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13. Symbolic Construction of Urban
Spaces — Symbolic Construction of
Enemies

Margit Feischmidt

Reading Romanian newspapers, one can immediately find articles
reporting on similar events in Cluj, a town in Transylvania such as:

“The own council voted for the statue, ., for the wcheological exca-

vation.”

“I'he Drmcratic. Organization of the Hupgonans m Homiiii pro-

lested ugainst the moclilication of e traditiona] profile of the own

“The workers of the town council took down the Hunganan inserip-

tions from the facade of the Hungarian Theatre!”

“The leaders of the Hungarisn Theatee and the Hungarion culwrmal

arganizations protested and pur e Hunguresan mscoptions back dur

ing the night.'
[ do fieldwork in Cluj on phenomena of nationalism and ethnicity.
Fesluy s inhabitants are 75 percent Romanmians and 23 percent Hitevar-
ans, The ethnic compasition of the popslation has changed in the s
wventy years owing © industrialisation aad the political motivated
nofionnl homogenizxition, the so called Romamzation of he cibes m
Transylvanin, In |91 about seven times maore Hungairins than Rotmuni
ans lived there.

After 1989 Cluj has become both the centre of the most populat
Romanian national organization and party, called the Party of the
National Unity of the Romanians (PUNR} and the centre of the political
orpanisation of the Hungarian minority and 1y coltoral orgamezationg
I'he first Treely elected mayor of the wown |4 the leader ol the Pany ol
Nitional Unity

As soon as the communist regime was overthrown, Cly became a
.ymbolic bawleficld between the elites of the Romanian majority and the
fungarian minority. How has it happened? What have been the strale-
mes used by the elite Tor acquiring and legitimizing their political and
cven their economic power? What have been the means through which
e mhabitants of the lown have been separated into two distinet and rig-
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1dly divided communities? How did these situations influence the cul
tural patlerns organizing the 1elationship between citizens and power

A starie of o mationa) hero, Mutthing Corvinus —a king of Hungary
i the 15th century = stunds In the centre of tie 1awn, The -.|,|1|_|-|_"-l.l..;|.'\.
unvetled in 1902 in the midst of gne of the miost speciaculir ceremonies
ol the Hungorun Milleniom celebrion. atending to symbolize the den
of the Hungarian nationa] seate anel to demanstrite e Humgariin cha
weter of the largest city in Transylvania. The weeion however was ool
tnhubited by more Romanians than Hungarions After 1918, when Tran
sylvania became part of Romania, in the dommant Romanian discourses
the statue became the objectification of the national injurics that (e
_F'l-rlliiminm hatd sulfered from the Hungarians over the centuries. The
idea of its removal or its rectification in the name of the *historical tulh'
rewrned periodically in the Tocal newspapers Although the | public
debate between Hungaran and Bomanin leaders and insgirutions on this
topic went on with varying intensity, the statue with some modifications
stayed m its place. During socialism however public debate about the
statue ceased

After [98% the topic of the statue has came 1o be controversial g
In 1942 the newly clecied mayor of the town ordered o Ul an inserip
tlon an the stilue which emphisised — i the spint of the Bomanisn his
tarisgraphy = the Remanian origin of Matthtas. 1 soited Gt afier e bl

beeome king of Hungory, he ‘betruyed’ his own nution by (TFu g

agairst the Romamian neighbourlands, The unveiling of this inseription
|..'-n|-. place an o national boliday, which was (he iy oo thae Unhoation ol
Transylvania with the Romanian Kingdom i 1958 The unveiling was
eordducted as w natlonal misal by the mayor of the wwn with the Lssisl-
ance ol clergy and military leaders. The participants. several thousand
peopie, encirched the stue and they were surrounded by the pelice andl
this arniy. At the same tme people, swho didn’l belone w that [magined
colmunity, were standing outside of the ning, on the peripheries of (e
squille.

The reaction (o the ‘Romanisation” ritual was the restauration of the
Hungarian meaning of the symbol. Some days after the zbove mentioned
event the Democrutic Union of the Hunganans in Romania [rrotesied
with the symbolical “reoceupation” of the stitue, First the demonsiriton
[0k mirt m oo redigiogs service in the cuholle chureh staniding v the
sume sguare, their they walked round the statee In o silence Proscession
The purticipunts of the protesting national rilusd, the Hungarians, werg
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surrounded by the police and Lhe army in greater numbers than in the
carlier case, by which the “others™ standing on the periphery were more
separated from them

In 1994 on the same National Holiday a new statue was unverled m
the town, again with similar festivity. It represents Avram lancu. o
Romanian national hero, who was the leader of the Transylvanian
Romanians during the revolution of [848, when he fought against the
leaders of the Hungarian Revolution and their national oppression. How-
ever, putting up a stawse of this hero in Cluj wasn’t a new idea. The issue
appeated in the local media between the two world wars and wis put in
opposition to Matthias, who was then seen as a Hungarian stalue '

The statue of Avram lancu stands on a large square in front ol the
central orthodox cathedral built in the "207s, a place which was imagined
as Lhe second main square of the own, Since 1994 every important ol
cial event, ceremony, feast has been organized on this square, which was
renamed alter Avram,

The town has two symbolic centers now, which does not mean thut
the story ol the old square has ceased. About a year ago, an archeologi-
cal excavation was started very near the Matthias statue initiated by the
mayor and his counciltor, The "Hungarian’ interpretation of this action
wats that they wanted to remove the statue for good, Tn the protest organ
ised by the minority organisation a shift ol stralegy within their politics
was defined, Theii leaders announced a new program of “national vy
calisation” with the pretex( to save Lthe national heritage,

Meanwhile (he experts of the mayor said that the ruins ol the Roman
(own, Napoca, were discovered there. They plan 1o establish an archeo
logical park in front of the statue. representing the Daco-Roman conti
nuity of the town and its inhabitants

We are conlronled with Lypical examples of “inventing taditions’
Archeology is a classical instrument in the ‘mternational cultural gram
mar of nationhood” (Lolgren 1989) for uncovering and 1ccovering an
authentic and ancient definition of the national communily as a distinet
people (Foster 1991: 241). Furthenmore, there are rituals which contrib
ule o the emotionalization and heroization ol the past, and to the con
struction of a historical memory based on existing tears and injures
There are performances of history which create an imagined reality ol
community-experiences (Kaschuba 1993: 245},
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The ceremonies of the unverling were not just Romanian national rif
wirls, but alse public eventy of Romuanin eopie Tbving in this o,
while the demonstrition wis an exclusive action of the Hungarian e
ple. Though n both ey we lind people from both etlnic ETUHITY Py
an |||_1-“ square. The regulstive mlés concerning the division and the gse o)
the ritual spuce gave physical reality o the symbolic border between the
twa ethnle groups, The communitay homepenized by medns of oo
symirols anid the performiance of the rilusl wis defised i it relaton 1
the “others’, who were stunding in {ict or virtually enside of their nng,
o the periphery. The ceremonies through the orgunisation of the ot
space have constructed and dramatized a rcpws-cnlmion ol the social
s, That is what Connermon (Connerton 1989) culled repEseiing
rencting the évents o the habitmed cluricter of rmal performnee :

Il we step beyond Connerton and ask: What are the elfects of these
ritils afteror out oF ritual tinse, we will fnd that places and abjects pliy
aovery imperbant robe in e mediation of mesmnzs, The stalues and il
archeclogieal park Tenction in the sume woy, Through them [Mis]
brecomes pretsenl i the everyday enviromment -

Edmund Lewsch said that places dermol |ust remind people of storhes;
which are linked o them, but where a close connection between: (he
Mace and the story has occurred, the plices gain (he prower to tell he
SOy by themselves. A story ¢nlocces |||:'.'I|1i:|'_'_|-| villidiey and Tupciions ik
A Tuneamiental mle of the social behavieur and as o moaral erder only
then. when it's clesely linked o o ploce r

.'ﬂ'nr.' Iwi states and the twer squares became objectificasnions of twi
Hitloos und two conceptiony of the mafiomal past, They are embodliments
of strategies meorporatcd in periodically repeated rituul performmnoes
which define the one naton agumst the other, 1t isn™ on ahstroct stsiled
ment: i the center of Cluy there 1s o hale, an archeologion] ditch, whera
soldiers and werkers begin to dig from time 1o Hme This iy lwies finl-
fowed hy the swme discussion abowt how far and for what they die, Nex
vear there will be local elections in Romsmia, Feople hivve .||r-:.:'.|:|_'|:' begun
suggesting in the local newspipers: the present mayor will finish the
Praco-Romun anchectogienl-park wnd hie will |||.1ugur.|.-1-.- il

What do the ]'r';|3'|"|l..' thunk und say abowl thesye ||:l;rJF'-|_-:||||||_1_-. in thel
town”! Hungarians: talk aboul what Romasians do or have doie. thil
Romaniins destroy the wwn and that they like 1o ke what belongs 1
Hungarians and 1o erect new statues which syntbolize the flzht neind
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them. In contrast Romanians lalk about what Hungarians do or have
done, that Hungarians protest against everyihing, because they used (o
dominate this town and they would like 1o be still in power

I stop here with my case study and I would like to make some himal
connections with the propoesed topic ol this conference: Conlinuwities and
Disconumuities of Power

If somebody asked me. who is i leading posittons in this town
fodliny, oy answer would be wlwort: The Party of Natlooal Uity of the
Komanmians play the main political roles AL the ead ol the foemerly st
owned large enterprises, which produce very litde, but keep employing
the majority ol the acuive population, stand cither old people or a new
generation supported by the political elite, but both of them loyai to the
present polincal leadership, Though their influence on cconomy is very
little, the political power ol the Hungarian minority organisation, which
is also a parliamentary party. is significant. they have 25 percent of the
votes in the town, while the Romanian National Party has about 50 pet-
cenl

As an anthropologist [ am rather interested in a more hidden level
the cultural patterns of events which define power and organize the 1ela-
tionship between people and their leaders

Since Foucault it is well-known, thal clussification, separation of
even segregation of social calegories are technologics of power. I this
sense nationalism also demarcates and maintains classilicarory bounda
ries, produces and reproduces cthnic differentianion (Williams, criticised
by Foster 1991: 241) The case described above shows how rials
strengthen and institutionalize existing soctal or cultural differences
I'he catcgories pertormed have become the dominant way of represent
g society through public discourses, based on the debates on national
heritage. Therefore, from this point of view there is no reason (o speak
about a dominant nation and an oppressed mimority I would like o
show, that both of them are components of the same function. they pro-
duce the same calegories and they use the same technigues ol syimbaolic
power, So from my perspeciive I see dominant techniques, which legit
mize themselves and reproduce each other through dominant categories
1 a continuous symbolic fight against each other

Most of the studies analysing contemporary nationalism i Lastern
Hurope give the explanation that national identity and the belonging (v
an imagined community and order are answers 1o (he siluation ol
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‘anomic’ (Hobsbawm 1992) Peter Niedermiiller sees the nation as i
symbolic concept with the help of which social disintegration is abriddgms
hle. Tn the cave of the ethiical mised town studicd by e e siruation v
a litdle different. and in this sense my experience and nterpetatim |y
mear foowhal Katherine Verdery said about the whole country, Romani
(Verdery 19923, Using the metsphor of Nicdefmlller, the bridae eI
o be the nution ot in the sense of belonging bt of beang constituled
igainst the Other. In the focus of both the public and privice discories
stands the coneept of “they’, not the imagined “we'. This kind of natiops
alism doesn™t concentrate on producing hesfzontal solidarity, but on coke
structing and nrticularing the enemy images. '

Through the bipelurity constituting the socipl belng in the shadow sl
pratsocialist nunonalismsa steategy for creating identity survives, which)
wis characterisie of the communist er. Katherine Yerdery «uid: *We!
might expect o trinsforniation of commurism's us-them ino that alher
dichotomous: social organization, ethnie distinelion.” (Verdery P92 [0
Praring the communlst ers the Other was vonstructed fies) us the Capitd]-
st enemy secording 10 the commiunis) ilenlogy, then ay the Communist
regime isell, After the full of Comimyunism the Other was twined 1o he
ke ethnic ane. Together with this dichotomized categorical and morsl
order paternalism goes on exlstiong, which was characteristic of the relit-
tonship between the social being and leadership during state socialism,
Putiermallsm prsloces the disposition of dependency. which works
dgainst the real political participation, and against the freedom of the cit-
teen to articulate his/ her interests,
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