tf? lgr)(s)lf

res%])lrllislzb%ﬁ ef(;:ntalﬁ situation and all b}ame directed at it (Pollack 1990: 276
t . pl}mber of opposition groups had been active for soine yg)r.s alread
! Y,
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cal participation.
ng conditions within the GDR.

ons started to see thems
atity gradually shifted its
st German living
¢ most active an

ous manifestati
on came o C
ear and unifying objectives,
political liberties, and the ove
tion was through peaceful demonstrations involving evi
¢ increasing attention to German unification clearly shows the impact of identity and
storical contingency on collective agency: the choices made by the population were a

specific response to the opportunity of
particular structure of
East Germany. This
political passivity in exc
accept the care-taking ro

legitimacy provided by forty years o
The East German Christian Democrats together with two former opposition group

Demokratischer Aufbruch (Democratic Renewal) and the Christian Social Union —
seemed to be more trustworthy representatives of the continuity with this tradition than
the Social Democrats. This widespread perception among the East German population
explains the more or less unexpected election victory of the Christian Democrats, the

wing figures see Kohler 1995: 1655ff) After 1979 these figures were
dé down. Despite a slight improvement in 1986-87, by 1989 almost three
, people were dissatisfied than satisfied. A similar development could be
r attitudes towards the political system. Until 1978 the number of supporters
. than that of opponents, with again about half of the population indifferent; .
4in 1979, and by 1989 almost four times more people considered themselves
political system. Thus, 1989 marks the year when both |

than supporters of the
as well as economic dissatisfaction reached record highs and eventually
. collective action against these conditions. The population only gradually

‘mliticized against the political system of the GDR despite the fact that
tion towards political and economic conditions in West Germany had been
ently high! It was only in 1989 that the yardstick ‘living conditions in West
» was translated into political action as a result of the changed opportunity
presented by policy changes in the Soviet Union and the examples set by
and Hungary. As a result, a wide-spread shift in one decisive feature of identity
od: a shift away from passivity and retreat into privacy toward active and public
This political activity, however, was still aimed at an improvement

already signal the emergence of a new political identity: GDR
clves as sovereign and masters of their own destiny. This

focus from reforms in the GDR (in order to approximate
standards) to German unification. The mass movement in Leipzig
d conscious expression of political identity among the population
g the “Wende’ — with its increasing support for German unification is the most
ion of this. Although initially a rather spontancous movement, it

mass protests

arry all the characteristic features of conscious collective agency. It had
namely an improvement in living conditions, an increase
rthrow of the corrupt political leadership. Its course of
er greater numbers of people.

German unification against the background of a
their identity shaped under the conditions of their socialization in
identity involved a certain material orientation, the desire for
hange for secured living conditions, and the inclination to
le of a political system endowed with the competence and

f successful political and economic development.
s —the

Those indifferent towards the GDR’s political system decreased by half, from 67 percent in 1973 to 32
percent in 1989, and of these, the overwhelming majority regarded the living conditions in West Germany
to be better than in the GDR. At the same time, the number of people who had strong political interests
but hardly identified themselves with East Germany rose from 19 percent in 1973 to 59 percent in 1989,
while those politically interested and did identify themselves with East Germany, decreased from around

15 percent in the late seventies to nine percent in 1989.

8 5 replika



defeat of the Social Democrats alongside with other former opposition groups, and

i iasm for German unification.
gfoﬁf;gdzlizl;g?ﬁgt of the population’s collective identity was very different from thyy
of the opposition groups, and.these differences e_:xplam why ‘rhe former opposition group
were unable to command higher support during the elections. Thesq _dlfferences i
identity also reflect the difference in responses under the same pohtlcal structura}
conditions. The objectives of the opposition groups were to establish a society-wid
dialogue about the current crisis, {0 create opportunities fo.r widgsprqad popul
participation in social reforms, and to introduce political and individual liberties and the
constitutional guarantees within a reformed socialist society in the GDR (Rein 198
15-16; 34-37; 106-109; etc.). The opposition groups, due to their higher degree o r
organization compared to the rest of the population, were the nuclei around which
popular protest could build and with the help of which it could be articulated (Bruckmeier
1993a: 42; Heinze and Pollack 1994: 89). This does not mean that the aims of thy
opposition groups and those of the majority of the population coincided. While the
primary aim of the majority within the oppositional groups was still the establishment of
a sphere of communication between state and population, the majority of the population
were most interested in an improvement of the ever worsening economic situation in
which they found themselves (Pollack 1994d: 14). ~

There was, however, a minimal consensus between the opposition groups and the
population condemning the current situation and, above all, a consensus against the
hegemonic rule of the communist party. The opposition groups were seen, and used, as
facilitators of a dialogue between a declining political system and its representatives and
a deeply dissatisfied population. The particular position of the opposition groups as
neither leaders nor representatives of the masses (even though they were used to
articulate protest and communicate with the ruling party) as well as their own view of
their role, prevented them from actively struggling for power and a position of political
influence (the most notable exception here being the later Social Democratic Party).
Even after the Round Table was set up in December, 1989, the grass-roots democratic
popular movement’s concept of political participation prevailed among most groups,
adhering to the concept of the round table as an alternative way to conduct the political
process by means of reconciling adverse, antagonistic positions (Maaz 1991: 112).

The reformed former bloc parties (Christian Democrats, Liberal Democrats, and
National Democrats, who had, together with the communist party, formed the so-called
democratic bloc in Eastern Germany after 1945), in contrast, maintained their party-
political identity. In the eyes of the GDR population, they managed to overcome the
general competence deficit characteristic of almost all East German political actors, as
they were adopted by their West German sister parties. The newly formed Social
Democratic Party in the GDR and a minor conservative party, the DSU (German Social
Union) were soon to enjoy this advantage as well. With the sudden possibility of
German unification and, as a consequence, with the potential of satisfying demands for
improved life opportunities, the population began to withdraw its initial support from
the less coherently acting former opposition groups and turned to more promising
political actors — the reformed former bloc parties, the new liberal and conservative
parties, and the new Social Democratic Party. These parties were entrusted with the
legitimacy and competence of their West German sister parties and their impressive and
seemingly trustworthy leaders, such as chancellor Helmut Kohl and foreign minister
Hans-Dietrich Genscher. They also seemed to be able to statisfy the increasing hope
among a majority of East Germans that someone else would improve their living
conditions for them. The possibility of participating actively in the project of social

orm seemed a more attractive perspective than what the opposition groups had to
er. and consequently, support for the opposition groups decreased. In an opinion poll
rﬁéd out at the Leipzig Monday demonstrations, the support figures fqr the Neues
Cé »um dropped from 70 percent in November, 198_9 to only 47 percent. in February,
90, not to speak of the disappointing 1990 election results of the Alliance 90 (the
cti,on alliance of three of the opposition groups) of only 2.9 percent of the overall vote
qufe 1993: 120). ‘ . . i

At a time when almost all achievements gnd valpes linked to the still existing GDR
were being devalued and increasingly meaningless in the eyes of a pppulatlon ma]O}*le
ooking forward to a rapid unification and the promise of ‘blooming landsqapgs in
pastern Germany, the argument by the opposithq groups for ;e_fqrms w1thm an
' ependent GDR was a very obvipus minor@ty position. The possibility to regain the
nitiative and act jointly — which had been briefly achieved after October ﬁl, }9.89, with
the foundation of the contact group of all opposition groups — was also diminished by
: ents about the organizational structure and a lack of leadership (Heinze. and
Pollack 1994: 90). With the resulting increase in pollitica.l and orgaxﬂzatlonal
differentiation among the opposition groups and German unification .b.econzmg the pre-
dominant election campaign issue, the initial advantages of the citizens’ movement
(loose framework of goals, dialogue orientated, grass-roots democrahc approach)
became a decisive disadvantage for their performance in the elect}on: the lack of a
comprehensive political program, the lack of charismatic leadership, and the lgck of
 Jegitimacy and competence in the eyes of the electorate accoupted for the defeat in the
election in March, 1990. After the tearing down of the Berlin Wall on Noverlnber' 9,
- 1989, the opposition groups had been confronted with an entirely different situation
_ dominated by national issues and reunification, which they were not prepared to handle
from either an organizational or programmatic point of view (Bruckmeier 1993a:. 52).
The very general demands of the opposition groups served as a framework iq which a
~ wide range of interests could be incorporated. With the realization of these interests,
however, such generality turned out to become a decisive disadvantage in its lack of
political vision and concrete social alternatives for identification and consequently for
mobilization and action.

=

DEVELOPMENTS SINCE THE UNIFICATION

Despite the fact that former East Germans have had very different individual
experiences since October 3, 1990, I contend that it is nevertheless possible to
reconstruct a specific East German identity, defined as an identity regionally and
historically distinct from that in former West Germany, on the basis of collective
experience prior to, and after, unification.

The transformation process in the former GDR in the course of which the legal,
political, economic, and social systems of former West Germany were introduced to the
East, led to a serious identity crisis. Some examples of this transformation process
include: the devaluation of all personal and social achievements in the former GDR; the
biased approach to personal biographies and GDR history on the part of political actors
from the West and the instrumentalisation of this history; the economic transformation
and crisis resulting in high unemployment rates and a devaluation of work as part of a
person’s identity; the deconstruction of social relationships (increased individualization,
different life styles, and increased social and economic competition); the
disappointment following the artificially raised high expectations about German
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unification; the wide range of theoretically possible choices, which were practically
limited by material and informational constraints; the complexity of the new society and
of social, administrative and political processes; and the inability to appreciate and
embrace the majority of values offered from the ‘new’ society. Social competence was
lost for the time being and with it the ability to interpret comprehensively and assign
meaning to a wide variety of social and economic processes and political events. This
identity crisis produced a number of compensation modes: first, an initial resignation
and apathy, and in extreme cases even suicide; second, the attempt to identify
completely with all new values, norms, and ideals, and the rejection of anything even
remotely GDR-related; and third and most common, the examination of one’s self and
one’s past in the GDR and the GDR in general with approaches ranging from critical
evaluation to nostalgic appreciation of the past. This latter approach has generated a
heated debate about the alleged glorification of the GDR, oftentimes termed ‘Ostalgie’.
With the actual unification in October, 1990, the core interests which prompted the drive
to unification and which were derived from the desire for improved living conditions
and increased life opportunities, had been satisfied for the moment, while at the same
time only remotely familiar values of a liberal democracy (social market economy, party
competition, high degree of individual liberty, independence and responsibility) were
adopted. These immediate interests, once satisfied, ceased to function as cornerstones
for identification and left behind them a vacuum which could not be easily filled by
those new values, norms, ideals, and interests that the united Germany offered by way
of introducing the West German model to the East. ‘
Within this process, there seems to be hardly any room for the former opposition
groups, which have become marginalized in the transformation process and now
command only an insignificant proportion of the vote in East Germany above the local
level. The gap between collective identity among the majority of former East Germans
and the political identity of the former opposition groups has, if anything, become wider.
The issues that the Alliance 90/The Greens (the party that emerged from the unification
between the West German Green Party and the East German election alliance) stand for
are far from popular in the East: neither is environmental protection seen as a priority
in a situation where unemployment has reached an average level of about 20 percent in
1997, nor is the issue of the Stasi (former East German secret police) highly popular
among a population that resents the fact that the public discourse about the GDR pastin
all its aspects has been, and still is, dominated by West Germans. :
The more general problems the opposition groups encountered during the "
transformation process were similar to those that had become obvious as carly as the
run-up to the elections in March, 1990. Most goals they had were aimed at, and had
been developed under, GDR conditions, and there were hardly any concepts related
specifically to the time after the election. With goals either fulfilled or irrelevant, an
important part of their identity was lost — lost not only for the opposition groups
themselves, but also lost as a potential basis for identification on the part of supporters
and subsequent mobilization. Apart from that, the consequences of the peaceful
revolution of 1989-90 were different than those aimed at initially. The belated
distancing of the opposition groups from socialism and its being discredited in the
unification euphoria in 1990 deprived the opposition groups of an essential part of
their legitimacy (Pollack 1994c: 270f). While before 1990, developments in other East
European countries, especially in Hungary and Poland, demonstrated the possibility of
democratization under socialist conditions, this source of legitimization for the East
German opposition groups ceased to exist. In addition, the political situation in the
totalitarian GDR system allowed a quantitatively small minority to achieve political
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attention by symbolic action; the political system of united Germany, in contrast, is a
system of party competition where much depends on the resources each {)arty
commands to present itself as being the most attractive among a broad range of
political cho1c<?s. The opposition groups lacked these resources both in terms of
personnel .and in terms of finances. While it was possible for the individual to feel
superior vis-a-vis the rather simple, ineffective, and immobile system of the GDR, the
highly complex political system of West Germany produced a feeling of inferio,rity
This experience influences the preparedness to engage in political activities as thé
potential impact of a citizens movement is considered low (Pollack 1994b: 283). And
ﬁnally,_the members of the former opposition groups experienced the same sociai
insecurity as thq mgjority of former East Germans. For many, political activities could
not remain a priority when jobs were threatened and rents rose. Many of the former
activists, therefore, resigned from active politics, thus further increasing the lack of
personnel (cf. Pollack 1994a: 303).

At 't.he same time, the former East German population, including the former
opposition groups and their members, faced, and still faces, a biased Western German
approach towards the GDR and the role of the individual citizen within it, condemning
the GDR and }ikewise everyone who finds anything good about it. Although there are
certainly upcntical, whole-sale appraisals of the GDR and also significant political and
economic interests involved, the above mentioned ‘Ostalgie’ is more properly described
as an attempt to review the GDR past critically and, seeking historical continuity, to
incorporate life histories and socialization experience in the GDR into a new iden,tity
within the united Germany. At close examination, it turns out that those issues and
aspects of GDR life with which former East German citizens identified already before
1989, and which were part of the identity of the opposition groups as well, are among
the core values named first by East Germans when asked about their nostaléic feelings.

- In 1990, 87 percent of East Germans assumed that the then still existing GDR was,

compared to West Germany, superior in terms of women’s rights, 65 percent said the
same at?out social security, and 62 percent were of that opinion in terms of protection
from crime. By 1?95, these figures had changed as follows: women’s rights superiority
- §7 percent, social security — 92 percent, protection from crime — 88 percent (cf. Der
Spiegel 1996: 64-70). In addition, an increasing number of people claimed in 1995 that
the formell' GDR had provided better services in several areas, including professional
and vocational training (70 percent in 1995 and 33 percent in 1990), education (64
percent and 28 percent), availability of aparments (53 percent and 27 percent), and
health care (57 percent and 18 percent) (cf. Berliner Zeitung 1995). This doe’s not
express the desire for a restoration of GDR conditions at large; it symbolizes instead a
longing for a particular life quality that people enjoyed in East Germany. It was
characterized primarily by secure living standard and wide ranging social equality with

- alimited number of choices which were available to all, and a general feeling of social

jusﬁce and splidan'ty among people. Before 1989, these were the conditions under
which a speglﬁcally East German identity had developed. This identity had represented
an appreciation qf such Va{ues as equality, justice, security, and solidarity and it had
gisugjlt ;bom _typ{cal beglavmral patterns to cope with the shortcomings of a society that
vided an institutionalization of these values but i iti
b ut demanded a certain political
: The insistence on a pumber of values that do not have the same status in the eyes of
ormer West Germans is not only a natural attempt to maintain a certain life-historical

~ continuity as part of one’s individual identity. It should also be seen, and appreciated,
as an attempt to re-construct and re-define individual and collective identities among a
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population that had been socialized under dramatically different economic, political, and
social conditions and now has to cope with severe changes in its living environment fq
which an entirely new social competence is needed. This social competence cannot b
established without a self-assurance regarding one’s individual and collective identity
As a complex, regionally specific, and historically and politically conditioney
phenomenon, ‘Ostalgie’ is not simply an aspect of consumer politics favoring East
German products or of identity politics preferring the particular party or candidate thag
best expresses the alleged ethno-cultural distinctiveness of East Germans. It is also an
attempt to resist the biased discourses about the GDR-past that are cultivated by both the
extreme left in the former East Germany and the whole specter of political parties in the
former West Germany.

Many political and economic actors try to exploit the phenomenon of ‘Ostalgie’ b
they are not really able to control the process. Different value priorities among East an
West Germans do not so much result from political manipulation of the electorate, by
rather from distinct socialization patterns in East and West before unification (cf
Schmidt 1995: 10; Noelle-Neumann 1995: 27; Der Spiegel 1996: 64-70). Against this

background, it is quite obvious that the values attached to social security and solidarity

rank much higher among East Germans than the values of traditional political liberty,
This pattern has been persistent in surveys since April 1990 when East Germans for the
first time encountered the actual availability of political liberties but contrasted those

against fears of possible unemployment (85 percent), increasing crime (83 percent),

increasing egoism and social competition (78 percent), and rising prices (69 percent)
(Forster and Roski 1990: 86; for later surveys see especially Noelle-Neumann 1995: 27
and Der Spiegel 1996: 64-70). This does not mean that East Germans do not value the
liberties they are now able to enjoy, it simply means that their value priorities are
influenced by the socialization processes they underwent in the GDR which have had a
significant impact on their identity.

However, these value priorities are also influenced by the experiences East Germans
have had since the unification of Germany: experiences of subordination and, to a
lesser degree, neglect, at the hands of West Germans. This status contrasts sharply with
the ability to be the master of one’s own destiny in a living environment in which one
is socially competent to act, as experienced during the peaceful revolution. It is also in
contrast to the expectations raised about German unification and to socialization
patterns in the GDR, where the state actively portrayed itself as performing the role of
a father, taking care of the needs of its obedient children. This desire for political
passivity under more or less secured living conditions, which the West German welfare
state is still able to provide and the lack of leaders charismatic and legitimate enough
to mobilize the dissatisfied, explains why — despite the enormous demands vis-a-vis
East Germans in the transformation process and a widespread dissatisfaction with its
economic and social outcomes so far — collective agency among East Germans is, if
anything, expressed in protest voting and abstention rather than in a new protest
movement. This shows, at the same time, an appreciation of democratic values and
opportunities, such as articulating discontent by means of voting and abstention, but it
also shows that East Germans are disillusioned about their own ability to influence
political decisions actively as a ‘minority’. Most importantly, all the above described
developments in the identity of former East Germans signify that what is referred to as
‘Ostalgie’, namely the nostalgic feeling for the GDR past, is actually something
completely different: East Germans are standing up for their individual and collective
past, that is, their socialization in a politically different system with all its
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onsequences, in order to be able to re-construct and re-define their particular East(ern)
crman identity. This is not just a backward feeling of nostalgia, but more importantly
future-oriented self-assurance that implies the claim for self-determination within a

ynited Germany.
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(Homo)Sexual

“Identity and sexual politics are not
issues defined by particular sexual
preferences.”

(Leo Bersani)

On an April evening in 1997, several
Hungarian gay and other human rights
activists came together to listen to Agnes
Heller, a Hungarian-born  social
philosopher who was invited by the
Habeas Corpus Workgroup to speak about
her views concerning sexual and gender
identities. At the end of the meeting
questions were raised by participants
about the necessity of homosexual
identities, and as far as I remember, there
was only one general agreement reached:
everyone should be able to create and use
his or her self-definition. This paper will
focus on special forms of self-definitions
connected to homosexuality (gayness,
queerness, homo-ness, same-sex desire, etc.), and the context in which they can become
politically activated.

I once read that “integration of homosexuality does not mean anything when the
concept of homosexuality itself is not given theoretical and practical contents” (Hekma
and van der Meer 1992: 128). Although in the original context integration was meant to
be integration into Dutch society, I am now using it as a reminder to integrate
homosexuality into this paper by attempting to provide the concept with theoretical and
practical contents.

Budapest University of Economic Sciences

DEerFNING HOMOSEXUAL POLITICS

The main question is if it is relevant at all to speak about homosexual (or gay, and maybe
queer) politics, especially in Hungary. To answer this question, we should first make the
question meaningful. Ina broad sense homosexual politics can be defined as a symbolic
space to challenge definitions, descriptions, discourses and categories which structure
social space in ways disadvantageous to homosexuals, ie., people who identify
themselves and/or and identified by others as homosexuals. Idealtypically the actors in
homosexual politics are homosexual subjects whose homosexual identities imply
necessary references to the social category and meanings of homosexuality.
Homosexuality without a homosexual subject is purely a specific form of human sexual
behavior which can be practiced by anyone. In this context, same-sex erotic experience
is not relevant to what we call homosexual politics.
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