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POWER AND THE GERMAK NARRATIVE 

4 dorninant or hegernonic culture i; rarely passilelq internal- 
ised: comrrionl! it is negotiated. rebisted or selectix el\ appropri- 
ated h! people in ex e q  day life. So too. cultural rrpresentations 
inlolte both ideolog and pouer. a power which is often 
institutionaliseci b j  dominant groups.. . .'I 

4s our perception of the world becomes one of increasing 
complexitj. unpredictahilit!. pluralization and secularization. 
vliich is accompanied b j  an inrreasirig riurriber of discussions 
ahout technological adlancement. ethics. globalization. and 
multiculturalisin. the irnportance of a sense of place and the 
desire to define national. regional. local and indixidual identi- 
ties appears exponentiall! significant. In German!. the com- 
plexit! of these issues is multiplied h j  the  ongoing unification 
of the European countries and the burdened histories of 
German identitj itself. Houeuer. it cannot be o\rrloolted that 
the collectike German histoq and identit) is not on11 relathel! 
short in cornparison to its European neighbors. hut is extreniel! 
complex. due to the fact that it has undergone s e ~ e r a l  
significant shitts defined b~ the unification of Gerrnanj in 1871. 
the peliod of Ro~nanticisrri and identit! formation leading up to 
F orld F a1 I. the u a r  itself and the F eimar Republic. the 
subsequent regime oi Hitler and the lat ional  Socialists leading 
up to F orld F a r  11, Reconstruction. the European 1 nion and 
German Reunification. The present continues to be a time of 
ideritit~ forrnatinri as &rrnany not on11 comes into it> 0 ~ 1 1  as 
one it the most important rnernbrr; of a stabilizing European 
Union. but faces critical decisions on hov to present themsell es 
to the outside uorld and simultaneousl! resohc a aornettliat 
-"self-inflicted" pioblern of defining the relationship of "Ger- 
mans" and German!'s Othel s. ~ h o  lia\ e directl! influenced tlie 
uealth and "true" identit! of postwar German!. 

In  Gerrnan!. despite one of the larger constituencies of other 
ethnicities (in relation to other ~ e s t e r n  European countries). a 
tolerant. rriulticultural eri\ironment has not been able to take 
root in the past 40-50 years since the migration of Gastarbeiter 
('"guest uorkers") began. spurred on bj the  economic hlossorn- 
ing of post-nar Germanq. The term '"guest workei '  irriplies that 
t he  foreigners are. or should he lea\ ing once the! are no longer 
"needed": the! are ..tol~rated pests". One could claim that 
German perceptions and definitions of identit! are often 
dominated h! historicism and traditions that attempt to 
maintain a sterilized arid static enclave uithiri an  e\ er-changing 
environment. \+hi&. as a result. suppresses the identities of 
marginalized groups and hinders a more accurate reflection of 
the  influence of the Other upon ".German'* culture. The current 
cultural and political discourse regarding a Gernian ""leitkultur"' 
[authoritathe or exemplarq culture] is -'the nextest act in 
Gernlan 'belf-disco\ erj -theater'"? and has divided the nation 
into factionb: tlie left asserting that Gelrnany is a multi-cultural 
societj ~zhile the right accuses the left of refusing to recognize 
the  histoiical significance of Fatherland and hation and urging 
t h e ~ n  to gile up ' " l i~ ing a lieq- and their iilusiori of a 
multicultural Gelman!.' Thus. ~ u r l e n t  discussions are domi- 
nated l ~ j  crudel! folrnulated. populist overtones of the necessity 
of foreignel* and emigrants to conform to a German .-leitlcul- 
tur". wllich intentionall! hindel an '-inclusi~ e'" underatanding 
ol a t ollecti~ e Geirnan identit!. 

HEIRIAT, HISTORY AND IDEKTITIES: DEFINING 
CCLTURAL TERRITORY 

Defining thc concept of --identit!" in the context of di\ ersit! 
and a collectire is at once logical and prohlernatic. Idcntit! is 
that  which aima to bet oneself apart and gives one or a group 
the  sen.? of indixidualit~. i.e. identit! is t he  cornpilation of 
particular clialactelistits that distinguishes onesell or a group 
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as bring recognizabli. and indeperident. .is a result it is essential 
to discriminate what constitutes a distinguishing characteristic 
horn a collective one thus. seemin& estal~lishing guidelines of 
e x c l ~ s i o ~ ~  f rom the onset. Identit! can he forined only if' or after 
a condition of "otllernesa" exists. Identity has to do ~ \ i t h  
perception of our n-orld. the ordering of' our world arid tlie 
desire or --need to cling to an! acquired order".-' Howewr. with 
this "need to  cling^'. perception is often nlisused as "dcfensc 
rather t h a n  the collection of' inforination".Herein lies the 
problem. for  identities are often reflexive or self-configured hut 
in order t o  nurture a cohabitation of inclusion. it is necrssai? to 
reinterpret and redefine ones definition of identitj-. 

B hen attempting to define the essence of German identitj. it is 
essential t o  elaboiate on the notion of Heimat and its 
connotations in a historical role of the formation of identities at 
the individual. local. regional and national lebels. "[It] is 
something concrete and specific, something ph~s ica l  one senses 
as compared to 'home" which is of the mind and cannot come! 
the meaning [of Hri~nat] '" .~ Heirnat. a term in the  German 
language a n d  psjche which cannot easil! be translated obtains 
meaning a n d  definition through a plethora of subjects (e.g.. 
dance. music. literature) and across boundaries of social and 
political issues hut. often manifests itself through the appropria- 
tion of landscape arid architecture 1% here it derir es meaning 
from irnagerq and memoi?. The  modern and foreign ale a 
threat to social harmon! and at its roots. Heimat aims to conr e! 
a sense of secuiity and safet). protection. s u n  ejabilit! and 
'.boundedness'". for uhich  buildinp and landscape. a? a 
phjsical o r  easilj ' ~ c o ~ n ~ r e h e ~ i d i b l e ~ ~  entit!. are optimal political 
tools to represent the collectire products and artifacts rthich 
form. hind, and protect Gerrnan culture. The phjsical en\irori- 
merit is significant because it ia a concrete. tangible or at least 
seemingly tangible element. which presents itself "*objectix el! "' 
as a collectire product. or existing artiiact. which everyone can 
comprehend. arid experience simultaneouslj. Albeit. percep- 
tions r a r j  between persons and cultures. but it is the  proposed 
possibility that in our phjsical environment there exist? a 
concrete and graspable shared meaning or truth. which 
ult in~atel j  makes buildings and landscapes so potent and 
powerful. 

The concept of Heirnat has its origins alongside '.Fatherland" as 
ther tooli o n  national meaning aiter the unification of German! 
in i871. In  the late 19th centur\. Heirnat tooli on a more 
practical manifestation as opposed to simpl! nationalist enthu- 
aiasin. 4 program of s a ~ i n g  architecture and landscapes 
(Heimatschutz) tool, root within the neul! unified German!. 
perhaps to  g i ~  e form to this unification - a need for a collectk e 
identi t~ to  be  estahlislied quicld! from a collection of prer iouslj 
independent state.. \ature. depicted in e.g.. landscape paintings 
as peaceful and pii&ne \\as utilized as tool to appeal to the 
rnacsee for preseiling pre-industrial Gernian ralues. iricluding 
emphasizing the local and small scale ~ h i l e  rejecting control 131 
a national gorerning bod!. and against the citj as a product ot 

the mil. of 'hteinatiorlal'^ rnodeinization. Ileimatit hutz pio- 
rnoted tiaditioridl building foiini. folb cu~toiii. nature tonseira- 
tion. arid laridstape planning and iornanticized ' h i t u i e "  arid 
the counti\iidc as an ""ideological instiument of a houigrois 
consenat im that feaied for its povei. [and] \\hose puipoee rcas 
d defence of the status quo".- Thus. the landscape held r\ithin 
it el erq thing that \\as Gerrndn arid \\ orth sa\ ing r\liile the tit\ 

s h u i i ~ ~ e d  for its -'otheinecs". 

The Hein~atschutzers began to organize theincelaes at a large- 
scale. national lelel. establishing the Bund Heimatschutz and 
slowly appropriated the landscape of the cit! as well. as indubti? 
and modernization took a n  er er-increasing stronghold on dailj 
life. The Bund Heirnatschutz pledged itseli '.to protecting the 
natural and historicallj dekeloped uniqueness of the Gerrnan 
homeland"". Despite being a seerningl! broad and open-ended 
mission statement. in realit! the goals nere  geared tor\ard 
presening the "ideals" embedded in Romanticism of the 19th 
centur). This is el ident  in their acthe role in efforts to 
presen ing I raual ensembles. r\ hich included historical citj s- 
capes as bell as natural and cultilated landscapes. I i sua l  
image? takes hold as a signifier of German historj and culture. 
The politics of xiwal tactics naq concreticized through the 
Disfigure~nent Law of 1907, ~ l i i c l i  stated. '-localities had the 
right to regulate the aesthetics of construction and adkertising 
in .historic districts'. It also gave regional authorities the right to 
protect rural areas that were 'exceptionallj hea~t i fu l" ' .~  The 
ideals of Heimatschutz were linked to a larger communitj and 
the regulation of aesthetics p l a ~ e d  an essential role to subxert - A - 
indixidualism and its foundations in faror of a harmonious. 
unified societ!. 111 the representations of \illages and land- 
scapes. "details [\\ere] consciouslj omitted. and the hroad. 
horizontal perspectire had the  effect of r edu~ ing  an entire t o ~ n  
to secondaq status in the landscape'^." Uot only u a s  the human 
thus taken out of the picture but also. this s t ra te3  of 
representation underscored the h i l t  enrironn~ent as an ini- 
age/ideal picturesquelj set into the landscape: sinipl! hluriing 
anj  e~ idence  of subversion or non-conlormit!. A similar 
strateg can be seen in landscape paintings of the 18th century 
in uhich feudal lords had their propert! painted nithout 
laborers but u i th  the family enjo!ing the manicured landscape 
b e ~ o n d  or in photographs of California landscapes of the earlj 
1900's in mhicli picturesque landscapes Mere depicted u i th  the 
manor house hut deroid of the human presence and suffering 
[of the laborers] ~ h i c h  phjsicall! created it." 

Two additional programs on the preserr ation agenda. uhich 
further embedded the idea of identitj ni th the phlsical 
rnriionment. aesthetics and image? rtas Naturschutz. uhich 
Mas established in 1906. and haturst hutzparlis begun in 1910. 
These t~ o go\ ernrnentallj sponsored initiatir e? were interested 
in protecting onl! '.samples" of perceixed ideal pieces of the 
*.natural" German landscape complemrnting Heimatschutz's 
interest in preserxing all of Gernian!'~ landscapes but especial]! 
the percei.ied ordinar! ones nhich \\ere the product of \ \ o ~ l i  
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and cultixation. l a t u i e  was establiihcti as a nieawlc of 
ohjecti~ e bc~aut! of the (;er~ndn homeland arid \+a- depir ted as 
Ireing uridei assault froin iriduatiializatior~ in ordei to unii! the 
Inasqe5 ai a cohesilc nation. 4s  a detached. ideal image it 
aqsured prople that -'German"" nature \+as tliele. out~ide  the 
leal111 of tlie lealities 01 indu.trialization. modeinization and the 
cit!. 4s tlie chaotic (it\ became the  place of uorL and home to 
inore 2nd more ""nature" prolided con~oluted. 
disc onnected image ot comfo~t  and shaied pt idelidentit! to 
those in the cit! ~ h o  Meie expoqed to the decadence of 
~*uncontrolled" urban life and its heteiogeneit!. 

During the B eimar Republic. nature arid aesthetics continued 
to plaj tlie major role in the Heimat mol ement. Honeler. it rzas 
in the 1920's that the theories of Geopolitics. together ~zith 
Heimat. arose and \+ere to dramaticall! alter the internal 
(German) and external (International) perception of Heimat. It 
Mas subsequent11 appropriated and  abused by Hitler and the 
lat ional  Socialists. 

During the period of Uational Socialisrri preceding R T  11. the 
component of collectixe histo? and nationalism emerged in 
force alongside the established elements of nature. landscapes. 
imager! and aesthetics in defining Heirnat. --.. .Ethnic-national 
rnoti~es [became] stronger than art historical and topographical 
principles in order to create not an  irnentor\ of that ~ h i c h  
exists in the present hut an olerkieu of \+hat once was."" The 
emphasis on ethnicitv and nation were v-tlioroughl! consistent 
with the larger project of consenation. a cultural practice that 
in spite of itselt remained fixated on the dead rather than the 
livinn.''l? 

The national Socialists succeeded in "'confiscating" Heimat to 
adxance their political agenda. nh ich  \+as fixated on the idea of 
a supremacist German culture based on tradition arid histori- 
cism. In 1933 through 1934 there was a concentrated efiort b! 
the Heimatschutzer to -'purifq the  enlironment'". Language 
became an essential and xolatile tool of Heimat and the 
formation of identitj. During the '"purification*' campaign. Hans 
1 ogt. (nho was riot in the US Part!) the city consenator of 
Cologne openlj called for a '-purification of the irnage of tlie 
cit!" nhich "included eliminating undesirable people and 
replacing them ~ i t h  '~aluable national comrades"'. Propert! 
o w ~ e r s   ere legall! bound to rent onl! to '"moralh fit ' l r ~ a n '  
persons"." The reaboning behind this action \\as that on]! 
Ger~nane could preserle the p h ~ s i c a l  cit! v i th  an aspect of 
cornmunal and cultural responsihilit!. The German or rathet 
image of the ideal German \\as now integiated into the imager! 
of Heimat and thus strengthening the connection of Heirnat 
and identitj. 

The manipulation of histor! for the  production oJ identit! \+as 
taken to another lelel during the 1930'k. The formation of 
identit! \\as no longer limited to inhabitation or the imager! 
and representation of landscapes. buildirips and cities. but 

n t c n d e d  to actual pli \4cd dlteiatioiis oi dltifacta i r i  oldel to 
. .~oilect^ '  h is to l~ .  1r1  Lologne. liorn 1933-1938. t h e  I\laitiria\ iel- 
tel (Ilartins L)istt ~c t )  \+a> ~e-constructed to ~orlforrri to a n o w  
existent histoi?. I total oi 4xtj-fi\ e l~uildirip n e r e  deniol~sl~cd 
arid man! otheis dlteled o~ el en rno\ ed. .lestheticall! "con- 
forming"' parts of the iuhhle were reattached as decoidt~on on 
Inan! n e v  or ~edo ied  hddings .  Tn 1941. a ne\z high\+d\ nedi 
lachen \+as dehtio~ed and rerouted yo that one  had to dri\e 
past a scenic. niedie\al forttess. Through the manipuldtion of 
memory. histo12 vac made more harmonious and  cledne~ than 
the realit! of the t ~ o  p re~ ious  deradep. Mere repesentdtion 
through image17 \+a< folced to share the stage. Identitp hecanle 
a cornmodit!. to be produced and folcibly conwmed b j  
Germans. Although the image was no\+ "-re-attached" to its 
whject through it* true. phjsical existence. the physical lealit! 
\$as transformed into a distorted. disconnected fiction. The 
physical manipulation of the cityscape alteied historical realit! 
in the  name of presening a set of beliefs and principles. rthich 
had been tainted b~ the actualities of time. 

The rampant and comprehensive use of aesthetics and con- 
sumption of politicall! appropriated images eventuall! spear- 
headed the  "'Blood and Soil" n~l ; th  and cultural practices of 
Uazi German! and became discernible in all aspects of dail! 
life. There  is an "intimate connection betueen t h e  ~ i s u a l  and 
historical texture of [a] cit!'s buildings. the process of maintain- 
ing and  restoring monuments. and the larger issue of &hat ... 
citizens of a local and national cornmunit! remembered and 
represented".'.' Yational memory "series not only to legitimize 
the nation historicall! but to give it a purchase on  the future. to 
ground t h e  nation in a historical narratil e n hose ending is even 
more ineffable than the begi~ming".'~ 

i t  the conclusion of W T  11. German! \+as once again faced with 
the task of redefining or re in~ent ing a col lec t i~e  identitj. 
During the  1959's the genre of Heirnat-films presented a ne\+ 
medium of image12 and representation. It Ma; notable that the 
Heimat-films aloided the di-tficult subject matter of recent 
German histoll arid the current posttzar prohlerns. The bombed 
out cities were ierno\ed from representation. thus l e a ~ i n g  once 
again t h e  '-natural" landscape as an essential element to grasp 
as the  spring of Heimat feelings. Ironically. in pat -war  
German?. niodernization and technolop became esvmtial 
elements, \+hich would aid in the  formation of t h e  ne\z German 
identity. The emphasis on landscape. modernization and 
technolog made the prospect of the future less threatc=ning. 
underscoring tlie beaut! of and comfort in the German 
landwapes \\liich still existed outside the realm of the  
demolished cities and the rejzards and health technolog ~ o u l d  
bring with it to el e n  German. The means b! which Hcirnat  as 
presented. led to the further cornmodification of identitr and 
nature. T h e  image of Heirnat was represented separate or apart 
horn t h e  phjsical realit! of post-mar German! and instead of 
destroying natule. modernization was nou there not oril~, to 
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hclp .a\ e it. h u t  alio enal~le one to drixe oi fl! or tatre a train to 
actual]! experience it. 

The .ignificance of p h ~ ~ i t a l  space in the f o ~ ~ n  of landscape and 
aichitecture i n  defining Heirnat and identit\ shifts continue 
aftei B T  I1 and  b e ~ o n d  Reconbtiuction. In  the 1970s and 8 0 b .  
alte~nati\ e and  often more progressi~ e definitions arise in 
u hich differences a1 e perceix ed as poii t i~ el\ influencing 
identit! lather than something ~ \ h i c h  nus t  be deiended 
against - dix ersitj \ s. conformit!. The line I~e tneen  the 
self/collectix e and  the foleign/othei is not draun in regards to a 
large-scale generalized relationship of nation/culture but rather 
to a smaller. more specific scale or lexel of difference. 4 tit). 
which has its o u n  distinct character. is one that possesses tiue 
Heirnat qualities. The agglomerization of cities and landscapes 
is no longer desirable due to Heimat's moxe awa! from laqe -  
scale generalizations as uell as the ackno\\ledgement that 
difference - at  least to some extent - is a component in identit! 
for~nation at t h e  s~nallei scale 01 cities and legions. Thus, 
d u ~ i n g  the 1960's and 70's. the concept that diversit! can exist 
sirnultaneouslj within a collecti~e. ~zhich underscored and 
sened as the  foundation of an integrated Europe appears to 
come to realization and take 11old to some extent within 
Germany. 

B! 1975. Heimat had gained an arm of rationality, con- 
sciousness a n d  a~\areneis. The term -'F ahlheimat'" (-.chosen 
Heimat"': nh ich  indicate; a cit!. region or eaen country \$liere 
one lives. "feels at ho~ne" or --helongs") beconles an  accepted 
and cornmonplace notion. B! 1980. landscape had reentered 
the picture. as threats to the enlironment (nuclear waste. etc.) 
b! national and  international go1 errinlent interests and corpora- 
tions became evident. The mid 1980s marlcs a return of sjrnbols 
of traditional Heirnat that take the forefront as a marlietable 
conl~nodity in the  form of rustic decoration and kitsch which 
take the somberness from the Heimat of lat ional  Socialism and 
reasserts itself as a part of a prospering post-\\ar Ger~nan!.'" 

On the more earnest side. nllich accompanied the re-emer- 
pence of Heimat during the 1980s. theories similar to those of 
the Geopoliticists of the 1920s Tiere the central focus of the 
historicists' debate [Historiherstreit]. n hich attempted to anah - 
se how the Holocaust could h a ~ e  eler happened. The argument 
resurfaced that  German! was in effect a ~ i c t i m  of European 
politics. It was argued that the German Reich \%as denied an 
opportunit? to del elop a liberal protode~nocratic culture like 
the rest of Europe. -'The measure of dorriestic f ieedo~n of a state 
is in\erselj proportional to the external pressure on its 
borders".'- T h e  question of uhl. Poland 01 Snitzerland. nith 
their central. strategic geographical position uere not " ~ i c t i r n -  
ized" as uell. quiclil! arose to counter the "\ictirr~ of politics 
and geographical determinism" theorj in ~ h i c l i  -'geographq oi 
the pl~!sical enxironrnent could explain the past and present 
political and social conditions and also gale exidence ahout the 
futu~e"*.'"he German- on both bides of the Historilierstreit 

ue le  struggling to come to terms \\ith theil histoir and identit!. 
as the one side emphasized geograpliical deterrninih~n xthile the 
o t h e ~  side took full responsibilitj and attempted to sort out and 
come to term& nith the processes emhedded nithi11 the  German 
culture hehind the Holocaust. Thus. ill either case. not onl! was 
Gerrnarn faced with the task of confionting and ~edefining theii 
identit!. hut the \\a! in which the! n~dnifest it and present it to 
the outside \\orld a- well. 

The complications of Gerrrian identit1 \\ere lar troni ox er in the 
1980s. T ith the reunification of East and Best  German! in 
1990. not onl! vere the Germans faced with the legac! of one 
unified hazi Germanj from K T  11. but also the inlpulse that l e t  
another neu collectile identitj must be established from two. in 
realit!. no\% quite different cultures and political s!stems ~ h i c h  
were di\ided after being so tightlj bound together bp Germanj's 
darkest piece of collective histor!. The reunification. in fact. 
returned a great deal of the focus of identity formation back to a 
manifestation in the concrete phjsical norld - at least for a 
short time - namel! to the return of the capital from Bonn to 
Berlin and the subsequent re-construction of Berlin and its 
image as a "the" capital of German!. 

Berlin. with its "collecti\e" histor! clearl! possessed the   no st 
potential as the solution for a still absent cultural center and 
s~ nibol of a renev ed unit! and national identit!. The arguments 
for the relocation o ~ e m  helmingl~ in1 011 ed the politics of - - 
representation and illuminated to \\hat major extent histor! arid 
synlbolisrn plajs in the formation of a collecti~e identit! in 
present-daj German!. 4ker the  final decision had fallen. the 
landscape of the cit! became the battleground of cultural. 
political and economical p o ~  er and representation. In an effort 
to control the image and dexelopment of the c i t ~ .  already 
existing laws goxerning the aesthetics of buildings  ere strictlj 
enforced and nev ones created. The emphasis on the  pictur- 
esque. on imager!. homogeneit) and historicism in the  citj can 
he  seen in tlie eriiorcenlent of building codes and la\\s that not 
onl! regulate. but dictate e.g.. the forms of buildings or the 
amounts 01 fenestration ks. solid building mass based on 
historical plans. 4 new "old" identitj is being cut and pasted 
together. sometimes based on historical ""rneniories" of hon the 
citj once was (Pariserplatz) and other time* attempting to 
emphasize how progressi\e (most often nieasu~ed h j  econon- 
ics) the cit) simultaneousl\ is (tlie mundane de~elopers '  
architecture of the Friedrichstrasse. Clieclrpoint Charlie. Pots- 
da~nerplatz). 

Lltimatel!. Hr in~at  is an ideolog \+hi& artificiall! pits commu- 
nit! against urhariit!. familiar against the foreign and the 
natural against the built-all which are characteristic of 
culture/societ1 - d a  a political tool of ewlusion. Martin Falser 
called Heimat **the prettiest name for haclmardnrs~".'" Heimat 
encouiaged a nostalgic. irrational arid e~notionall! drixen tie to 
the  state. its landscape and a purified culture. The appropria- 
tion of the ph!siral enrironment in the form of landscape and 
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arcliitec~turc rncouraped a I ~ o n d i r ~ g  \t it11 tlir earth arid a sense 
of' spiritual rootcdrress/l~elo~~pirig and conw!wl the d u e  0 1 '  
~ ~ I I I P I C S E  beaut! and permanence. Identit! had 1)ecornc a sort of' 
scierrc>e I'iction created through a narratiw spolcen 1,) historic 
sites and cit!-l;c.apes/lar~d~(,a~)es that froze a seilse of place and 
made it  deperldent on the existence of artifacts as a proof ot' its 
legitirnar!~. 

Heimdt and identit! hold within them a peicri\ed plate of 
helorrgirlp and is '-aswciated ~ i t h  a broad range ot non- 
economic ties to the wider Iluman and ndtural environment: to 
ha \e  feelings foi ,our homeland means that !ou pal attention 
to the art and literature around !ou. that !ou are a\\aIe of 
politics. that you do not ignore the surrounding nature":' One 
could algue that these more or less pos i t i~e  ~ a l u e s  are rooted in 
a atraten of .hegathe integration. t hus  see~n[ing] to inlpl? all 
sorts of nast! rhauvinism and racism"." In the earl\ delelop- 
nlent of a unified German!. Heirnat asserted that the modern 
and the foreign  nus st he defeated due  to their threat to social 
harmon!. In reality 1 1 o ~  ever, H e i ~ n a t  14 as i epreasion and 
restriction presented as an ideal of cultural and enxironrrier~tal 
homogeneit! and harmon! and masked behind a shroud of 
permanence and securit!. 

TOWARDS NEW IDENTITIES: RETHINKIKG CULTURE, 
ARCIIITECTURE AND SPACE 

The legitirnac? and sustenance of He i~na t  rnust be criticallj 
questioned in the present condition of post-modernit!. glohali- 
zation and multiculturalism in German!. konrad Buchltald 
assert< that we have made ourselres foreigners through the 
manipulation of landscape. '-P; e have alienated oursehes from 
the natural enlironment. the constructed. technological enLi- 
rorment. from \$orli [piocesses and product] and from them- 
seh  es". thus rnalting Heimat in the 2 1 st centuq obsolete.?' 
Heirnat's foundations of timelessness. perma~~ence.  homogene- 
it\ m d  harmonj contradict e~e ry th ing  that distinpuishes a 
d~namic .  modern. e~er-changing societ! and atte~npts to 
repudiate the realit! and undeniable clia~acter of social 
relations as one hased on confrontation and conflict. I s  a result, 
Heirnat. through its politics of exclusion dttelnpts not onl! to 
eiadicate past influences upon a g k e n  culture b! "Others" but. 
denie. a futuie cor~frorltation ~.r i th the  O t h e ~  not identiiied with 
the t ollectix e. The  emerging state oi ethnic and cultural 
multiplicitiei nithin Gerinm! is perceixed as threatening the 
atabilit~ and clarit\ of the collectile c u l t u ~ e  arid therefore the 
existence. or at leaat a sense of helonging foi the indi\idual. It 
appeals that this is precisel! the reason one is aeaichinp for 
identit\ in the past: in literature. language dnd architecture. as 
the labt hastiorr of perceited t oherencj and c ohesil eness. for 
""[plert eption of the pad  is determined h\  the nerds of the 
piesent and is functionalibed as a counterpoint to the difficul- 
ties of existence".-j Bawd on the present political and cultural 
dellate.. it cannot be denied that Heinlat continues to he an 

ewmtial elerr~ent in the identit! tor~natiorl of German? fro111 the 
local to rrational lelel. I h r  to the legac\ of Heiinat left 1,) thc 

b .  

I11tlei iegirne tIiio11$1 it< app iop~  iation of the \ \old aild 
tonccpts Irehirid 11. the teim ia seldorn used in political 
di-cussions hut  (ontinues to ,pail< d e l ~ t e  nlicn applied I,! the 
politic all! con ien  d t i ~  e pdrties as a tool of an exclusix e iderrtit1 
fo~~na t ion  marked In the '.pdthos of Geiileirr-rhaftsgedanlke~~~ 
[collecti~e thought] and Ndtionalisrn haced upon I'hlturstolz 
[cultuial p ~ i d e ]  and feeling< of foll' ru~~iernac!".-~ T h e  rhal- 
lenge oi the  futuie 1s looted in the formation of a progreasi~e 
identit! (that includei architecture) that errlbraces a d!narnic 
definition of a culture and collective. ~ h i c h  is not bounded I n  
geographical or national *.space". 

NOTES 

' Duncan. .lames. a d  U d \  id LC!. eds. l ' l lw / Culture l Rq,rrsrrlratior~ iLr~nrhn: 
Rolltlrtlge. 190:3j, pp. 11-12, 

r a t i  iaurrbraten". D ~ I -  e l  issue 4i /2000 
(Irttp:///spicgrl.tIc/0.15 1 H.101362.(I(l.html) 

' vrrrnment b? h p e l a  RIdel .  Chairwoman of the Christiau Demrrratic Inirm 
f~art! in ".la zur L ~ ~ t k ~ ~ l t u r  ill I)ei~tl.r,hlanri". .$)ieg~l Ordirre. Kmt-mbes 0. 
2000. ( l ~ t t p : / / / ~ l 1 i 1 ~ g i ' 1 . ~ 1 e / ~ w l i t i l , / d c 1 t r r ~ l l  

' Norl~crg-Schulz. Chistiall. lntenriurrs in .4rcl1if~tt11r~ ((:a~nhidge: HIT F'rr*a. 
J 005). p. 49. 

' I bid. 

" bollendorfr. Cora Lee. "Fern~eh-Heirn\vehP t t i t u d r s  of German-.h&r.ar~; 
before IYOCI" in HPLIJIIII. Jution. t'uihel-land: Thr German .S~nse of Brlongi~~p. 
rtlb. Liermand anrl Steahle! (Net\ 1-urk: F'etc-r Lang Publishing. Inc.. 19Y6). p. 
26. 


