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PROLOGUE 
 

“Το Σχέδιο «Αϊντε»” 

Είμαστε μία πρωτοβουλία συντρόφων που κατοικούμε στα Σκόπια και στην 

Θεσσαλονίκη. Μας ενώνουν προσωπικές και πολιτικές σχέσεις. Αφετηρία για την 

δραστηριοποίησή μας αποτελεί η θέλησή μας να εναντιωθούμε στην ρητορική που 

αναπαράγεται από την εθνικιστική ανάταση των 100 χρόνων από την «απελευθέρωση» 

της Θεσσαλονίκης στην Ελλάδα και των 100 χρόνων από την υπογραφή της συνθήκης 

του Βουκουρεστίου στην Δημοκρατία της Μακεδονίας. Αυτό θέλουμε να το πετύχουμε 

επικοινωνώντας μία οπτική γωνία που πηγάζει από τα καθημερινά μας βιώματα στις 

χώρες όπου ζούμε και από τις εμπειρίες της συμμετοχής μας στο πεδίο του κοινωνικού 

ανταγωνισμού. Τον τελευταίο καιρό μεθοδεύσαμε, όσο μπορούσαμε, μία συζήτηση που 

αφορά σε μία πολιτική ανάγνωση της ιστορίας, στην χρήση των εθνικών συμβόλων και 

στην εμβάθυνση σε θεωρητικά ζητήματα του νοήματος της έννοιας «έθνος» και του 

ρόλου των εθνών-κρατών στα πλαίσια της καπιταλιστικής κρίσης των ημερών μας. 

Διαλέξαμε την λέξη «Αϊντε – ajde» γιατί είναι μία κοινή λέξη στον βαλκανικό χώρο. 

Για εμάς «Αϊντε» σημαίνει προτροπή: να προωθήσουμε τον αντιεθνικισμό και τον 

ταξικό αγώνα. Εδώ, δίπλα και παντού. Για ένα κόσμο χωρίς σύνορα, εξουσία και 

εκμετάλλευση. 

 

 

 

 

 

Проектот „Ајде“ 

 

Ние сме иницијатива на другари кои живеат во Скопје и Солун. Не 

спојуваат лични и политички односи. Почетната точка за нашето 

активирање беше волјата да се спротивставиме на реториката 

репродуцирана од националистичката еуфорија поврзана со 100-годишнината 

од „ослободувањето“ на Солун во Грција и 100 години од потпишувањето на 

Букурешкиот договор во Република Македонија. Сакаме да ја постигнеме оваа 

цел споделувајќи гледиште кое извира од нашите секојдневни искуства во 

земјите во кои живееме и од нашето учество во сферата на општествените 

противречности. Неодамна започнавме, најдобро што можевме, дискусија која 

се однесува на политичкото читање на историјата и на продлабочување на 

теоретски прашања како: значењето на „нациите“, употребата на 

националните симболи и улогата на националните држави во рамките на 

денешната капиталистичка криза. Го одбравме зборот „ајде“ бидејќи е 

заеднички збор на Балканот. За нас „Ајде“ значи „да поттикнеме“: ајде да 

промовираме антинационализам и подобрување на класната борба. Тука, таму, 

насекаде. За свет без граници, авторитети и експлоатација. 
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INTRODUCTION TO THE SECOND EDITION 

 

But there were those who were and are below. They inherited us with not a new 

world, complete and finalised but indeed with some keys and elements in order to 

unify these dispersed fragments, to assemble the puzzle of the past, to open a crack on 

the wall, to draw a window and build a door. Because it is well-known that doors 

where previously windows and before that they were  cracks, and before that they 

where  and are memory. Maybe this is why the ones “from  above” (have) fear. 

Because the one that has memory, in reality has a door at his future. 

 

Subcomandante Marcos 

March 2001 

 

When we first published our book in 2012, we wanted to come up with an 

answer to the pending national celebrations in Thessaloniki for the 100 years of the 

Greek occupation of  the city and, at the same time, the commemoration of the end of 

the Balkan Wars which brought parts of Macedonia into the Kingdom of Serbia. We 

attempted to engage in a public debate that would serve as a crack to what separates 

us: the silence of the borders and the nationalist ideology that perpetuates it through 

lies and wars, state and religious propaganda, ethnic cleansing, historical distortions, 

racism and prejudice. To do so we disseminated the main points of the book on both 

sides of the borders, presenting it on  various social  occasions and in different 

contexts.  

Today, at a time when numerous patriots and nationalists of all kinds are 

protesting about the Macedonian question and the Prespa Agreement, fearing that 

their 100-year-old nationalistic fantasy is under attack, we believe that we still have a 

contribution to make. We are convinced that a better and just society can only be the 

outcome of social conflict. This struggle can only be fertile, productive and evolve 

unhindered, if it uproots all remnants of the nationalistic narrative. This is because 

nationalism, no matter its origin or shade, attempts to bring peace between those, who 

are in fact, in conflict: the exploited/dominated and the exploiters/rulers. It is only by 

hiding the class, racial and gender divides that the capitalist system continues to exist 

and expand. Nationalism and capitalism are inextricably linked. 

  In order to update this edition, we rewrote chapter 4 and revised our 

conclusions. We approached the events from recent history (2008-2019) in the two 

countries as a process of defeat and assimilation of social struggles/demands that 

facilitated the restructuring of capitalism during the systemic crisis. This restructuring 

of the nationalistic discourse has been manifested by a number of political, social and 

economic reforms that have been recently carried out by the governments of 

SYRIZA-ANEL and SDMS, in Greece and Northern Macedonia, respectively. An 

outcome of this process is the mutually agreed transformation of the official national 

narratives of the two nations states, that has been sealed by the Prespa agreement. On 

the one hand, like all state agreements, it intends to enhance the role the two states 
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within the international capitalist structures and regulate the society and the economy, 

in the framework of the state competitions and capital accumulation that is taking 

place in the Balkans. On the other hand, it has triggered a reaction from the camp of 

traditional nationalists who refuse to back down from what they have been taught 

through years of exposure to institutional lies and propaganda. This faction goes out 

in the streets to protect its social status and expresses its far right and fascist 

tendencies by attacking squats and social centres, immigrants and participants of 

social movements. 

We have been and always will be on the opposite side of both versions of 

nationalism. Our position has always been social liberation. We have caught some 

glimpses of the other side of the national border during our meetings, joint 

demonstrations and discussions of what it means to live in a capitalistic society in this 

part of the world. This was a valuable, first-hand experience. These memories cannot 

be erased and through this book we would like to communicate once again our 

common message. Far from claiming that it reveals the absolute truth about 

nationalism, our book has the goal of opening a debate between like-minded people 

from both sides of the border. We are certain that it will be surpassed by other similar 

projects. Our book is a reminder that the assimilation of social conflict has never been 

and never will be inevitable. To put it straight, we republish this book because our 

cities, our streets, our neighborhoods witness a reappearance of all types of nationally 

proud Macedonians and Greeks. And so, we have decided to repeat the message 

again: there is no such thing as ‘pure patriotism’, or ‘extreme nationalists’. These are 

the two sides of the same coin that hides class, racial, gender antagonisms and pave 

the way for fascism and war. 

We also feel oblidged to mention that in the second edition we use the current 

constitutional name of the state of Northern Macedonia (σε όλο το κείμενο να το 

αλλάξουμε) for pragmatic reasons. Our goal is not to reconstruct the historical 

geography of said country. 

 

INTRODUCTION 

Nation and nationalism have been approached through contrasting 

perspectives, different disciplines and different methods of analysis. In recent 

decades, there have emerged a large number of studies that focus on specific nations, 

states and regions, especially in the Balkan Peninsula. The aim of this book is not to 

present new evidence or change the  dominant historical narrative,  but to  

demonstrate an approach to national history alternative to that of the mainstream 

historiographies.  It is more of a political statement about the concepts of nation and 

nationalism than a historical discussion. This position is determined  by our political 

orientation and our critical attitude towards the concepts of nation and nationalism. 

What differentiates the book that you hold in your hands from other 

publications on similar topics  is that it  is the product of a joint work  of comrades 

coming from both sides of the national border. The bilingual imprint of our thoughts 

into a single book  demonstrates the advantage of looking at two or more opposed 

nationalisms from an antinationalistic perspective. In a way, it constitutes our own 

small effort of healing historical wounds opened by over a century of wars, genocide 

and assimilation.  During our meetings, we learned a lot about the ways in which 
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nationalism operates, and this has changed our perspective on certain historical 

episodes and processes. In the process of formulating our positions, we have 

discovered a number of things that unite us, regardless of our formal identities and 

language. 

In the first chapter, we attempt to analyse the notions of nation and 

nationalism through a short presentation of Balkan history from the early 19th to the 

early 20th century. Nationalism is a modern ideology  whose central tenet is that 

"belonging" to a nation is a "natural" thing. The members of a nation are connected by 

a kind of paternity, without the need to ever encounter one another. Through a 

solidarity that transcends class divisions in society and ignores the inequalities and 

injustice of capitalism, the members of a nation perceive themselves as a big family. 

But this narrative conceals fierce conflicts of interest between conquerors and 

conquered, capitalists and workers, rulers and ruled, people of different ethnicity, race 

and gender. Our journey through time begins with a brief look at the situation in the 

multinational Ottoman Empire, with a special emphasis on the revolutions in Serbia 

(1804) and Greece (1821). What follows is a critical analysis of nation and 

nationalismand a  brief account of the Bulgarian ethnogenesis. The Macedonian issue 

is presented at end this chapter. The process of nation-building and its ultimate goal, 

the formation of a nation state, are, to a large extent, a project of the 

local bourgeoisie, opportunistic merchants and landowners, and not a project of the 

common people. As in most parts of the world, these processes went hand in hand 

with the development of capitalist relations in the economy and  the gradual  

industrialization of the Balkan countries. 

In the second chapter, we go through the history of the name Macedonia. 

Whereas in the dominant ethnocentric historical narratives, the emphasis is usually 

placed on proving the authenticity of certain toponyms or ethnonyms and their 

historical continuity through time, this chapter highlights the aspect of discontinuity 

through the changes of the geographical areas labelled with this name. These changes 

indicate that the name Macedonia is not necessarily identical with a single people and 

a single territory, but acquired different ethnic and geographical meanings through the 

centuries. This chapter has also pointed out the two different traditions that use the 

name Macedonia as identity markers. These two historiographical traditions have 

fueled the modern nationalist conflict between Northern Macedonia and Greece. 

In the third chapter, we try to deconstruct the national symbols and myths, the 

tools that are used by nationalism to distort meanings and to give new interpretations 

to historical events and figures  and concepts. The motives behind acts like the  

appropriation of the Vergina Sun as an Ancient Macedonian symbol or the link 

postulated between Tomb II at Vergina and the tomb of Alexander’s father,  are easily 

understood, even by persons with basic education and inteligece. . We focus on the 

way in which Alexander’s image has been  construed in modern national 

historiography,  with the goal of stimulating national feelings.  This is an attempt to 

deconstruct this historical figure. Obviously, we  cannot  overlook the role  of the 

educational system, intellectuals, artists and media in the production, reproduction 

and preservation of these national symbols and myths. 

In the fourth chapter, we attempt to connect the economic, social and political 

dynamics in the two countries with the rise of nationalism during the last two decades. 

We describe the ways in which the state, in tandem with other public institutions 

(media, schools, the church, etc), cultivates the national myth, instigates nationalist 

frenzy, misleads the public opinion by shifting the responsibility for social problems 

to "the others",  relativizes social conflicts and  stifles, if only temporarily, social 
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revolt. A particular attention has been paid  to the strong tendency by certain 

segments of society to side with nationalist ideas. It is evident that the rise of 

nationalism does not harm the interest of domestic or foreign capital. On the contrary, 

it  exists in harmony with  the neoliberal doctrine and  it contributed actively to the 

enrichment of those who "know how to do business" (we refer to the spread of Greek 

investments in the Balkans, the alliances  between the bourgeoisies of the two 

countries and the exploitation of the embargo by local businessmen  through the 

advancement of illegal trade). Moreover, nationalism creates the social consensus 

necessary for the normal functioning of the capitalist economy. This collaboration 

between capitalism and nationalism  has resulted in the degradation of the lives of all 

exploited segments of the population, but mostly immigrants and other marginalized 

people who happen to be the weakest link in the economy. 

Lastly, we include an annex about the anarchist group, the Gemidji, and 

particularly to their history, actions, as well as their motivations and political 

viewpoints  that led to the  Thessaloniki attacks in 1903. We also attempt to 

deconstruct the  image of the Gemidji presented in national historiography, in which 

they are treated as typical national heroes. 

At the end of this introduction, we think it is necessary to thank all those who 

contributed, in one way or another, to the completion of this book. Their help has 

been more than valuable. We hope that this book will  be of great use to all those 

interested in an alternative, anti-nationalistic reading of history,  and it will incite 

more discussions and thoughts on the topic of nationalist ideologies and modern 

historiography. 
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CHAPTER ONE - NATIONALISM THROUGH MODERN 

BALKAN HISTORY 
At the dawn of the 19th century, the Balkans were, by and large, still  a part of 

the Ottoman Empire1. This was a multinational and multicultural empire, in which 

more than 30 modern nationalities or ethnic groups were living side-by-side.  Such a 

rich linguistic, religious and cultural  diversity  is difficult to quantify  by  modern 

criteria. It is estimated that, until the end of 18th century, the Balkans had been to a 

large extent incorporated into the Ottoman cultural and linguistic sphere.    In certain 

parts of the Balkan Peninsula,  (mostly in the central and eastern parts that were close 

to Istanbul) up to 50% of the population converted to Islam and spoke Turkish, 

although this percentage differed, not only across provinces,  but also within 

individual provinces. The Ottoman identity was especially well-represented in the 

cities, whereas most of the rural population retained their language and tradition. 

Similar differences existed on a regional level. The  Western  Balkans remained 

premoninantly Slavic and Albanian  and Latin  prevailed in the regions north of the 

Danube  and the Sava. The Hellenic character of the southern  coastal zone  went 

unchallenged until the Albanian inroads in the area in the Early Ottoman period 2. 

However, the central and eastern parts of the peninsula were  a highly diverse zone –

Greek, Slav, Latin, Turkish, Albanian -  inhabited by communities who defy any 

attempt of exclusive cultural or linguistic differentiation. .   

Were these communities aware of their “national” hypostasis in the first three 

to four centuries of Ottoman  domination? The answer is no. It was only in the 19th 

century that the concept of nation  was introduced to the general public and the 

consequences of this new paradigm were different for different social classes. Who 

were the ones that profited from the  establishment of the national myth? Who were 

the ones that played the leading role in the revolutionary movements that led to the 

creation of nationstates? How did the nationalist ideologies operate during this 

period? How does nationalism affect the rising social antagonism and the dissolution 

of pre-capitalist structures? These are some of the questions that shall  be the topic of 

the discussion that follows.      

More specifically, we will attempt  to compare the three nation-states that 

were formed during this period, Serbia, Greece and Bulgaria3. The existing 

similarities show that, in all three nationalisms, the merchant class and the ethnic 

communities of the diaspora played an important role during the revolutionary period. 

In all three cases, the national independence was not a result of domestic movements 

and policies, but to a high degree it is associated with the interests and the 

antagonisms of the Great Forces4. It is not accidental that, in all three countries, the 

political system established is only nominally liberal, while, in reality, serves the 

                                                             

1 The  northern half of the Balkans was under the Austrian- Hungarian Empire and it included 

51.000.000 inhabitants (in the early 1900s), two states, ten “historic” nations and more than twenty 
ethnic groups (Mazower, 2004). 
2 These raids took place during the Middle Ages, and especially between the 13th and 16th centuries. 

They continued during the first centuries of Ottoman rule. 
3 We will not  deal with the rise of Romanian and Albanian nationalism. 
4 Without the substantial diplomatic and military intervention of the Great Forces (Great Britain, 

France, Russia) the 15th February in Serbia and the 25th March in Greece would not comprise national 

fiesta and holiday. 
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oligarchic interests of the elite that was formed during the revolutionary period. The 

nationalist ideology is only a tool for the mobilization of the masses  in Serbia, Greece 

and Bulgaria, not for their own profit, but for the protection of  the interest of the 

political and economic elite. We will start our discussion with the description of the 

framework in which all this takes place. 

  The Ottoman Empire was not a typical ethnic state. It is true that the founders 

of the Ottoman state and dynasty were of Turkish nascence, but  through conquest, the 

Ottoman state finally encompassed a large number of people speaking different 

languages and of different religions. Throughout most of its history, the national 

composition of the ruling Ottoman class was exceptionally multipartite. In reality, the 

Ottoman government contributed to the survival of the different ethnic groups5 

because of the non - ethnic character of its elite6. These dignitaries were of course 

Muslims, but this was just a merit- for the dignity. The recantation was a mechanism 

for social unreel or for the preservation of land ownership and of other privileges of 

the local aristocracies.   

The population transfers, in the Ottoman and Austrian- Hungarian Empires7, 

resulted in a continuous alterations to the Balkan national mosaic. A great part of the 

population retreated to the mountains. (In the 18th century, these caveats were filled 

by the transfer of people of Albanian stock). The groups that retreated to the 

mountainside escaped the pressure from the local landowners and they managed to 

preserve their way of life or returned to semi-nomadic types of organization in terms 

of stock-raising economy or self-sufficiency and communally organized economy. In 

Serbia, the organization in zantrougs resulted in the creation of a traditional 

patriarchic system. The zantroug (задруга)8 was an alternative mode of production for 

an economy in which the market and money do not have central importance. The 

development of transportation, the rise of exchange and the money-oriented economy 

led to its gradual disappearance during the 19th century. The creation of phatries and 

the system of political and financial patronage that followed them is the same tactic 

used in Greece. The Ottoman system enforced neither political embodiment, nor a 

new culture. The development of the countryside was indeed deterred, but survived by 

preserving its old values. Atomism was absent.  Basic elements of the communal 

organization were also the notables, the intermediaries between the Ottoman 

administration and the people.   

                                                             

5 The attentive reader is likely to notice that the text often refers to “Greek”, “Albanian” or “Slav” 

communities in the pre-nation era. This is not meant to imply that there was a dormant national feeling 

among these peoples, awaken only by the arrival of modernity. There is very little difference between 

this and the vantage point of mainstream, nationalist historiography. Whenever we refer to names of 

territorial groups or communities, we refer to their language and culture, (read Greek- or Slavic-

speaking) not to their supposed common origin. It is impossible to negate that some sense of communal 

identity existed in the pre-industrial era, but in the absence of a centrally-driven, systematic 

propaganda, identities would have remained multiple, fluid and non-exclusive. As we argue in chapter 

3 most of these pre-modern identities have been suppressed, extinguished or homogenized by the 

nation-state through the use of myth and its functions. 
6 The first 170 years from the 50 great viziers only 5 were Turks, 11 islamised Albanians, 11 Southern 
Slavs and 6 Greeks (Νυσταζοπούλου – Πελεκίδου, 1987). 
7 Either due to the colonizing policy of the Sublime Porte (that entails the transfer of Turkish 

populations from the “lost” grounds in Caucasus and Crimea) or due to the commercial or financial 

interests, or as a result of an unsuccessful local uprising (characteristic example is the Great Migration 

of the Serbians in 1690 to Hungary). 
8 Zantroug: A wide family that is comprised of two or more biological families and owns in common 

land, animals and tools and whose members share the same resources. 
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 The appearance of the national emancipation movement at the start of the 19th 

century is connected to the collapse of the traditional Ottoman structure at the end of 

18th century. The replacement of the timars9 by the tsiflics, as well as the general 

alteration of the financial and the social structure of the empire, reflects firstly the 

decay of the central administration that is accompanied by the chartering of taxes and 

social services and secondly, the new conditions introduced by the emergence of a 

global, capitalist economy. The demand of the international market for raw materials 

and basic necessities prompted the interest of great landowners  to 

increaseagricultural production. Therefore, an intensification in land exploitation 

became widespread, alongside support of  large ownership, wherever the policies and 

the socio-economic conditions allowed. Landownership on a large scale grew, 

gradually absorbing the small properties of free peasants. The tsiflics drove the 

farmers into partial serfdom10. Christian villagers almost became slaves and lost the 

protection of the local Ottoman authorities against the peremptoriness of their master. 

The new land regime kept pace with the greater local autonomy of the provinces and 

the development of Christian bourgeois classes. It is worth noting that the notables of 

the countryside were producers but simultaneously were tax collectors, merchants of 

agricultural products, shopkeepers and moneylenders. These, together with the rising 

class of merchants and bourgeois, will be the protagonists of the revolutions that 

followed. 

1.1 The revolutions: “National or Bourgeois liberation”11?  

The emancipation from the Ottoman rullers started in the districts. Two 

uprisings took place in the first decades of the 19th century worthy of the word 

revolution: the one of the Serbians in the province of Belgrade in 1804 and the Greek 

one in Peloponnesus and the islands in 1821. Both districts were communicating with 

Europe, either because of their direct geographical adjacency, like in the Serbian case, 

or through an extensive network of communities of diaspora and intensive 

commercial contacts, as in the Greek case. In both cases, the revolutions took place in 

areas, that, at the turn of the century, enjoyed an era of financial recovery, followed 

by a period of crisis and radicalization of the people as a result of the wars and 

disorders. Finally, in both cases, the struggle for national independence was a double 

movement: of the elite that came from outside the empire and the local elite. The great 

mass of the agricultural population joined them.  

The Serbian revolt of 180412 is the first episode of the 19th century  series of 

revolutions in the Balkans. Was it really a revolt with clear national orientation whose 

principle goal was liberation from Ottoman rule, as it is described by the national 

narration? The answer is absolutely not. The common people requested  a return to 

the communal way of life that was deranged by the wars of the Sublime Porte with 

Austria and Russia in the end of 18th century and the anarchy that followed with the 

settlement of the janissaries13 and the peremptoriness that accompanied it. It was not a 

                                                             

9 Land that had been given to officials or heads of military units of the Ottoman Empire in return for 

military service. 
10 The tsiflic produces for the market but the relationships inside it are rather of seigniorial type.  
11 Of course this is a rhetoric question. We are more than than aware that the bourgeois needs played 

the card of nationalism on their pursuit to social domination.  
12 The first phase of the Serbian revolution lasted from 1804 to 1813, while the second commenced in 

1815 and ended in 1834. 
13 Janissaries 1801-1804 
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revolt against the sultan, whose power did not virtually obstructed this way of life, but 

against the Muslim landowners. Next to the people, we find the local knez, the 

merchants and the educated Serbians of the diaspora (especially the ones from 

Hungary) who saw the revolt as an opportunity for a financial and social advancement 

and the replacement of the old structures with a new, market-oriented economy. A 

member of the rising merchant class, ex-thief and successful pig dealer with great 

fortune, George Petrovich- Karageorgevich appeared as the leader of the movement in 

the first phase of the Serbian revolt. From the patriarchic and self-sufficient farming 

communities, we pass gradually to an urban society. 

 The protagonist of the second phase of the Serbian revolt and subsequent 

prince and king of Serbia was Milos Obrenovich. It is worth noting that prince Milos 

benefited greatly from this process and his example nicely shows the great benefits 

acquired by the elite during the wars of national liberation.  The enrichment of a 

narrow class of opportunists took place under the veil of a movement that pretended 

to fend for the good and the interest of all. In 1840, prince Milos was one of the 

richest men of Europe and held the monopoly of salt production in the whole of 

Serbia. What has to be underlined is the conscious choice of Obrenovich to stand for 

private ownership. His reform was crowned with great success. Therefore, the Serbian 

revolution converted the communally organized economy of the Ottoman province 

into a national economy dominated by small business owners. The abolition of the 

Ottoman administration that guaranteed the trading monopoly of Muslims and Jews 

opened the doors to Serbianentrepreneurs and this process reinforced the new 

bourgeois.  

 Similar characteristics can be found in the Greek revolution of 1821. The 

Society of Friends (Filiki Etairia) was a major protagonist  in the processes that took 

place on the eve of the Greek revolution. But what were the social characteristics of 

the people that created this organization? 54% of its members were merchants, 13% 

entrepreneurs, 12% notables, 9.5% churchmen, 9% men-at-arms and thieves and only 

0.6% farmers (Κοππά, 2002). It is worth noting that the Greeks were already a type of 

trans-Balkan bourgeois. They successfully established a commercial empire inside the 

boundaries of the Ottoman empire (Daikin,1973). During 18th century, they owned ¾ 

of the transit commerce in the eastern Mediterranean (Σβορώνος, 1956). These are, 

thus, the pioneers of the Greek revolution and their participation in such proportions 

gives a bourgeois rather than a liberating tinge to the movement. The Society of 

Friends chose Peloponnesus for a birthplace of the revolution. In general, the Ottoman 

control of the area was limited to a small military presence in some cities and forts. 

The Ottomans represented only 10% of the population of Peloponnesus, estimated at 

400 000 (Daikin, 1973). Ottoman domination had been preferred to Venetian, because 

taxes were lower, the administration less capable and thus less austere and the 

Muslims were more tolerant in religious matters than Catholics.   

Although mainstream historians tend to single out one major cause for the start 

of the revolution, there were a number of various causes and the degree of strife and 

discord among the participant parties was such that during the struggle, self-interest, 

topicality and civil conflict became epidemic. The high social classes wanted to 

preserve Ottoman society, but without the Ottomans, the merchants vied for a  civil 

state that would openly protect their interests, whereas the “army” (men-at-arms and 

brigands14 had the ambition of becoming mighty landowners,  copies of Ali-Pasa. The 

                                                             

14 The brigands were plundering both Christians and Muslims, but the popular imagination and the 

subsequent nationalistic fiction turned them into supporters of the oppressed and national liberators. 
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lower classes wanted to improve their condition, get rid of the taxes, become owners 

and increase the size of the land they were cultivating. However, it is likelier that they 

were forced into the movement than that they joined because of the possibility of 

improving their lowly status. There had always been a conflict between the poorer and 

richer classes. However, the common people did not comprise a uniform mass. They 

did not have leaders, intellectuals or politicians who appeared to protect their interest.. 

Finally, their leaders were the local notables who were positioned higher up the social 

ladder and with whom they were connected through cliental and patronage 

relationships. 

At this point, we have to refer to the role of the church. Apart from a few cases 

of active participation in the movement, (especially the low clergy) in general, the 

attitude of the church and patriarchate was reactionary. And this position stems from 

the institutional relations between the patriarchate and the Ottoman Empire. In reality, 

as far as the Christian affairs were concerned, the patriarch was the minister of the 

Sublime Porte. He enjoyed a full autonomy, the sultan’s trust and respect  and his 

power had been upgraded in comparison to the previous period (byzantine). The 

financial and political power of the church had increased, because it was excluded 

from tax payment and was put in charge of managing the internal affairs of the 

Christian population. In other words, the church was incorporated into the dominant 

ideology of the Ottoman Empire and it often legitimized Ottoman power. 

In conclusion, the local oligarchies and elites saw the revolution as an 

opportunity to get rid of the Ottoman rulers and take control over the country’s riches 

and labour force. Seen through this prism, the “national liberating” revolutions of 

Serbia and Greece were not clearly “national”, as we were tought to think, but 

“bourgeois”. For the large mass of the population life did not change dramatically. 

Although national sovereignty was “restored” there were hardly any improvements 

for the low classes. The agricultural populations continued to adhere to the communal 

type of organization and the new “national labels” were not in a position to mobilize 

them. A new centralized power and a new ideology were thus needed in order to 

totally subsume them into the new social formation and the needs of the market. This 

task was finally completed by the modern state, under the banner of nationalism. 

 

1.2 Nationalism and the Nation-state 

 “Nations” and national identities are not self-evident or eternal entities, but on 

the contrary, they constitute phenomena that evolve historically and emerge within 

specific historical contexts. They undergo processes of continuity and discontinuity 

and they evolve in consecutive episodes of construction, deconstruction and 

reconstruction. Nationalisms often used preexisting characteristics (such as language) 

and symbols to which they attribute new meanings combined with new elements. In 

the end, they have managed to incorporate all of these elements into new intellective 

and ideological frames. According to this view, nations are “imagined 

communities15”. 

Our aim is not to define whether the state produces the nation or vise versa 

because, for us, the “nation” can not be defined a priori, using objective criteria but it 

can only be recognized a posteriori. Beginning from the 18th century the notions of 

state and nation are so interrelated that the success of the first is determined by the 

                                                             

15 B. Anderson: “Imagined Communities: Reflections on the origin and spread of nationalism”, 1983 
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success of the later and vice-versa.  There is a symbiosis between the modern state 

and the nation. For the nation, state-building and the integration of the entire 

population into a single state are the ultimate goals. For the modern state, nationalistic 

ideology serves as the main tool for the territorial, economic, political and cultural 

unification of its population. 

Naturally, these processes do not take place in “laboratory conditions” but in 

the framework of capitalism. Nation tends to soften and disguise the class 

confrontations and contribute to the reproduction of capitalistic dominance. It 

contriubutes directly to the preservation of power structures in a class-structured 

society. National interest demonstrates a mode of political action that masks the 

existing exploitation, by positing an “undefined” common interest or “the national 

interest”, presented as more powerful than any class or internationalist interest. 

Meanwhile, the nation state regulates certain needs of the market, ranging from the 

enactment of a single unit of weight measurement to the rules of commercial law. 

Nationalism is not a solid and unique phenomenon that emerges with specific 

structure and features among various populations and places. There are many 

nationalisms, but they all converge on the following pursuit: first, the homogenization 

of a territorial or undefined population through the camouflage of local, class, 

religious and other cultural differences. Second, the differentiation of this population 

from the neighbouring populations no matter if these live inside or outside the newly 

established state borders. For nationalism, the nation constitutes the element that is 

necessary to secure internal social cohesion, while emphasizing all  features that 

distinguish one nation from the other. It insists on the features that make nations 

different and unique, and all the elements that finally legitimize the requirement for an 

unlimited imposition of national interest. Thus, nationalism embodies a contradiction 

that can be described by the need of internal unity and, at the same time, the strive 

towards external differentiation.   

Nationalism and the supposed "national interest" produce an identity that goes 

beyond the local, class or cultural identity and this identity is always in opposition to 

the "other." This “other” that is not “we” constitutes the vehicle that carries the 

concept of the nation from the realm of fantasy into the realm of reality. What 

determines Greeks as Greeks, is not an imagined family (the family of Greeks with its 

eternal characteristics), but the real existence of Turks, Bulgarians, “Skopjans” and 

Albanians. We are “we”, simply because we are not the “others”. The paradox of 

nationalism is that, by shaping the nation, it creates automatically the rival 

nationalisms, either of those located outside the modern state boundaries that become 

the potential enemy, or of those located within the borders of the modern state, 

usuallyforced to choose between assimilation and inferiority. In short, it creates the 

“others”.   

The nation, as we know it today, has a date of birth. It appeared during the 

American and French revolution and it constituted a mean for the legitimization of the 

power of the then emerging bourgeoisie. Of course, the movements of popular revolt 

against foreign domination in the period from the French revolution to 1848 should 

not be confused with the modern nationalist movements. The first people who 

revolted in the early 19th century in the Balkans, the Serbs, did not fight against 

Ottoman rule, but against the abuses of local landlords and, indirectly, supported the 

cause of the central authority, the Sultan. However, in the Greek case, the struggle of 

pastoral populations, farmers and bandits against all domination was mingled with the 

ideas of bourgeois nationalism and the French Revolution. 
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Thus, the first modern nationalism that developed in the Balkans is Greek. 

This makes sense as modern nationalism in the Balkans comes from the Diaspora and 

Europe, where Greek communities already exist. The first who adopted  the new ideas 

were mainly intellectuals and merchants from the Greek communities in Western 

Europe and Russia.  What we call nationalism does not concern the wider mass of the 

population16 but only the educated citizens17. Nevertheless, the paradoxical effect was 

to confine Hellenism (meaning becoming part of the Greek culture) within the 

territory of the modern Greek state and thus to create or to intensify the nationalisms 

of the other Balkan peoples. As long as knowing Greek was merelyan indispensable 

professional qualification, Hellenization made progress. Once meant political support 

of Greece started to decline even among the literate classes Balkan digested. In this 

sense, the Greek independence was the essential condition that triggered the 

development of nationalism among other Balkan peoples. 

The emergence of Bulgarian nationalism confirms the aforementioned 

approach. The period of Bulgarian renaissance begins, not by chance, during the 

1830s, roughly at the time when the Greek revolution was complete. What has to be 

added in the case of the Bulgarian emancipation was the effort of the the orthodox 

clergy to Hellenize  the population. The tsorbajili (local notables) Hellenized their 

names and maintained a philhellenic attitude. The Greek merchants, together with the 

Hellenized local merchants, controlled the greater part of economic life. This was 

actually a Greek economic and cultural “imperialism”. The Greek clergy 

complements the economic and cultural exploitation while at the same time it 

monopolizes the higher ecclesiastical ranks and it establish taxes for its own interest. 

The nationalistic reaction was the response to this situation. Of course, the most active 

agent during this period of nationalism, who would reap the greatest benefit from the 

success of this movement, was the class of merchants and craftsmens, mainly based 

abroad, as in the cases of Serbia and Greece. The Bulgarian emancipation is evoked 

by the cities, not the villages. This is where the new elites emerged (which derive 

from guilds18) and they will play the nationalistic card during the next decades. But, 

the development of national consciousness amongthe bulk of the population was to be 

accomplished by the modern state. 

The new Balkan state that emerged during the 19th century was the one that 

developed a concept of national identity. In any case, this identity was a political 

construction, a strategy with specific goals based on collective memories and 

collective oblivion. Because Balkan nation-states appeared recently, both historians 

and politicians attempted to reinforce their legitimacy linking them to other pre 

existing medieval and ancient states. Romantic historicism constitutes the core around 

which the entire national ideology of the Balkan states is organized. The rebirth of the 

byzantine empire (for Greece), the empire of Symeon (for Bulgaria), and the empire 

of Dusan (for Serbia) constitute its substance. The existence of Balkan medieval 

empires provided historical roots for the new states and arguments in favour of 

                                                             

16 For the masses the only criterion of differentiation was religion. In addition, most of the rural 

population began to define itself in national terms only during the mid-19th century under the influence 
of mandatory primary education and military service as well as the new media. 
17 These did not exceed 2% of the population and a major proportion of these 2% reacted in a hostile 

way towards the “disrespectful” ideas of the west, preferring to remain within the framework of 

traditional ideological structures of Byzantium (Daikin, 1973). In any case, the Balkan national 

emancipation took the form of conflict between modernization and tradition, between the European and 

Byzantine-Ottoman local culture. 
18 The first capitalistic elements are presented in the interior of these guilds. 
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nationalism. This way, the argument of “priority” (i.e. “we were the first to…”) 

became the weapon of ideological antagonism. Since the Greek, Serbian and 

Bulgarian nation-states were created, it was now the time for the respective states to 

establish their nations. The means used towards this end were official language, 

public education, employment in the public sector, art, national celebrations and 

anniversaries, military service, industrialization, national church. The spirit of 

nationalism was dominant in every aspect of everyday life.  

A decisive step in the development of nationhood was made when school 

textbooks or newspapers were first published in an official national language; and 

when this language was first used as an official mean of communication. After the 

1830s, this process took place in most of Europe and the Balkans. This was initiated 

by the increased percentage of educated people amongst the elites and the bourgeois. 

At the same time, the more traditional and poor social layers, who constituted the vast 

majority of the population, were the last to embrace nationalistic ideology. The 

assimilation of these layers in the new community of comaptriots , required the 

codification of a national language. This was the official language of the new state,  

spread through mandatory education of the people. However, this linguistic 

nationalism was the creation of people who were able to read and write, and not of the 

people who were limited to the verbal use of language. The national languages in 

which they identified one of the essential characters of their nations were 

constructions, since they had to be enriched, standardized and homogenized to suit the 

needs of the modern society and economy. National languages were created  out of a 

mix of regional dialects that were non-literary languages19. Capitalistic economies 

demanded an educated and skilled workforce, that only a system of public education 

could provide. Together with the courts and bureaucracy, education became one of the 

pillars that promoted language as a primary condition for nationality. Additionally, 

social advancement, from one class to another, required of the adoption of the official 

language.  

The national language issue is related, albeit not necessarily, to the territory of 

the nation-state and the political institutions. During this period, the bulk of the 

population is still tied to the land, often referred to as the “fatherland”. Nationalism 

and the state appropriated the associations of family relations, neighbors and 

“fatherland”, and applied them to territories and populations to such an extent, that it 

turned these words into metaphors. As the traditional communities (e.g. zantrougka) 

began to decline, people felt the need to replace them with something else, and the 

imagined community of the nation could fill this gap. Moreover, beginning from the 

mid-19th century, the authorities could no longer rely on the spontaneous allegiance 

of social classes to social superiors in the traditional way or on the church as an 

effective guarantee of social obedience as it was during the Ottoman administration,. 

The nation was the new religion of the citizens20. It is no coincidence that in 1844, in 

Greece, the "Great Idea" was formulated by Ioannis Kolettis, while in Serbia, in the 

same year, the "Program" (Nacertanije) was drafted by Ilija Garasanin. For the next 

seventy years, the axis of the internal and external policy in both countries was 

irredentism. 

                                                             

19 It is no coincidence that only towards the end of the 19th century did language appear as a "proof" of 

national identity. 
20 In general, the old empires supported the legitimization of dynastic loyalty rather than of "national" 

identity, but now, in the bourgeois states, 'sovereignty' was associated with the vague notion of "the 

people", that has been equated with the nation. 
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By the mid-19th century, the middle class and lower middle class were the 

main pillars of nationalism, both represented by intellectuals. For these layers, 

nationalism had a broader and less instrumental attraction. It offered them a collective 

identity as the true defenders of the nation. Patriotism served as a counterweight to 

social inferiority. From the middle of 19th century onwards, the modernity of 

advancing capitalism, urbanization, market needs and the industrial organization of 

production, altered radically the old organisation of social life and economy. The 

nationalism of the middle classes was harmonized with the suspiciousness of the 

lower classes for “the other”, for “the foreigner”. This tendency came to symboliz the 

new way of organizing life. Gradually, the xenophobic tendencies were extended 

from the intermediate layers to the farmers, as “the foreigner” began to be identified 

with the dissolution of the old way of life and the new capitalistic reality. Thus, 

nationalism penetrated the whole of society and constituted the unifying element of 

the otherwise class-divided population. 

In summary, it should not be forgotten that through the creation of a nation, a 

symbol and a legal entity called Greece, Serbia, and Bulgaria, the respective elites 

were able to enlarge their land ownership, profit and political power, with unanimous 

popular support21. The recipe is in any case known: the upper class politicians 

mobilize the lower classes in order to defend or expand their own interests. The 

Macedonian struggle, that follows, was just the climax of imperialist competition 

among these classes, that was skillfully covered under the cloak of national liberation 

and national self-determination. 

  

1.3 The Macedonian Question 

Because it occupies the geometric centre of the Balkans, Macedonia, with its 

three vilayets of Selanic, Monastir (Bitola) and Uskup (ie Skopje, proclaimed a  

vilayet of Kosovo in 1877) stood at the center of conflicting nationalisms. Macedonia 

was a region in which many distinct linguistic and religious communities, met and 

lived together mostly in peace. Macedonia had been a big melting pot of people and 

cultures for centuries. After the conquest by the Romans, Greeks or Hellenized local 

populations, Romans or Latinized Greeks, Illyrians, Thracian, Huns, Goths and 

Visigoths, Slavs, Albanians and Turks lived together in peace or hostility22. 

In the late 19th and early 20th century, the population of the region consisted 

of various ethnic groups that converged and overlapped: Greeks, Slavs, Bulgarians, 

Turks, Jews, Vlachs and Albanians, but also several variations, such as Greek-

speaking Muslims, Vlach-speaking Muslims, Albanian-Greek, Slav-speaking Greeks 

and many other combinations like those mentioned above. They all constituted the 

colorful mosaic of Macedonia. The Muslims constituted perhaps as much as half of 

the population (Turks, Albanians, Muslim Slavs and those Muslims who had come 

from Russia and from the parts of the Balkans lost to the “infidels”). The difficulty of 

distinguishing between the different etnic groups, is nicely reflected in the neologisms 

and verbal acrobatisms such as “Greek-feeling people”, “Bulgarian-feeling people” 

“Slav-Macedonians” or “Romanian-feeling people” attempts to cover the national 

perplexity with a scientific fig leaf. 

                                                             

21 The same pattern can be adopted in the case of the Republic of Macedonia. 
22 According to the journalist HN Brailsford, who visited Macedonia in the early 20th century, 

centuries in Macedonia, did not succeed one another, but “lived together”. 
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But who were really the inhabitants of Macedonia? This question can not be 

answered directly and we do not want to answer it, because it is simply impossible to 

define the national consciousness of a past population using tools and criteria of 

today. Language? Religion? Education? Consciousness? Local -music? Local dances? 

Local customs of everyday life? The "jokes"? The "blood tests?" What determines the 

national identity of a person who lived 150 years ago? A person who lived in a 

multicultural and multi-religious atmosphere, and who, in his everyday routine, used 

words and phrases from more than three languages23? How can we mold a population 

and hang a national label to it? 

Of course, nationalismcan. For the planners of national policy in Greece, 

Bulgaria and Serbia, the issue of national consciousness was simple. All Orthodox 

Christians were Greeks according to Greece. Everyone who spoke a Slavic dialect 

were Bulgarians according to Bulgaria or Serbs according to Serbia. How many of 

those who were Orthodox and for whom Greek was a second language (professional 

or commercial) or who used the Greek alphabet to write Bulgarian, Turkish or 

Albanian, considered themselves Greeks? 

Language, religion, culture: none of these three elements could monopolize 

the national consciousness. On the contrary, these elements could be found in various 

combinations within the local population. The mixing of language, religion and 

culture gave a remarkable combination of ethnological characteristics. The adoption 

of a specific identity depended on time, place, education, family ties, personal 

relationships and the propaganda of neighboring states. The issue of identity was not a 

matter of criteria but a matter of choice. But a choise that was not always a product of 

free will but of coercion. Even if this choice was a product of free will, the selection 

of  a national camp was made according to political and economic interest. Thus, 

there might have been a family with a Macedonian father, a Greek son, a Bulgarian 

grandson and a Romanian nephew!  

In this multilingual and cosmopolitan atmospherethat was common in many 

corners of the Balkans, in which cities and towns were a jumble of various religious 

and ethnic groups, the doctrine of nationalism began to gain ground. This 

constellation was not very favourably inclined towards the emergence of nationalism. 

Evictions, displacements, violent policies of assimilation, mass-killings and ethnic 

cleansing were the tools used by the belligerent nationalisms in their attempt to purify 

entire countries or areas from alien elements. The local nationalists did everything 

they could to labelpeople. The villages were often forced to change camps under the 

threat of rival armed gangs24. The nationalistic-imperialist policies of the three Balkan 

rivals came to complement this situation25. The "Bulgaria of San Stefano", the 

"Greater Serbia", the "Greece of the two continents and the five seas26" will be 

confronted in a bloody conflict euphemistically called the “Macedonian struggle”. 

                                                             

23 The dockers of the Ottoman Selanik (Thessaloniki) spoke generally six to seven languages 

(Mazower, 2004). Thessaloniki, this cosmopolitan city, was according to misses Muir and Irby 

Mackenzie in 1863 a “strange example of a city historically Greek, politically Turkish, geographically 

Bulgarian and ethnically Jewish» (Pavlowitch, 2000). 
24 The Ottoman authorities in 1907 estimated that a total of 228 gangs were active: 110 Bulgarian, 80 

Greek, 30 Serbian, plus 8 Vlach (Pavlovitch, 2000). 
25 Even the Romanian government was interested in this struggle, once it discovered the existence of a 

population that belonged to the Romanian nation and lived in the mountain passes of the region, the 

Vlachs. 
26 It is worth noting that, for the Greek bourgeois, the “Great idea” was abouth the creation of a 

powerful Greek state around the Aegean rather than the rebirth of the Byzantine Empire. 
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Greece, Bulgaria and Serbia claimed as many of the Ottoman conquests in the 

Balkans as they could, even though occasionally they showed  a support for the idea 

of a separate Macedonian entity. The war of words turned gradually into a struggle 

between the guerrilla gangs. The response to these external pressures was the 

Macedonian autonomist movement that began to support the effort of Macedonian 

emancipation. This initiative came from the young bourgeois intellectuals who were 

inspired by the Bulgarian and Serbian national struggle. Giving emphasis to social 

equity, eventually, they managed to attract farmers who resisted the abuses of large 

landowners, the authorities,  and who were caught in the crossfire of the nationalists. 

Mixed nationalistic, social and political motives caused the ill-prepared revolt 

that burst out in August 1903 (Ilinden Uprising). Soon, the rebels put most of the 

vilayet of Monastir under their control. However, the inhabitants of the cities did not 

join in, the government in Sofia was not prepared to intervene, the European forces 

were unwilling to interfere and the movement was crushed in blood. Unhappy with 

the attitude of the Bulgarian government, many Macedonian activists turned their 

backs on the Bulgarian cause, and stood for free Macedonia. In their view, the new 

country was not going to get involved in inter-state rivalry and would constitute the 

beginnings of a Balkan federation. That was the prospect of the left wing of IMRO27, 

that broke loose from Bulgarian irredentist propaganda and put forward the cause of a 

Macedonian nation. According to them, the Macedonians weredistinct  from the 

Bulgarians,  the Serbs  and the Greeks. The evolution of the right-wing of IMRO, into 

a purely nationalistic and pro-fascist organization in the period between the two world 

wars, shows that regardless of the causes (in this case social) that initiate a national 

liberation movement, the result is the same. 

The struggle of IMRO constitutes the beginning of Macedonian nationalism. 

In 1944, the Macedonian state was formed as a part of the Yugoslav federation. The 

Macedonian nationalists didn’t fulfill their aspiration for statehood until 1991, when 

an independent Republic of Macedonia was proclaimed. Since then (1944) and 

especially over the last two decades (since 1991), Macedonian nationalism, like all 

other nationalisms, constructs its own historical narrative. This narrative is full of 

anachronisms, denial, departures from historical reality and myths that structure the 

national identity28. The debate over the usage of the name Macedonia is the clearest 

example of manipulation of historical facts towards the goal of justifying a nationalist 

doctrine.  

 

 

 

                                                             

27 In 1893, activists that supported autonomism, founded the Macedonian Revolutionary Organization 
in Thessaloniki, whose motto was "Macedonia to the Macedonians", but who also had ties with Sofia. 

When two years later, Macedonian emigrants in Bulgaria founded the Supreme Committee,  and defied 

the position taken by the organization based in Thessaloniki; the latter came up with the attribute 

"Internal" in its name, and became the IMRO (Internal Revolutionary Organization Macedonians). 
28 As it happened in the case of Greece, Serbia and Bulgaria. 
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CHAPTER TWO - THE HISTORY OF A NAME 

 

Why pursue a history of a region’s name? It is really important to stress at the 

very beginning that the aim of this discussion is the absolute opposite of the aim 

usually assigned to studies or popular overviews of historical geography. In 

traditional, ethnocentric historical narratives, the emphasis is normally put on 

demonstrating the continuity or the authenticity of certain toponyms or ethnonyms, on 

locating the present-day subject in the past. In this case, the aim is to emphasize the 

complementary aspect of discontinuity and change in the geographical nomenclatures 

of the past. The point is to demonstrate that names assumed by modern nations and 

nation states were neither pre-given,  and directly transmitted from the dawn of 

history, nor were they created out of thin air with the arrival of the Modern industrial 

era. As concluded by social theoreticians a few decades ago, both of these extreme 

views are ill-conceived29. Modern geographical names are certainly well-rooted in 

earlier geographical traditions, and though to many people today, names of cities, 

regions or communities are normally unchanging or at least fixed for greater periods 

of time, there was a great deal of naming and renaming in the past and, sometimes, 

there even existed divergent geographical traditions at the same time. Contemporary 

geographical terminology whether relating about places, regions or communities, is 

inevitably rooted in some earlier geographic tradition. Modern geographical names 

are simply derived from some of the previously existing traditions, and there is no 

way of deciding which one is more correct or justified. This is decided by the current 

interests and constellations, nicely illustrated by the cases in which an emergent 

modern nationstate struggles to choose its name, trying to distance or relate itself to 

historical subjects. But one should also not forget that geographic names are not 

always drawn from the historical record; indeed, circumstances of colonization of new 

lands or radical social changes often bring along radical breaks with the existent 

geographic traditions. Both regions and people were often named purposefully or not, 

in spite of existing traditions. This is the mechanism by which divergent geographic 

traditions are created, making the history of geographic names possible. 

Names are also quiet often simply a matter of practical consideration. Again, it 

all depends on the specific case and the current circumstances. However, it is 

relatively safe to assume that, once we are dealing with names of historical regions or 

ancient tribal names, the modern geographic term, whether derived or applied 

directly, will also inevitably transmit the associated historical connotations. Thus, the 

names often come to play an important role in the process of modern nation 

formation; they relate the present day nation states or regions to a historical subject, 

claiming a number of heritage rights, like cultural or historical heritage, resources and 

territory. In this part of the World, modern political or regional subjects construct 

their identities primarily using the material of history. The name is obviously an 

essential element in this process. Nationalist ideology, including national history, has 

made the general public believe that they are simply the modern descendants of a 

group or groups of people, regardless of the centuries and millennia of demographic 

changes, internal divisions, and shifts in identity. The national conception has no 

problem upholding the idea of the continuity of a given people, even in cases in which 

                                                             

29 B. Anderson, Imagined Communities: Reflections on the origin and spread of nationalism, London 

1983, E. Gellner, Nations and Nationalism: New perspectives on the past, 1983. 
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names and identities have changed over the ages. This is because nation is in essence 

a teleological concept; nations are present even before they are born. 

The case of the name Macedonia has by now become a classic topic in 

Anthropological studies in the field of modern national identities. Although far from 

being typical for the rest of the World, it nicely illustrates the role of historical 

symbols in the definition of national identities. The focus of this discussion will be 

solely on the history of the name, its territorial expansions and contractions, and its 

transformations from an ethnonym, a name of a caste, to a regional name, and back to 

a people’s name. We’ll also hopefully touch upon the divergent geographical 

traditions that brought about the modern, nationalist dispute between the two Balkan 

states. It has to be noted that this is only meant to be a brief historical sketch, 

primarily addressing the general public, not an exhaustive study in the region’s 

historical geography. The latter would naturally cost years of historical research, 

naturally resulting in a far more voluminous study. 

2.1 Ancient, pre-Roman Macedonia, a name of a kingdom and a caste   

The first appearance of the name Macedonia in ancient historical sources goes 

back to the first half of the 5th century BC and the writings of Herodotus30. By this 

time, Macedonia had become an established kingdom and an important factor in 

regional politics. Though Herodotus makes only brief mentions and doesn’t say 

anything about the territorial extent of the kingdom of Alexander I,  it is assumed that, 

by the period of the Greco-Persian wars, it had been firmly based in the mountainous 

region of present-day north-west Greece, or what came to be known as Upper 

Macedonia in later geographical writings. The backbone of this ancient kingdom was 

the Haliakmon or the River Bistritza, and its tributaries. Also by this time, the 

Macedonian Kingdom had already openly demonstrated its territorial pretensions 

towards the fertile lands around the Thermaic Gulf and in the valley of the Axios or 

the Vardar. These areas have been populated by a number of various tribes that were 

either assimilated or simply expelled from their land, as was the case with the ancient 

tribe of the Botiai. By the end of the fifth century, we hear from Thucydides that the 

Macedonian king Perdicas II had been involved in defending his northeastern lands 

from the Thracians, in the region of the lower Vardar Valley, in the southern parts of 

what is now Northern Macedonia. He was also active in the region of Bitola or 

Monastery, the last region of Upper Macedonia that resisted the hegemony of the 

Argive dynasty31. That the rule of the Macedonian kings was well-established in the 

regions along the lower Axios and the Thermaic Gulf is made clear by the unfolging 

of later historical events. At the very beginning of the fourth century, king Archaelaos 

established his new capitol, Pella, far in the low countries, on a small tributary of the 

Axios. 

The next phase in the expansion of the Macedonian Kingdom begins with the 

early years of Philip II reign. His aggressive military campaigns brought the land of 

the fiercely independent Lynces, around modern Lerin and Bitola (Florina and 

Monastery) and the middle and lower valley of the Strymon within the borders of the 

kingdom. Finally, he subdued the independent Hellenic cities in the coastal area of 

                                                             

30 F. Papazoglou, Les Villes Macedoniennes dans l’epoche Romain, 1988; very informative is the 

volume edited by J. Roisman and I. Worthington, A companion to ancient Macedonia, 2010; in 

particular the chapter on the literary evidence by P.J. Rhodes. 
31 The Argead dynasty ruled from 700 b.c. to 310 b.c. Fillip II and Alexander IIIwere members of this 

dynasty. 
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Chalkidice. Interestingly, the lands conquered up to this moment became a constituent 

part of ancient Macedon. Philip’s later conquests in the territory of the Hellenic city-

states, or the land of the Thracian tribes never came to be treated as parts of ancient 

Macedonia. The great conquests of Philip II and Alexander III had few positive 

effects on the core-territory of the kingdom. To Philip and Alexander, the core of the 

ancient kingdom was but a springboard, a temporary shell that was to be shed away 

once the moment for World domination has arrived. Perhaps the only significant 

consequence was the grandiose promotion of the name Macedon on the World 

historical stage. If Alexander’s campaign in Asia were not successful, the name 

Macedon would have most probably fallen into a complete oblivion after the end of 

Antiquity. 

Following the collapse of Alexander’s Empire and the end of the Argive 

dynasty, the new Antigonid rulers of the European part of the Empire found 

themselves in a radically different geo-political constellation. Not only the core of the 

kingdom, but also the neighboring regions and much of the Hellenic world had 

become greatly impoverished and depopulated by the early decades of the 3rd century 

BC. Furthermore, there was a mighty new political factor in the northern Balkans. 

These were the Celts who, at least in one occasion, managed to invade and plunder 

the kingdom on their way to and back from Delphi. This major event stirred new 

population movements from the central and northern parts of the Balkan Peninsula to 

the depopulated south. The changed political and ethnic circumstances forced, the 

Antigonids to pay more attention to their northern frontiers. At the time of Philip and 

Alexander, to the north of ancient Macedon, in what is now Northern Macedonia, 

there existed a powerful tribal league of the Paeonians, an ancient population known 

from the Iliad. This polity was powerful enough to act as a buffer against the 

Barbarian tribes to the north, without encroaching on the dominant position of 

Macedon. During the 3rd century BC, this people had lost their former influence, and 

were slowly replaced by other tribes of the central Balkans. The situation became 

especially precarious towards the end of the 3rd century BC, when Rome got involved 

in the region as Macedon’s arch-enemy. Through extensive diplomatic activity, the 

Romans were in position to turn against Macedon, its northern and western neighbors, 

the Dardanians and the kingdom of Illyria. The wellinformed historical sources of the 

time-period, Polybius in particular, do not mention Paeonia, a fact that suggests that 

this old polity had either lost its independence or ceased to play any role in regional 

politics. Nevertheless, Paeonia still existed in 217 BC, when finally Philip V 

conquered their capitol BylaZora32, and formally annexed the Paeonian territories. 

This is the last territorial expansion of ancient Macedon as an independent kingdom. 

It brought much of what is now Northern Macedonia, the entire middle Axios Valley 

and the land along its western and eastern tributaries within the kingdom’s borders. 

The Antigonids, especially the last two members of the royal dynasty, Philip V and 

his son Perseus also had military ventures into Greece, Thrace, and the land of the 

Illyrian kings, but these were little more than punitive expeditions.   

On the eve of the Roman conquest of the southern Balkans, , the borders of 

Macedon changed little from the time of Philip II and Alexander the Great. The 

kingdom spread from the Pindus mountain range on the west, to the valley of the 

Nestos River on the east. To the south, the obvious border was the Aegean coastline 

and the range of Mount Olympus. The most fluid was the northern frontier, but it is 

                                                             

32 Near the modern city of Sveti Nikole in the Republic of Macedonia 
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generally assumed that it run across the middle valleys of the Axios (the Vardar), the 

Strymon (the Struma) and the Nestos (the Mesta). These rivers flow through series of 

narrow, impassible canyons, that represent natural, geographic and climatic frontiers. 

Expectedly, the historical sources were only vaguely informed about the interior of 

the Balkan Peninsula, although the situation on the ground would have been much 

less clear in this time period than in Roman and later times, when political frontiers 

became well-established phenomena.  

It remains unclear how the name Macedon came to designate the kingdom 

ruled by the Argive and the Antigonid dynasties. Traditionally, historians and 

archaeologists have assumed that this was an ethnonym, though the original territory 

of this people is impossible to locate. After reading through the history of territorial 

expansion of ancient Macedon, one is left with the impression that much of the 

kingdom’s core was taken over from other tribes. It is thus highly probable that the 

name initially referred to a caste of warriors and noblemen who, united under a king, 

came to dominate the land on the north Aegean coast, imposing their name over a 

land inhabited by many different peoples. 

 

 

 

2.2 Roman Macedonia, Macedonia as an administrative term and a name of a 

province 

The Roman conquest of ancient Macedon in 168 BC put an end to the 

Antigonid dynasty and of Macedon as an independent political entity. After a brief, 

semi-autonomous phase, the entire land of ancient Macedon, Illyria and Epirus were 

lumped together into a large province of Macedonia with Thessalonica as the capital 

and the seat of the Roman governor. Although established by one of Alexander’s 

descendants, Cassander, the city became important only after the Roman conquest. It 

was a typical Roman imperialist policy to cut any link to the earlier, independent 

political traditions of the conquered. From the time of the Roman conquest, the old 

capitol Pella slowly begun to decline and fall into oblivion. Thessalonica and the 

Thermaic Gulf were the new core of the province. In the first century BC, after the 

bloody civil wars, large numbers of Roman legionnaires were given land in this area. 

It came to be known as Campania among the settlers, referring to fertile the region 

with the same name in southern Italy. Up until the time of Augustus and his 

descendants, this large province was merely a base for further territorial expansion to 

the east, and later, to the north, towards the Danube. After Roman power was firmly 

secured over Asia Minor and the Balkan Peninsula, two new provinces were carved 

out of the vast provincial territory of Roman Macedon. To the south, the province of 

Achaea was created including the territory of the old Hellenic city-states, and to the 

west, the province of Epirus, encompassing the earlier kingdoms of Epirus and Illyria. 

In the time of Claudius, Thrace was also constituted as a separate province. Thus by 

the end of the 1st century AD, the borders of the Roman province of Macedonia 

roughly followed the borders that had been established by the last Macedonian kings, 

three centuries ago. Although in general, decline has been assumed after the era of 

Philip II and Alexander the Great and, especially after the Roman conquest, many of 

the old, pre-Roman towns continued to exist. There were only a handful of Roman 

colonies in the territory of Macedon, a fact that clearly indicates that the land was still 

densely inhabited and urbanized.  
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The province of Macedonia was probably one of the quietest corners of the 

Roman Empire during the period of the pax-Romana, between the first and the later 

third centuries AD. There are very few mentions of the province in contemporary 

historical sources. This was to change after the great political and economic crisis that 

shook the Empire’s foundations in the third century. Under the emperors Diocletian 

and Constantine, many of the Balkan provinces were reorganized, usually divided into 

smaller, more manageable administrative units. Interestingly, however, the provincial 

borders of Macedonia were left unchanged. During the period of Late Antiquity, the 

province was divided into two smaller provinces and then again reunited on several 

occasions, but the outer frontiers didn’t change. In historical documents dating to the 

fourth century AD, one hears of a province called Macedonia Secunda with the 

municipium Stobi as its capital. Historians know very little about its extent and its 

border with Macedonia Prima. In later sources, dating to the 5th and 6th century AD, 

we also hear of Macedonia Salutaris, but historians are neither confident that this was 

the same province as Macedonia Secunda nor are they certain about its exact location 

and extent. If we are to go by the fact that its capital was Stobi, situated on the 

confluence of the Vardar and the Crna (the Erigon of Antiquity), it can be assumed 

that this province largely overlapped with the territory of the ancient Paeonian 

Kingdom, and not with that of Upper Macedonia. The latter remained within the 

borders of Macedonia Prima.   

By the Late Roman Period, the population of Macedonia had been fully 

romanized. Only the name of the province kept the memory of the ancient kingdom of 

Macedon. The people used Greek and Latin as written languages, and were known as 

Romans or Romaioi in historical sources. This is made explicit in the historical 

records dating to the 5th and 6th centuries, during the period of the great invasions of 

German, Slavic, Hunic and Tartaric tribes. In these sources, the invaders are always 

separated from the local population, who are simply referred to as the Romans.  

 

2.3 The name Macedonia in the Middle Ages, Macedonia as a Byzantine theme33              

The Balkan Peninsula shared the faith of most of Roman Europe at the end of 

Antiquity. By the beginning of the 7th century at latest, the entire Balkan Peninsula, 

including most of Greece, had been populated by various Slavic tribes. Only the 

larger, fortified cities along the Aegean, the Ionian and the Adriatic coasts remained 

under direct Byzantine control. The Byzantine governors and army retreated from the 

Balkan interior and, although many of the Slavic chieftains nominally accepted the 

suzerainty of the Byzantine Emperor, the old state apparatus together with its 

administrative divisions simply ceased to exist. The 7th century sources talk about the 

territories of the various Slavic tribes, not of the ancient province of Macedonia. 

However, the memory of ancient Macedon was not lost entirely. By the end of the 8th 

century, the Byzantine Empire managed to reconquer much of the southern Balkans, 

including central Greece and the Peloponnesus, Thrace, and the Black Sea coast. 

Although only a small corner of the former Roman province of Macedonia was 

conquered, more specifically, the areas along the lower valleys of the rivers Nestos 

and Strymon (Mesta and Struma), the Byzantines adhered to the ancient Roman 

administrative nomenclature and called the land of western Thrace, the theme of 

                                                             

33 Studies of the name Macedon in this period are practically non-existent. Most modern scholars repeat 

P. Lemerle’s study Philippes et la Macédoine orientale à l'époque chrétienne et Byzantine, Paris, 1945. 
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Macedonia. This recalls the formation of the Balkan provinces of Dacia Ripensis and 

Dacia Mediterranea, at the end of the 3rd century AD, after the Roman legions 

retreated from n Dacia. On the same principle, in the 8th century, the Byzantines gave 

the newly conquered region of Western Thrace the name of Macedon, because it was 

the adiminstrative unit nearest to the Roman province of Macedonia. The theme of 

Thrace on the other hand, was essentially the northern coast of the Sea of Marmara.  

The core area of the newly established theme of Macedonia consisted of the 

Maritza and its tributaries, and the main centers were in Phillipopolis (modern 

Plovdiv) and Hadrianopolis (modern Edirne). In fact, the only parts of the Roman 

province of Macedonia in which the Byzantines exerted direct authority, the lower 

valleys of the Strymon and the Nestos, and the Thermaic Gulf, were the themes of 

Strymonia and Thessalonica. The bulk of the land that had once been a part of Roman 

Macedonia was now called Bulgaria, or vaguely, Moesia or even Scythia. Only very 

few of the ancient toponyms survived in the written records of the Middle Ages. Even 

when an ancient city continued its existence after the end of Antiquity, it is often 

known under a different name in the Medieval Period. It seemed as if the memory of 

ancient Macedon had vanished, at least in its original geographic meaning. However, 

the fact that  the name Macedonia survived in the Byzantine administrative 

nomenclature demonstrates just how much significance had been attributed to this 

toponym. almost an entire millennium after the ancient kingdom ceased to exist! The 

Byzantine Emperors in the period between the mid 9th and the mid 11th century 

proudly dubbed themselves Macedonians and their dynasty was called the 

Macedonian dynasty, although their founder was from Edirne and probably had no 

relation to the land of ancient Macedon. The name Macedon was obviously not 

forgotten, although its old meaning had definitely changed by the early Middle Ages. 

 

2.4 Macedonia in the Ottoman and the early Modern periods, the name returns to 

its old home. 

By the end of the 14th century, Byzantine authority had lost its grip on the 

Balkan Peninsula for good. In fact, already by the mid 14th century, the land of the 

Byzantine theme of Macedonia was in the hands of the Serbian king and emperor 

Dushan. When the Ottomans entered Thrace and the valley of the Maritza in the 

1370’s, they didn’t face the Byzantines but the feudal lords, king Volkashin and king 

Uglesha, the latter controlling most of the former Byzantine theme. By this time 

period, the name Macedonia had finally disappeared from the political and 

administrative maps of the region. After conquering the former themes of Thrace, 

Macedonia, Strymonia, Thessalonica and Bulgaria; the Ottomans created a large 

administrative area called the Rumelian Eyalet or in literal translation, the Roman 

Eyalet. The name Macedon had little more than vague, legendary connotations to the 

new Asian conquerors of the Balkans. In the five centuries-long Ottoman reign, the 

name Macedonia did not appear in official records.   

However, as a historical name and a symbol, Macedon was remembered 

throughout the long period of Ottoman reign. In particular, the Eastern Orthodox 

Church proved to be particularly conservative in keeping the memory of the old 

administrative units. The archbishops of Ohrid, who were particularly powerful 

figures in the first two centuries of Ottoman rule, sometimes mention the name 
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Macedon in their official titles34. The name also survived in oral tradition, among the 

common people. After the Austro-Ottoman War of the late 17th century, large masses 

of Christian population, who supported the Austrians, fled beyond the Danube, either 

into the service of the Habsburgs or in Russia. Some of them were organized into 

separate military units who were to fight alongside the Russian and the Austrians to 

free their homeland from the “infidel Ottomans”. In the written sources of the time, 

some of them are rather surprisingly referred to as “Macedonian units”35. Some of 

these units even had banners with the name Macedon! It is difficult to explain how 

this tradition came into being, after such a long eclipse during the entire Medieval 

Period. Moreover, these fugitives were partly drawn from the area of the Medieval 

Serbian Kingdom, to the north of ancient Macedon. The name Macedonia is also 

witnessed in folk songs, some of them recorded in the early 19th century.  

On the other hand, the memory of the name Macedon also survived in the 

Hellenic parts of the Ottoman Empire. Many of the influential Greeks in 

Constantinople boasted a Macedonian descent, similar to the Byzantine Emperors of 

the 9th and the 10th century. As previously mentioned, the name Macedon was still in 

use in the official records of the Eastern Orthodox Church; it was among the lands 

that were first brought under the jurisdiction of the Ohrid Archbishop and, after the 

mid-18th century, came directly under the jurisdiction of the Patriarch in 

Constantinople. Thus, the name Macedon came to survive as a historical symbol, both 

among the Slavic and the Hellenic speaking populations, despite the fact it has been 

out of official use for over five centuries. 

However, the real revival of the name Macedonia came with the slow arrival 

of modernity, under the influence of learnt western European travelers and 

ambassadors. During the 19th century, a number of western researchers came to travel 

and explore the Balkan provinces of the Ottoman Empire. This was the period of 

Romanticism in western European art and culture. One of its main features was a 

great fascination with and interest in the ancient past, particularly that of Classical 

Greece. The first modern studies of ancient writings appear and travelers, like the 

French consul in Thessalonica, Th. Desdevisses Du-Dessert, E. Coussinery, W. 

Leake, von Hahn and others, attempted to locate some of the ancient toponyms or 

people mentioned in the ancient sources. In fact, in scholarly circles, the memory of 

ancient Macedon had most likely never been lost, for one sees the name Macedonia 

on maps dating prior to the spread of the Romanticist movement in Western Europe. 

On a map dated as early as 1715, the boundaries of the land called Macedonia roughly 

overlap with the borders of ancient Macedonia rather than with those of the Byzantine 

theme of Macedonia36. At first, this revival of ancient traditions was of interest to 

narrower scholarly circles, and was primarily of historical or historical geographical 

significance. But in the following decades, it had a profound influence on the creation 

of modern national identities in the region.  

By the middle of the 19th centuries, the newly formed Greek nation-state had 

turned completely to the glorious past of Classical Greece, as an inspiration for the 

new Greek national identity, although the Byzantine heritage remained to play an 

important role for the Orthodox Church. For the Greek nationalist thinkers, ancient 

                                                             

34 I. Snegaroff, History of the Ochrid Arch-bishopric, Sophia 1923; J. Shea. Macedonia and Greece: the 

struggle to define a new Balkan nation, 1997. 
35 A. Matkovski, Macedonia’s coats of arms: a contribution to the Macedonian heraldic, 1970.  
36 http://www.raremaps.com/gallery/enlarge/28032 
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Macedonia was a part of the Hellenic cultural and historical heritage. Ironically, it 

was the early Greek nationalist who promoted the idea of ancient Macedonia among 

the Slav and Hellenic speaking population that lived on the land to the north of the 

Greek Kingdom. By the 1850’s, scholars from present day Macedonia had started to 

call the land of their compatriots Macedonia, and some even attempted to draw the 

ancient limits of Upper and Lower Macedonia. Thus, by the second half of the 19th 

century, Macedonia appears roughly on its present day location on most maps. For the 

greater part, it follows the borders of the ancient Roman province, except for the 

northern part, in which direction it was extended to cover the land known as Old 

Serbia, or the regions of Skopje, Kumanovo and Tetovo, the three northernmost cities 

of present-day Northern Macedonia and the upper valley of the Strymon, in present-

day Bulgaria. The national liberation movement in Macedonia, established towards 

the end of the 19th century , took the name Internal Macedonian Revolutionary 

Organization.  

Thus, the modern revival of the ancient geographical name played a very 

important role in the appearance of a modern nationalist movement in what is now 

Northern Macedonia. It is mostly thanks to this development that there appeared a 

separate Slavic Macedonian identity, different from the Graeco-Macedonian identity, 

and the Serbian or Bulgarian national identities. On the other hand, the name-issue 

also played its part in the formation of the modern Greek national identity.  

The focus of the present discussion was not the development of modern 

Macedonian nationalism. Besides the name, as a primarily historical symbol, there are 

doubtlessly a number of other important factors. Our point is to emphasize the 

importance of the name as an element in the formation of modern Greek and 

Macedonian national identities, and the dramatic history of the usage of the term 

Macedonia as a name of a political entity, a provincial and a geographical region. As 

far as the name is concerned, we have the emergence of two parallel historical and 

geographical traditions: one mostly (heraldic rather than) popular and oral, confined 

to the Slavic speaking population of the southern and central Balkans, the other, 

Hellenic, mostly related to the ecclesiastic circles in Constantinople, but also to the 

rich class of Greek merchants. Nevertheless, it was only under the influence of 

modern, western European scholarship in the 19th century that the name Macedonia 

was re-introduced, bringing the two divergent traditions into a conflict that lasts until 

the present day.  
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CHAPTER THREE - DEMYSTIFYING THE NATIONAL 

SYMBOLS 
 

Symbols and their use are not a novel thing in the history of human 

communication. In the discussion that follows a symbol shall be defined as anything 

used to denote something or to represent an abstract concept. At the beginning, we 

should point out that we are not against the general use of symbols, as for instance at 

the metro of Mexico D.F., where the metro stations correspond to concrete symbols so 

that the illiterate can find their way. 

  If we read history outside the kaleidoscope of dominance, the use of symbols 

has always served the powerful in two ways. First, it converts complicated political 

issues to minimalistic interpretations, which are then used  as substitutes of logical 

arguments. Second, it aspires to link symbolic forms with social ones, choosing the 

symbols that are most closely connected to their target audience, fine tuning them to 

the desired level of dominance (?). This in turn, influences the individual perceptions 

of the concept of nation in two ways. Firstly, the individual realizes that some 

symbols have gained new symbolic functions and, secondly, these symbols have a 

desirable -from the point of view of those in power - effect on the way that the 

individual sees society (Smith, 1998). One of the goals of nationalist ideology is to 

install the belief that the nation is the force that keeps society together. 

We accept that every sign is recognizable (comprehensible?) even if the 

moment of its production is irrevocably lostand we do not know what its alleged 

creator intended to say at the moment he created it, and abandoned it to its essential 

drift. (Derrida 1972) Dominance tries not to leave the meaning of these symbols to 

their fate. On the contrary, it intends to constrain this meaning in the mold of a fixed 

interpretation, produced by the elite. They are thus readily digestible to the masses, 

even after they have been removed from the hands of their maker. To succeed in this, 

the state invests in the ethnic myth. 

The myth, and specifically the ethnic(?) myth, talks about things, whereas 

language expresses things as they are (Barthes, 1979). The myth borrows signs from 

the language (i.e. a word), strips them off their meaning, and then imbues them with a 

different meaning, one that suits the myth. In this way, things (objects?) (i.e. the 

words) are deprived of their history and of all of theproperties they originally 

possessed. This new meaning is then codified as natural and self-evident. It is 

designed to appear simple and readilly understandable. Nationalist ideology forces us 

to,  recognize and accepts the bravery of Alexander and the Macedonian army in 

“Alexander’s mosaic37” This is conveyed as something natural, something that does 

not require explanation. In that way, every discourse over the essence of things is 

abolished and everything seems crystal clear, predetermined and absolute. 

Myths are alive as long as they are taken for real and not as a semiotic system, 

as long as the twist in the meaning of things is not perceived. The myth exists in so far 

as the individual fails to realize the fake and constructed causal link between these 

                                                             

37 The one found in Pompey at the “Casa del Fauno”. It depicts the battle of Issus in 333 b.c. or that of  

Gaugamela in 331 b.c., both fought between Alexander 3rd and the Persian king Darius the 3rd. the 

mosaic shows Alexander and his armies , at the moment whenAlexander charges from the left and tries 

to aim at Darius. The Persian king flees without taking his eyes off Alexander. This mosaic is 

considered to be a copy of Apelles, Alexander’s painter, the only one – according to the Roman 

historiographer Pliny the Elder – that was allowed to paint Alexander’s portraits.      

 



 27 

things. Ethnic myths as semiotic systems thrive on constant reproduction.. Their 

coherence depends on the level of coherence (true or imagined) of the community that 

has created the myths and vice versa, the coherence of the community depends on the 

coherence of myths as semiotic systems (Buccelatti, 2010). 

 

3.1 National symbols 

 In nationalism people perceive themselves as a part of a group and the group 

to which they belong, as different from other groups. Nationalism is based on the 

shared reading of certain symbols. In and of itself, a symbol does not express 

nationality. Every property of a symbol acquires a distinctive value (positive or 

negative), only after its correlation or comparison to other symbols. What is needed is 

a complex of national traits (a system of identifiers) that has the ability to stand 

against other complexes. These characteristics acquire a value not by themselves, but 

only in relation to other value systems (?) (Buccelatti, 2010). As in language, a letter 

of a word or a word in a phrase have no meaning by themselves. They acquire  

meaning when they are included in a whole word or phrase.  

As a national symbol we define everything that inspires national feelings and, 

at the same time, unites  a group of people. Good examples are national fiestas, 

marches, banners, statues, monuments, coins and paper money, stamps, street names 

etc. These symbols relate national enthusiasm to material status (Bozos, 2004). 

According to Castoriades the national symbol is “a sign ... that one can and must die 

for and what sends shivers down the spine of patriots as they watch the military 

parade pass by38”. 

National symbols function as filters through which the individual and the 

community will reproduce their own image. In other words, symbols speak to the 

individual and its self-image, so that the individual sees itself through the frame of 

that symbol and thus acquires an identity that bears the colors of this frame. In the 

same way, the outer world is perceived though a prism that does not recognize  class 

or other social divisions.   

, The role of perception and awareness is pivotal in every semiotic analysis of 

nationalism. For nationalism, it is crucial that the individual understands and is aware 

of national symbols as such. This is achieved through general education39. Perception 

and awareness incite an instinctive response in the individual - sometimes strongly 

emotional -, when confronted by a national symbol. However, this applies only to  

individuals inside a certain group. Everyone outside this group reads the national 

symbols in a different way, because they have different perceptive tools, which in turn 

is determined by different experiences40. In this way, the individual  members of a 

group feel that they have something in common with the rest of the group (Buccelatti, 

2010).  

There are a lot of national symbols and they vary from place to place and from 

populace to populace, ranging from macho captains and looters, to works of art, 

national poets, animals and items, like  horses and swords. All of these are not 

selected randomly, because nationalist ideology does not use as a national symbol 

something irrelevant to its goal. For instance, a toilet paper roll has never been used as 

                                                             

38 Castoriadis, C. (1987) The Imaginary Institutions Of Society, Cambridge: Polity Press. 
39 Like parades, national fiestas, flags and the participation of pupils in rallies, like the one held at 

Thessaloniki in 1992 under the threat of punishment. 
40 For instance, a French does not perceive the Greek skirt in the same way the Greeks do. 
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a national symbol.. This is because, contrary to the pragmatic maxim that a sign can 

be applied to anything as long as there is a form of social consensus about its 

meaning,  a number of relative perceptive experiences needed to be taken into 

account41 (Eco, 1999). These experiences need to relate to some extent –in a real or 

imaginary way– to the principle message of the national symbol. Such experience is 

evident in the figure of Alexander the Great, in contrast to the toilet paper, because 

Alexander was a person who - according to historians- was deeply related to the 

ancient Macedonians. 

We are going to focus on two such symbols which have been instrumentalized 

by the Greek and Macedonian nationalism. These are the symbols of  Alexander the 

3rd, also known as the “Great”, and the so-called Vergina Sun, with all of their 

properties. 

3.2 The Vergina Sun and the Greek feta cheese 

The national symbols seem timeless or, at least, such is the desire of those in 

power and, up to a point, this has been achieved. However, what sense is the Vergina 

Sun timeless? We will not focus on the form of the symbol . We will examine its 

semiotic value and its effects, considering a threshold its numerous appearing  

frequent occurrence at the excavations of the necropolis in Vergina in Imathia, in 

1977. These tombs have been attributed to the Macedonian Argead dynasty. 

According to M. Andronikos, the chief archaeologist of the excavation, the Vergina 

Sun was the emblem of this dynasty and, ever since this discovery, the symbolic value 

of the Vergina Sun has almost been recognized as a national emblem. However, the 

frequent appearances of the same symbol on finds that belong to different historical 

periods and regions (some even before Fillip’s time), indicates that this symbol was if 

not common, then widely used by the pople that inhabited the Balkan peninsula in 

Antiquity42. We would like to know why the Greek archaeological service43 attributed 

this sun to the house of the Argeads and to the ancient Macedonian kingdom only in 

1977? One possible explanation is the context of the discovery of 1977. Namely, the 

symbol was found adorning a golden larnax. Even if this answer seems satisfactory, 

the next two arguments will lead to further questions. First, what makes this symbol a 

                                                             

41 Of course, here we have to mention that a myth has the ability to give reason to the unreasonable and 

to create a primitive perceptive experience out of nothing (Barthes, 1979),. However this doesn’t mean 
that the myth has the power to signify something that doesn’t have any perceptive experience 

(constructed or not) whatsoever. For instance, if the toilet paper existed in 4th century b.c., the myth 

would have connected it to the figure of Alexander the 3rd, thus creating the perceptive experience that 

Alexander used toilet paper even if he didn’t. That perceptive experience can be twisted by some 

mythical argument, in order to convert the toilet paper to a symbol. This could be done for instance, 

with the mythical argument that Alexander was the first in history to use toilet paper or that he escaped 

death because an arrow heading towards him hit the toilet paper roll that he carried with him and not 

his heart.   
42 Contrary to M. Andronikos’ opinion, another archaeologist who has studied  the ancient Macedonian 

kingdom, Eugene N. Borza claims that the Vergina Sun was widely used in ancient Macedonian art, 
without necessarily being related to the royal house. In addition, John Paul Adams mentions the wide 

use of this symbol in all earlier and later Greek art. He also points out the inability to ascribe the 

Vergina Sun to the Argead house and generally to the ancient Macedonians. Besides its appearance on 

a vessel in the Vergina tomb, the Vergina Sun has been found on armors and shields of Greek hoplites 

and on coins, which are attributed to a time-period long before Fillip II’s birth.     
43 The Vergina sun was found adorning the lid of a golden larnax in “Tomb II” at the Vergina 

excavation site. According to M. Andronikos “Tomb II” is the one that contained Fillip II’s remains. 
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unique property of only  one Balkan state? According to historians of all political 

opinions, the Macedonian army reached India and its soldiers mingled (as did their 

king) with native peoples. Hence, why shouldn’t the contemporary Afghani or 

Turkmen have a right to use and refer to this symbol. Afterall, they could easily claim 

descendance from Macedon soldiers who had children with Bactrian women?      

Second, what will the Greek archaeological service and, in turn, the Greek and 

Macedonian political leaders, say, if tomorrow this same symbol is found on a tomb 

of the king or prince of Zamunda44? outwill they try to determine which tomb is the 

older? And if the tomb of Zamunda proves to be the older, then is the Vergina Sun 

going to be renamed  the “Zamunda sun”? And consequently, is the Vergina Sun 

going to be removed from the buildings it has been erected on and from the 

documents it has been printed on? Or did some state take care to secure the copyrights 

for the symbol leaving it to the court of law to decide, as in the case of the Greek feta 

cheese?     

As ridiculous as it may seem, the truth is that on July 3rd 1995, Greece 

claimed an exclusive right to the Vergina Sun in the World Intellectual Property 

Organization45. Thus, as far as we can understand, any usage of this symbol by 

someone non-Greek46, will have the same fate as the Danish cheese producers in 

October 200247. In fact, following the same logic, Turkey could forbid all non Turks 

to make baklava.    

Of course, all of these questions are of little relevance and they are not posed 

in terms of who has the absolute right to use this symbol. Even if the Afghani or the 

Turkmen or the Zimbabwean had the right to refer to it, it is of no interest to us. On 

the contrary, the questions raised above contribute to the deconstruction of the 

Vergina Sun as a symbol and of the myth that surrounds it. What we find particularly 

irritating is the recognition of exclusive rights to the usage of certain symbols, as well 

as the need of the nation-states to use symbols as a tools. It is a matter of great 

importance that the Greek and the Northern Macedonian states are in a constant 

competition for the right of usage of this symbol and not over the usage of the name 

“Alexander”48, or over the right to refer to a lighter. The significance of this lies in the 

respective semantic values of the lighter, the Vergina Sun or lexander the 3rd. As in 

the example of the toilet paper, it will be very difficult – if not totally impossible – for 

a mathematical maxim that does not relate to race, blood ties etc, to become the 

reference point, through which people will identify themselves or to become a 

unifying force of the nation. In other words, this is not a sound base for the 

construction of the national myth as a semiotic system.  

                                                             

44 From the film: «The prince of Zamunda» with Eddy Murphy. 
45 http://www.wipo.int/ipdl/en/6ter, in “state” choose “Greece” and pressing “search” you will have 

(Νο 3,4 και 5) that leed to the corresponding emblems. The  related letter of acknowledgment  from 

WIPO: https://www3.wipo.int/branddb/jsp/data.jsp?SOURCE=SIXTER&TYPE=pdf&LANG=EN&KEY=5682. 

However, the then Republic of Macedonia objected to Greece’s claim at 12/8/1995, practicing its right 

that was given by the WIPO regulation which gives a six-month time limit for any objection. 
46 The same goes for all enterprises who dare include the Vergina sun as part of their trademark, 

regardless of the location of their head office. 
47 (EK) 1829/2002 the commission of the European Union, that amends the 1107/96 (EK) in reference 

to “feta cheese” (EE L 277, s. 10). Thus, the Greek feta cheese is protected by copyright law. 
48 Although up till now this personal name has not produced controversy between the two nationalisms, 

the frequent naming of boys born in Republic of Macedonia Alexander has a clear nationalistic tone. 

We will not be surprised if in the future, the name “Alexander” shares the fate of the Vergina Sun.   

 

https://www3.wipo.int/branddb/jsp/data.jsp?SOURCE=SIXTER&TYPE=pdf&LANG=EN&KEY=5682
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After the reappearance of the Macedonian issue in the two last decades, the 

nationalisms of the Balkan states felt the need to expand their rhetoric. Thus, it was 

necessary to find new tools to unite and mobilize the population on nationalistic 

terms. In addition to the naming of streets, airports, ports and other buildings and 

geographical sites, the discovery of the golden larnax bearing the sun,  in 1977 added 

to the  repertoire of national symbols. This discovery only fueled the competition over 

Macedonia among the Balkan states.   

 

3.3 Find Fillip 

It is a well-known fact that the Vergina Sun has been found on a golden larnax 

in Tomb II that, according to M. Andronikos, was the tomb of Fillip II. What would 

change if this tomb was not that of Philip II, but the next one, Tomb I, that has been 

robbed long ago and did not containin any finds? Probably not much, if the role of 

symbols had no value for the states. The different opinions about the identity of the 

person buried in Tomb II has been rehearsed in an essay by two archaeologists49, 

presented in 2008. This paper presents strong arguments in favour of the possibility 

that Philip III Aridaeus rather than his father Philip II was buried in Tomb II. This 

essay triggered , a row between several “sleepless guards” of Macedonian and Greek 

nationalism on the Internet. 

  In different circumstances, this issue would have been of little interest to 

nationalist ideologies, because both Philip II and Philip III were Macedonian kings 

and close  relatives of Alexander. In reality, the Vergina Sun was a symbol of the 

same Macedonian dynasty, and it is difficult to understand the reasons for the 

argument. This issue illustrates the importance of the relation between the semiotic 

value of the Vergina Sun and the figures of the two kings in conventional 

historiography. In collective memory, Fillip the 2nd hails50 as a conqueror, as a valiant 

warrior of high posture, as a macho and powerful king, as someone who could easily 

bend the will of others. These are traits that hold great appeal for the race, gender and 

other chauvinists.  They complete the alphabet of values of the patriot, sexist and 

nationalist. On the contrary, Fillip the 3rd has remained in the shadow of his father 

Fillip 2nd and his half-brother Alexander 3rd. According to mainstream historiography, 

he became  king by chance and failed51 to leave any memorable deeds behind. This 

would have been detrimental to the glamourous image of the Macedonian symbols 

like the Vergina sun, in the eyes of the Greek or Macedonian chauvinist. This is 

something that neither Greece nor Northern Macedonia would like to happen. 

3.4 The “Greatness” of Alexander the Great or Why Should We (Not) Appreciate 

Him? 

In both countries, Alexander the Great is widely appreciated as one of the 

most important historical figures. A lot of people in both countries are proud that 

Alexander the Great was of the same nationality as them. But, why should we 

appreciate him? This important question is rarely asked. 

                                                             

49 The chronology of the Macedonian royal tombs at Vergina. Eugene N. Borza and Olga Palagia 2008 

p. 81-125 
50 Of course to a lesser degree than Alexander the Great. 
51 This figure is rarely mentioned in dominant historiography. He is usually absent in the Argead hall of 

kings. In dynastic trees, Alexander III is followed by his son Alexander IV. 
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Is Alexander appreciated simply because he is famous or a representative of 

Greek or Macedonian nationality? Most people have high opinion of  historical 

figures, simply because they  share the same nationality  or they are famous. But, 

there are different paths to achieving fame and “greatness”. Should we also ignore the 

wrongful deeds of historical figures, simply because we share the same nationality? 

There are good and bad persons in every nation and we should appreciate good 

persons, whatever their nationality. Likewise, we should not justify someone’s 

infamous acts only because he is of the same nationality as we are. 

Maybe we should appreciate Alexander III because he has done something 

good? What exactly? Was he fighting for freedom, for example? Or was he 

conquering foreign countries for personal glory? Fighting for freedom should 

undoubtedly be appreciated,  not conquests for personal glory.  

For example, there is an obvious tendency in Plutarch’s biography  to present 

Alexander  positively, but, still, careful readers can notice a lot of episodes that 

present this conqueror in a very different light. To begin with, his desire for personal 

glory is more than obvious. As a youngster, he  envied his father’s conquests because 

they diminished the room for great achievements for Alexander (Life of Alexander, 5). 

Another typical episode of Alexander’s fixation with personal glory, happened on his 

way back from India, after reaching the shore of the Indian Ocean. There he made a 

sacrifice to the gods, praying that no one reaches as far as he did (Life of Alexander, 

66). The most ruthless result of his desire for personal glory was the crossing of the 

Gedrosian desert. After exhausting sixty days through the desert, only a fourth of his 

fighting force was brought back from India (Life of Alexander, 66). According to 

rrian, he chose the route through this desert because, apart from the Assyrian queen 

Semiramis on her retreat from India, no man, to his knowledge, had ever before 

succeeded in bringing an army safely through the desert (Anabasis Alexandri, 6.24.1-

26.5). 

Alexander’s disrespect for the lifes of other people, including that of his 

closest collaborators, was quite notorious. Most telling are the following two episodes 

of murders carried out or ordered by Alexander. First, the murder of Cleitus. Cleitus 

was a general in Alexander’s army who had saved his life at the Battle of the Granicus 

and who had become his close friend afterwards. During a drunken party several years 

later, Cleitus was provoked by the disrespect towards the generals of the army and 

towards Philip II, tolerated by Alexander. He started to make open remarks to 

Alexander, and when Alexander asked him if he thought he could pass unpunished for 

his words, Cleitus replied that he should let people speak freely or else not  seek the 

company of men who were free and spoke their minds, but live with Barbarians and 

slaves who will always show obedience. Cleitus’ reproval continued until Alexander 

grabbed the spear  of one of his guards and killed the person who once saved his life 

and was one of his best friends (Life of Alexander, 50-51). The second story relates 

about the murder of Philotas and Parmenio. This episode is even more shocking, 

putting Alexander next to Machiavelli’s idol Cesare Borgia. Like Cleitus, Philotas 

was one of the closest friends of Alexander. Parmenio was the second in command of 

the army and the father of Philotas. In 330 BC, Alexander was informed that Philotas 

had been involved in a conspiracy against him. Philotas was condemned by the army 

and put to death. Immediately afterwards, Alexander, fearing it is dangerous to spare 

his father’s life,  ordered his murder in Media (Life of Alexander, 49). There was no 

proof that Parmenio had in any way been implicated in the conspiracy, but he was not 

even afforded the opportunity to defend himself. Probably, Alexander thought that 

disaffected Parmenio was a serious threat, especially because he was commanding a 
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field army and was stationed near Alexander's treasury and close to his supply lines. 

Reasoning in pure machiavelistic manner, Alexander acted swiftly and sent three 

officers on racing camels, across the desert and  taking the most direct route possible, 

to kill Parmenio. These agents reached Parmenio before he had heard any news, and 

stabbed him to death on the spot.  

Some may say that these episodes from the life of Alexander, although of 

questionable morality, were typical behaviour for his time and that we should judge 

them by the moral standards  of our time. Alexander’s misdeeds might have been 

justified in the eyes of his contemporaries, we should not loose sight of  our moral 

standards that advice us not to appreciate persons who make wars at will, occupy 

foreign countries and are prepared to do anything, even at the expense of human lives, 

for their personal glory. Why should Greek and Macedonian people appreciate a 

person like Alexander, and argue about to whose history does he belong? Alexandros 

Megalos/Aleksandar Makedonski isn’t Greek, isn’t Macedonian – he was a 

conqueror, no less than the the current conquerors of Iraq and Afghanistan. As such, 

he doesn’t deserve statues in Thessaloniki, Skopje or in any other place! He was a  

barbarian interested only in conquests and spoils and cannot and should not be 

appreciated by any civilized person, either Greek or Macedonian! 

Maybe the best characterization of Alexander is the story narrated by 

Augustine. A pirate was once seized by Alexander. When the king asked the man why 

did he keep a hostile possession of the sea, he answered pridely: “why did you seize 

the whole earth? Because I control the sees with a petty ship, I am called a robber, 

while you, who control the World with a great fleet, are styled emperor” (The City of 

God, Book IV, ch. 4). Some similarities are stark in their obviousness when we open 

our minds. 

The goal of this discussion is the deconstruction of the myths that the 

dominant historiography constructsaround the figure of Alexander the Great. Even if 

it is denied that he had done any of the misdeeds mentioned in the preceding 

paragraphs and even if he hadn’t been a blood-thirsty war-leader,   little would change 

in the study of the semiotic value of the figure of Alexander. National narrative has 

connected Alexander to a “glorious” past that boasts a vast empire and heroic deeds, 

destined to send “shivers down the spine” and inspire patriotic emotions. National 

myth is full of vivid descriptions of  noble self-sacrifice of Macedon soldiers and their 

alleged admiration of Alexander, aiming to guide the  reader into allegiance, 

submission and self-sacrifice.  

There is a plenty of pompous references to Alexander’s “superiority”52  in 

combat, strategy, foresight, valor53,  and zeal to deliver justice54 and free the enslaved. 

This is the material of Greek and Macedonian national myth, in which the figure of 

Alexander the Great is signified as defeater of others, as powerful, as a person who 

bears traits similar  to those ascribed to his father, but on a larger scale.  

                                                             

52 A superiority either real or imagined, that doesn’t matter except for when it is presented by the 

dominant rhetoric. 
53 In contrast to the image of the Persians who are presented as cowards. 

 
54 For example, we mention the fact that Alexander’s campaign was justified by noble causes like 

freedom and struggle against Persian imperialism. We can qualify the Greek campaign in Asia Minor 

(1919-1922) in the same terms It was justified by the “need” to deal with the paramilitary forces who 

harassed the Greek population in Ismir. 
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As the dominant historiography desires to place these “heroes” of the past in 

the same region in which Greeks, Macedonians, Bulgarians and Albanians live 

nowadays, a respective regional bond has been constructed by said states. This, on the 

one hand, gives a new meaning to geographical sites, like villages and towns55, and on 

the other hand, circumvents the fact that ancient Macedonian soldiers mingled with 

other peoples to the point that the possibility of defining a region as Macedonian is 

lost.   

The myth of Macedonian national heritage and that of the “chosen 

Macedonian nation”, bolstered by Alexander’ “golden era”, has taken its place in 

collective memory. This is the core of recent Macedonian and, partly of, Greek 

nationalism. The expansion and proliferation of the complex web of national myths 

and symbols and their transmission to future generations, in particular, plays a great 

role in the survival of the nation and nationalism. Of course, this is achieved through 

mandatory, state-sponsored education , in which national fiestas, parades and 

numerous references to the “glorious past” in history textbooks are the norm. 

However, apart from general education, this task is also fulfilled by 

intellectuals who create, reproduce and conserve national myths (Smith, 1981). They 

are chroniclers that link the chasm between present and the past “golden age”. These 

are philologists, archaeologists, poets, literati and, above all, historians (Conversi 

1995, Hutchinson 1987), supported by artists (sculptures, painters, novelists, 

musicians, actors , theatrical writers and cinema producers). These intelectuals play a 

key  role in the transmission of national ideas in recycling the glorious past. This how 

they perpetuate the myth of historical continuity. Leaving out the intellectual elite, the 

majority of these intellectuals does not necessarily pursue a particular agenda, nor do 

they follow commands or orders. It is more likely that these intellectuals have truly 

adopted the national ideas they reproduce. We should also bear in mind that this great 

resonance of nationalism is due to the role that the mass media play in the creation of 

a national consensus and unity56. 

If different nations did not exist, if there were no “others”, then nationalism 

wouldn’t have a reason to exist. It is not by chance that nationalism is related to 

racism, fascism and bigotry. National myths, memories, values, traditions and 

symbols are the tools of nationalism that contribute to the discrimination between 

communities or groups of people regardless of their social status, class position or 

political beliefs. On the contrary, they underscore national, racial and gender 

superiority, as the main criteria of discrimination. This process is still active today and 

it finds a reflection in the present political constellation in Greece and Northern 

Macedonia. It can be said that it was at its worst during the past two decades. The 

exacerbation of this phenomenon is evident from the nationalistic frenzy fuelled by 

the two niehgbouring states, whose  investments in the creation of nationalistic 

symbols and myths also serve toovershadow the social antagonisms within these 

societies . 

 

                                                             

55 i.e. Vergina, Pella etc. 
56 Herman, Edward S. and Noam Chomsky (1988), Manufacturing Consent. The Political Economy of 

the Mass Media, New York: Pantheon Books. 
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CHAPTER FOUR - THIRTY YEARS OF “GREEK-

MACEDONIAN FRIENDSHIP”: NATIONALISM TODAY 

4.1 Northern Macedonia: Nationalism and all that it conceals 

One year before the first edition of this book (i.e. 2012), Northern Macedonia 

celebrated 20 years of independence. Back in those days we felt that, in reality, there 

was nothing to celebrate. First of all, we have to state that statehood itself is not at all 

a reason for any kind of celebration. Even though independence is a big word and an 

independent state can sound appealing, let’s not forget that states are created to 

protect the interests of the elite and, inevitably, to oppresses the majority. The 

economic reality has also spoiled the mood for celebration. The living standard of the 

vast majority of the population has either deteriorated or remained stagnant. People 

have incomes just to provide for the basic needs. The workers’ rights are significantly 

reduced by various law-amendments, while the rights that are guaranteed by law are 

constantly violated in practice. And while the state gives some modest social benefits 

in order to maintain the illusion of a welfare state, the system functions in such a 

manner, that the rich oligarchy appropriates, both legally and ilegally, a huge 

proportion of the social wealth in its hands. Cogently, class differences have 

skyrocketed. The top-paid manager in the country receives more than 200.000 Euros 

per month. To earn just one of his monthly salaries, workers who receive minimum 

wages of 200 Euros per month would have to work unbelievable 80+ years! 

Despite the grim social conditions, the people in general do not seem eager to 

initiate a change. One of the causes of this inertia is the constant exploitation of 

“national issues” to distract the focus of the populace from the real problems. 

Disputes can easily be instigated between neighbouring people, and this is often 

exploited by Macedonian nationalists to keep the “national issues” high on the public 

agenda. At times, “the threat” comes from Greece, at others from Albania or Bulgaria, 

and, on certain occasions, we are reminded by the nationalists that, Serbia too, is a 

potential threat. For Macedonian nationalists, as for all nationalists, the others are 

always those who seek problems and make troubles. This paranoid mentality is a 

precondition for the exploitation and manipulation of the people! 

As far as the relations between Northern Macedonia and Greece are 

concerned, the last 30 years can be divided into four periods: 1991 – 1995, 1995 – 

2008, 2008 – 2017 and the last one from 2017 onwards. 

1991 - 1995 

During the first period, in the early 1990-ties, the stability of the new country 

was threatened by the escalation of the Yugoslav conflict, itself caused and fuelled by 

extreme nationalism. Although Northern Macedonia established its independence 

without bloodshed, it was not a stable society. The country’s economy was on a 

downward spiral. The collapse of the state economy led to mass privatisation and 

unemployment that undermined the already fragile social peace. The working class, 

who previously had a decent standard of living was totally disempowered, jobless and 

without any social security or support from the state. In these circumstances, the 

government could not afford to complicate the situation any further by aggravating 

relations with Greece. The Greek blockade of the membership of the then Republic of 

Macedonia in international organizations, the 1992 unilateral embargo and, especially 

the much longer 1994-1995 embargo, only helped the local politicians to put the 
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blame on Greece. At the time, Republic of Macedonia was a fertile soil for the growth 

of oligarchy. Illegal trade was one of its main sources of income. This period ended 

with constitutional changes and the signing of the Interim Agreement with Greece in 

1995. 

 

1995 – 2008 

During the second period, from 1995 to 2008, the Macedonian state faced a 

difficulty in forming a homogenous national identity. The nationalistic turbulence in 

Kosovo affected Northern Macedonia because it has a large Albanian minority. The 

ethnic crisis of 2001 destabilised the impoverished country even more. 

Unemployment was extremely high (up to 36%) and it remained so for many years. 

After 2003, the Republic of Macedonia started to open its market to the EU, signing a 

series of trade agreements. During this period, tensions with Greece were slightly 

reduced. This was sold as a measure of “improving good business relationships“. 

Eager to sell everything that is state or public ownership, the governments in this 

period were desperate to attract foreign “investors”, including Greek. Greek capital 

was highly interested in the privatisation process, and it was considered 

counterproductive to steer anti-Greek mood among the people. The political and 

economic elite had high stakes in the privatisation process, not simply because they 

were convinced that private ownership is more competitive, but because it offered 

opportunities for enrichment. And they made full use of this opportunity. The present 

class differences have origins in the overwhelmingly criminal privatisation process in 

those years. 

Although somewhat relaxed, the tensions between the two countries from the 

previous period continued57. At the time, the spotlight was on the outright hostility 

between Macedonians and Albanians living in the then Republic of Macedonia, but 

the right-wing opposition parties continued to steer anti-Greek mood58. Most 

importantly, the nationalist dogma was kept alive by the official historiography that 

continued to produce nationalistic stereotypes and spread hatred towards 

neighbouring peoples. Far more interested in presenting a heroized picture of the 

national struggle than in presenting the historical events and persons as accurately as 

possible, the official historiography promotes certain “truths” and attitudes that people 

accept at an early age through education and are difficult to shake off later on in life. 

A typical example is the practice of calling the geographic region of Macedonia, 

ethnic Macedonia. People are falling victims to the typical nationalist presentation of 

maps of greater states as maps of ethnic territories.  

Nationalism has also been kept alive by external factors. One of these was the 

struggling economy. The fact that the radical neo-liberal policies only deepened the 

                                                             

57 It is worth mentioning that the greatest exponents of nationalism in the country were the Slavic-

speaking political refugees from the Greek civil war and their descendants, who for the last sixty years 

have been residing in the Republic of Macedonia. Their demands for restitution of their Greek 

citizenship, their properties or the respective compensations are by all means reasonable. The only 

paradox is that those whose parents fought for or sympathized with the Leftists during the Greek civil 

war became one of the most vigorous nationalists. 
58 In the beginning of the 1990s, the former leader of VMRO DPMNE, Ljupcho Georgievski, even said 

that his party shall hold its next congress in Thessaloniki. 
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social differences, deregulated labour relations, degraded the welfare state and, as 

expected, didn’t bring economic recovery, played a major role in the nationalistic turn 

that was to come soon. Capitalists continued to profit during this period of stagnant or 

slowly growing economy, but the standard of living of the common people did not 

improve. So, as a consequence of the failures on economic plan, the government has 

resorted to nationalism, as a proven and effective method at hand to every government 

to avert the attention of the people from the real problems. And behind the curtains of 

nationalist mythology, while the people are entertained by the shallow and simplified 

stories from the past, capitalists are growing ever richer because of the reductions in 

taxes and salary contributions and, also, because of the almost undisturbed violation 

of workers’ rights. Moreover, while the nationalistic grotesques continue, the poverty 

level has risen, safety at work became a problem, the biggest federation of trade 

unions has been taken over by pro-government people in a virtual coup and 

democracy and freedom of speech have come under threat.   

 

2008-2012 

 

The other external factor that stirred nationalistic feelings were the 

nationalistic statements and acts that were arriving from the other side of the border. 

The Bucharest veto to Republic of Macedonia’s NATO-membership in September 

2008 was a turning point, not only in its bilateral relations with Greece, but also on 

the domestic front. The government begun gradually to loosen the EU-NATO agenda, 

while turning to the distant past and strengthening its network of supporters and 

sympathizers. This was a logical sequel to the events in the recent past and is a patent 

illustration of the role of nationalism. Once the goal of NATO and EU membership, 

with all the promises of increased economic performance and living standards, was 

beyond reach, the government initiated a new nationalist revival, this time revolving 

mostly around the country’s ancient past. The renaming of the Skopje airport after 

Alexander the Great was a part of this process, just like the project Skopje 2014. It 

came to be known as the “antiquation”.  

These developments alienated a segment of the population, mostly those who 

were not related to the reigning party and its circle of followers. This is a period not 

only of nationalist revival, but also of promotion of traditional family values, healthy 

lifestyle and Christian morality. The victims were chiefly marginal groups (LGBT, 

drug-addicts) or people ideologically opposed to these doctrines. However, overall, 

the great majority of the population has been sedated by the glorious stories from the 

distant past, the latest sensational discoveries by archaeologists and the populist social 

policies (subventions, increased retirement fees, extra salary for a third child etc.). 

This is a very interesting example of a marriage between nationalist ideology and 

consumerism.  

It is important to note that there were authentic social movements in this 

period. An example of these are the protests against police brutality in 2011, sparked 

by the murder of Martin Neškovski, that united, albeit briefly, football fans and 

anarchists. Strikes provoked by the harsh economic reality are a constant in 

contemporary Macedonian history. Let us mention the AMAN movement, active in 
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2012, which was directed chiefly against the exigencies of the large corporations who 

control power-supply and communication. Both movements were authentic voices of 

discontent, unrelated to the agenda of the main opposition party, SDSM.  However, 

these outbursts of revolt seem to have achieved little in terms of weakening the grip of 

the political and economic elite over the public sector and the main economic 

currents. Even the boycott of the parliament organized by the main opposition party at 

the beginning of 2013 had caused relatively little turbulence to the reigning party. 

 

2013 - 2017 

 

However, by 2013, the network of power and privileges established by the 

reigning party VMRO-DPMNE started to show the first signs of its coming 

disintegration. There are many reasons for this, like the underlying social tensions, the 

conflicts of interest, as well as, the internal contradictions in the ranks of the reigning 

party. 

Despite the desperate measures taken to attract foreign capital - deregulation 

of labour, generous tax reductions and loosening of environmental standards - the 

majority of the population continued to rely on employment in the public sector and 

administration to secure their livelihood. The only way of achieving this position was 

through party membership and networking. Inevitably, this led to a growing 

antagonism within the reigning party at all levels. One of the most telling effects of 

this struggle over scarce resources were the emergent divisions: party members as 

opposed to affiliates, old as opposed to new party members. The intra-party war over 

power and privileges triggered a series of scandals that, on the surface, resulted only 

in the sack of a few high officials, but this was a stark display of the level of 

corruption in the top-ranks of the reigning party and it heralded the rapid downfall of 

Nikola Gruevski and his VMRO. 

Another aspect of the disintegration of VMRO – and one that is particularly 

relevant to the relations with Greece - is related to the economic policies aiming to 

support its particular nationalistic rhetoric, i.e. the turn to the ancient history of the 

country, the so-called “antiquation”. This played a prominent role both in the ideology 

of the reigning elite and its social policies, but by 2013-2014, it was becoming less 

and less viable. One example of this was the project Skopje-2014, a project that aimed 

to transform the city of Skopje, giving it a more classical appearance. The erection of 

facades in Neo-Classical style or the renaming of streets after figures from the ancient 

past had little appeal for the part of the populace locked outside the circle of friends 

and protegees that were the backbone of the reigning elite. It only served to alienate 

the citizens who felt that the centre of the city has been taken away from them by 

businessmen and politicians.  

 

The Colourful revolution 

 

Despite the growing dissatisfaction with the government, the demonstrations 

organized in the first couple of years of this phase were small and uncoordinated. 
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However, by the beginning of 2015, the protests organized by freelancers, students 

and professors, that had their own specific goals and demands, were slowly growing 

into a general protest against the government and the parliamentary majority. 

Members of the protesters declared that the movement was spontaneous and that it 

was ignited by the criminal and scandalous practice of government by the reigning 

party. The motto of the protests, “no justice, no peace” pointed at what was seen as 

lying at the heart of the problem: the usurpation of the essential state-services (the 

judiciary, education, health) by party elites. There were also anti-nationalistic 

sentiments, but these were either triggered by the crisis in the relations with EU and 

NATO or a sheer dislike of the project of “antiquation”. This coincided with the so-

called “Bombs” scandal, that soon proved to be the decisive factor for the dismantling 

of the reigning party.59  

In the summer of 2015, following a major incident that nearly brought the 

country to the verge of a new civil war, (namely the armed clash between the police 

and an armed group from Kosovo in Kumanovo) it became clear that the state 

apparatus had ceased to function. The government agreed to negotiate with the main 

opposition through mediation by high representatives of the EU and the ambassadors 

of the major western countries. Gruevski and most of the ministers from his cabinet 

resigned and a new technical government was formed, including members of the 

opposition party. 

It took a couple of years before the political situation in the country stabilized. 

This was a period of continued protests - by then fully controlled by the main 

opposition, although counter-protests were also launched by organizations supported 

by the former reigning party - an almost uninterrupted series of big scandals and the 

initiation of legal processes against the former leaders. To be sure, as revealed in the 

elections of 2016, the old government still had many supporters, but the great 

nationalistic turn came to a definite end.   

 

2017 - 2019 

 

By the fall of 2017, the tensions in the Macedonian block have finally receded. 

The new reigning party won a decisive victory on the local elections and VMRO 

accepted the role of an opposition party. This was also a turning point in the bilateral 

relations between Greece and Northern Macedonia. The new government was quick 

to demonstrate its readiness in renouncing the policies of its predecessor. There were 

                                                             

59 A large number of secretly recorded phone conversations between highest party members and state-

officials have fallen in the hands of the main opposition party. The details of this event are still veiled 
in mystery. The then governmental representatives and members of the pro-governmental press 

accused the secret services of an influential western country for recording the phone-calls. These were 

informal conversations that contained a plethora of explicit references to illicit schemes, direct 

interference by government officials in the work of the judiciary, influencing public bids and the like. 

They were released in the public as separate conversations, dubbed the “bombs” by the main 

opposition party, a process that lasted throughout the whole of 2015 and continued into the following 

year. 
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positive signals on both sides that the solution to the name dispute was in sight. This 

came as a part of a wider package that included a subtle redefining of the relations 

between Northern Macedonia and Bulgaria and new amendments to the status of the 

Albanian population in the country. This regional initiative is unlikely to have been 

taken by any of the regional leaders alone. 

The next wave of protests in the country’s capital was inspired directly by the 

negotiations for the name dispute. This was a genuine reaction, in which the more 

traditional nationalists were pressured to take a stance. Like in Greece, it came from 

below, although it was eagerly supported by an appreciable circle of intellectuals, 

university professors, artists and former politicians. Interestingly, the main opposition 

party took all the necessary measures to distance itself from the initiative of 

preserving the old constitutional name. They even refrained from advocating a “no” 

vote on the referendum for the Prespa agreement, held in September 2018, although 

their rhetoric did not hide their sympathies for the “no” camp. It was obvious that the 

main parties were following the agenda of EU- and NATO-integration. The protests 

were hardly a success. They were organized by a small group of die-hard nationalists 

that persisted in blocking the streets for a couple of months, but all it did was to cause 

annoyance among drivers and users of public transportation. 

The referendum failed because of a low turn-out, although the great majority 

of those who voted supported the Prespa agreement. The high abstention rate at the 

referendum was not a result of the “no” campaign, but of the general disillusionment 

with the principal democratic institutions and a growing indifference towards the 

trending political processes. As indicated in the referendum question, what lied at 

stake was not national pride or justice, but the opportunities afforded through the 

compromise (see the appendix on the Prespa Agreement). This was not an anti-

nationalist turn, but a desperate desire to improve the standard of living through the 

country’s integration into the western political and economic alliances. This course of 

events did not require the abolition of nationalism, but its transformation in order to 

resolve a problem that is largely technical and administrative. 

We may point out a couple of signs or symptoms of the unwavering vitality of 

the nationalist paradigm among the protesters against the former regime. It cannot be 

denied that the ‘colourful revolution’ expressed genuine social demands through civil 

disobedience and everyday presence in the streets. Moreover, the representatives of 

the protesters did not hide their intentions to break away from the nationalistic 

discourse of the resigning government. However, none of these implied that the model 

of the nation-state was questioned. References to national identity - banners with the 

name of the country and national flags (e.g. Macedonian, Albanian, EU, Yugoslav, 

etc) - were omnipresent during the protests. The representatives of the protesters made 

every effort to counter the claims of the reigning party that the protests were anti-

patriotic and hurt the national interest. They argued that their goals were simply to 

restore civil order and to regulate (read, to take hold of) the function of the state 

within the model of national unity. The demonstrators were mostly bothered by the 

nationalism – the turn to the ancient past and to the East - of the reigning party simply 

because it led the country astray from the road to EU and NATO. Their official 
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doctrine60 was that the membership in these alliances is the key to economic 

prosperity and the best warranty for the national interest.   

The anti-government protests roughly coincided with the wave of immigrants 

from the Near East and North Africa that swept across the Balkans and Central 

Europe. Although many of the protesters were self-declared freedom fighters, often 

employed at NGOs whose main concerns are the protection of human rights, they 

turned a blind eye to the ordeals of the refugees, exacerbated by the measures of the 

government they were trying to topple. This failure to react to the exodus or even 

synergize with the refugees shows that anti-nationalism has never been high on the 

agenda of the protesters. It is this attitude that stifled the more radical voices among 

the protesters and prevented them from growing into a more radical movement. 

4.2 Greece: The Macedonian issue in the framework of contemporary social reality 

Ιn this part, we will refer to the connections between the political condition in 

Greece and the rise of contemporary Greek nationalism. This will be done in relation 

to the so called “Macedonian issue”, but also there will be a more general talk on 

other aspects of Greek nationalism. We shall begin bystating that the prism of social 

competition is not enough to explain state politics. State-strategies are formulated 

through a complex network of interstate power relations and should take into account 

the entire political scenery in the Balkans, as well as on a European-global level. 

Nevertheless, if we considerthe specific terms under which social competition 

evolved in the beginning of the 1990s, we can attempt a satisfactory reading of the 

way in which the Greek state dealt with the “Macedonian issue”.  

The end of the 1980s and the beginning of the 1990s were marked by a rise of 

social conflicts in Greece, conflicts that followed the period of social consensus of the 

1980s and threatened to provoke general agitation. In the early 90s pupils started to 

occupy their schools that, with great time length, (lead to?) violent strikes and 

occupations of working places61. Confronted with the threat of social unrest, the 

newly-arrived “national danger” from the North came as an ideal decoy for the Greek 

state. Through a well orchestrated broadcasting of apocalyptic news - that found eager 

ears among many in Greek society, a society that is unfortunately “oversensitive” to 

national matters - Greek national unity begun  to rise again. In a short period, Greek 

society has been convinced in the importance of the “Macedonian issue” and, instead 

of taking it to the streets to sharpen social competition, it begun to fill the cities with 

white and blue flags and  Vergina Suns. 

In 1991-1992, the Greek society was fanaticized by the danger of «Skopians» 

and went massively out in the streets to declare the Greekhood of Macedonia. The 

official state politics was far from modest and restrained. The entire state mechanism, 

along with the church and all kinds of institutionalized authorities, was mobilized for 

the sake of “national awakening”. The media bombarded society with nationalist 

braggings, schools sent their pupils to the rallies in school parade formations, the 

                                                             

60 This is maybe because there were many, (e.g.  freelancers, students, owners of small businesses, 

unemployed) who thought that being a part of the EU was the only way  to economic progress,  

fighting corruption and  introducing meritocracy. Thus, their demands were assimilated by the pro-EU 

agenda. 
61 We refer to the strike by the public transportation sector and the strikes in the clothe factories of 

Peiraiki Patraiki and the mines of Mandoudi. 
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church did the same with its followers, the mainstream intellectuals spilled tones of 

ink in order to rewrite history, archaeologist brought to light undisputable evidence 

that proved that “Voukefalas is not a Zastava”, and the slogan “we accept no 

monkeys” became a popular reference to the “fake state” of the then Republic of 

Macedonia. Those who tried to speak about this issue in an alternative way were 

blamed for being national traitors and were marginalized. All political forces were 

united for the common national cause. The Left62 stayed  numb and hesitant, resorted 

to anti-Americanism,  or closed itself into a guilty silence. 

The social consensus could not be built only around the Macedonian issue. 

Nationalistic fanatism can not flourish perpetually. On the one hand, social conflicts 

have partly been resolved during the 1990s thanks to  the devaluation and the 

exploitation of the flow of migrants (mainly from Albania and ex-USSR countries) 

that was coming in Greece. Social inequality was pushed to the backgroung with the 

outbreak of consumerism culture and lifestyle. On the other hand, the Macedonian 

issue had been a perfect opportunity for the state to  quell social unrest.  

The immigration issue also needs to be considered. The early  90s have been a 

period of profound geopolitical changes in the Balkans. For Greece, the basic aspects 

of this change were the expansion of capital into the devalued Balkan markets and the 

mass influx of immigrants (two sides of the same coin). The promotion of reformative 

measures in every part of social life followed suit. The devaluation of immigrants’ 

lives has been (and still is) the principle tactic of securing cheap labour force. This 

evolution took place in a time  when, as we said before, social movements began to 

appear and the business profits were diminishing. The upcoming racism, and the 

nationalistic delirium surrounding the “Macedonian issue” helped to conceal or 

relativize social divisions and competition. All  dead ends of  Greek society, all the 

symbols of fears and expectations of the “always-wronged good old Greek patriots 

that want to be a part of a new powerful Greece” embodied themselves on the figure 

of the immigrant63.  

During these first years, the exploitation of immigrants was unofficial and 

brutal, taking place in agriculture, construction and sex-industry. This early phase has 

been followed by a more “rational management” of immigration by the state. There 

was an outpour of public debates concerning the phenomenon of immigrant labour, in 

which “assimilation”, “antiracism” and “social sensitivity” have been the key words.  

The goal of these debates was not a more liberal and humanistic approach to 

immigrant, but to protect the interest of the Greek economy. The profitability of 

capital is all that matters. It practically determines the course of economic politics. 

From this point of view, everything is subjected to “the needs of the labour market” 

including the question “how many immigrants do “we” need and where”. 

In the beginning of the 2000s, a new wave of social movement swept across 

Greece. The mobilization against the pension reforms and the students’ “occupation 

movement” signalled that something new was emerging. It coupled the anti-

globalization and anti-war movement, but without a general social explosion in sight. 

                                                             

62 Apart from anarchist/antiauthoritarian groups and small parts of radical extra-parliamentary left, 

other groups failed to express a clear antinationalist-internationalist opinion. The official left decided 

not to confront the nationalistic core fearing it will result in bad publicity and marginalization.   

Instread, the left-wing anti-imperialists were competing with the rightwing nationalist about “who is 

the real patriot”! 
63 The criminalization of Albanian immigrants in the mass media , clearly demonstrates  the strive of 

the state to achieve social control. 
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On the one hand, these movements did not seem to contestthe system openly, but 

demonstrated a new kind of radicalization. On the other hand,  it can be argued that 

this equivocal evolution of social conflicts dictated a restrained attitude by the Greek 

state  in relation to the Macedonian issue. This went hand in hand with  the “growth” 

of the Greek economic indices  that created a fake sense of superiority  in comparison 

to the neighbouring states. This “ostensible growth” was caused by the liberalization 

of the markets (privatization of public enterprises), exploitation of  immigrant labour 

force, expansion of the banking system (cheap loans), expansion of Greek capital, 

mostly in the Balkans, big infrastructural projects sponsored by E.U. funds and the 

mobility of private capital inside the E.U. There was no need for a mobilization on the 

scale of that in 91-92, because conditions in Greece were radically different in the 

2000s. The state did not rally  the masses as it did in the past,  as if preserving its 

strength waiting for the  right moment. 

 Having achieved the status of the “Great Balkan state”,  Greek society 

(especially the petty bourgeois)  started to entertain the illusion of a “powerful 

Greece”. The peak of this “modern and powerful Greek phantasmagoria” were the 

Olympic Games of 2004, the costs of which were mostly paid in  immigrant blood64.  

The “Greek superiority”,  in conjunction with the Greek “Euro 2004” and Eurovision 

successes, gave a birth to a form of nationalism that can be defined as“diffusive social 

fascism” and it  found a full expression in the events of September 200465. A more 

refined patriotic-nationalist tendency gained ground in society, as soon as the 

economic bubble deflated. The rise of unemployment, the deregulation of the labour 

market and the other omens of the upcoming crisis, gave a good excuse  for the 

treatment of immigrants as official hostages  of the state. The goal of this policy was a 

more efficient control  of their movement: workforce in  the service of reproduction of 

the capitalist system.  At the same time, fear  from the “foreigners” who “steal our 

jobs, rape and kill” is spread among the masses and they inevitably become more 

timid and insecure. Thus, the conservative parts of society foster fascist practices that, 

in general,  overlap with the interest of the bosses  to keep immigrants enduringly 

disciplined and devalued. 

This patriotic-nationalistic social tendency celebrated the veto which the 
Greek state raised on the then Republic of Macedonia’s NATO membership, a 
demonstration of superiority over the smaller neighbour and an act that brings the 
state closer to the club of “powerful states”. However, the Greek dream was already 
turning into a nightmare for the majority of the people. It is a time of radical changes 
on the political scenery. These changes were already on their way at the time this 
chapter was written (2011-2012). Therefore, we decided that the second edition 
should include a more detailed analysis of what has been happening since 2008.  

 
 

2008-2012 
 

The period that followed the revolt of 2008 was characterised by a 
heightening of social struggles, pertinent to a range of issues of everyday life 

                                                             

64 Over 10 immigrant workers died in “labour accidents” during the construction of the facilities for the 

Olympics.  
65 At that time, a massive pogrom of Albanians took place in  entire Greece , prompted by the defeat of 

the Greek national football team from the national team of Albania. 
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reclaiming public space, reducing energy prices, opposition to the introduction of 
fees to hospitals, social movements motivated by environmental issues, "food not 
bombs" collectives that functioned in many neighbourhoods distributing food, self-
organised education structures helped school students as well as immigrants. 
Notably, the introduction of an additional household tax, through the electricity bill 
in 2011, sparked a resistance movement that engulfed more people than ever 
before. Some expressions of the expansion of popular opposition were the 
cancellation of the military parade66 in Thessaloniki on the 28th of October 2011, the 
mass gatherings in the city squares of the country, the resistance movement against 
the opening of gold-mines in Skouries/Halkidiki, the opposition to the construction 
of a landfill at Keratea/Attica. However, for reasons that are outside the scope of this 
contribution, these struggles gradually lost ground. It was the inability of these 
movements to halt the restructuring of capitalism that later gave the opportunity to 
SYRIZA to accommodate these social demands by means of governmental solutions. 
These conditions also benefited the party of Golden Dawn. Soon, it managed to 
break away from the centre-right wing parties and saw its percentages rising 
dramatically.  

 
2013 - 2015 

 
What followed was a period of economic insecurity and fear, as well as, a rise 

of emigration and of unemployment. At the same time, the consumers of Northern 
Greece reacted to the attenuation of their purchase power by hastening to take 
advantage of the capacities of the ex-soviet unions’ markets67. The similarities with 
the tendency of Greek capital to "move" abroad, transferring businesses and at the 
same time, reducing the labour costs in the country is evident. 

The growing poverty "wounded" the national pride. This gave rise to patriotic 
reflexes that stirred a national resentment towards the IMF. More importantly, this 
was in the form of an anti-German sentiment against Angela Merkel and Wolfgang 

Schäuble, thus providing various social movements with a kind of nationalistic 

flavour. At the same time, various "saviours" have profited from the destroyed hopes 

of the Greeks in a desperate need of comfort and security. As a result, urban legends 
about "Banks of the East"68 appeared in conjunction with "glorious histories of the 
past". In our view, this is the cultivation of a kind of practice that resembles the 
"ancestor worship" paralleled and fuelled by the Skopje-2014 project, initiated by 

                                                             

66 Military and pupils’ parades are public events taking place during national celebrations. At the same 

time, they provide opportunities for political interventions, e.g. in relation to the antiwar movement. 

Back then at 2011, groups of protesters used the space of military parade to gather in order to express 

their discontent about the economic crisis. As a result, they blocked the street and clashed with Greek 

army. Similar protests took place in many other Greek cities. 
67 For example, consumers from Greece were rushing to Macedonia and Bulgaria to buy various 

products. Furthermore, tourist agencies organised shopping tours to accommodate this demand. 
68 Many Greeks joined an organisation called "Greeks’ Convention" as it promised to pay their debts 

to the state. The organisation was claiming that it was able to buy off the Greek debt from the lenders 

provided that the Greek political system would transfer to its leader, Artemis Sorras, political powers. 

Artemis Sorras had gone public claiming to own shares of a Greek bank worth 600 billion USD. "Bank 

of Anatolia" was absorbed by a Greek bank in 1924. Eventually, he was arrested for several cases of 

fraud and money laundering. 

https://www.keeptalkinggreece.com/?s=Sorras
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the prime-minister of the then Republic of Macedonia, Gruevski. These conditions 
were favourable for the preservation of the long-established practice of the Greek 
Orthodox Church to promote patriotic sentiments and a rhetoric of hate against 
anything different from the dominant social paradigms. These developments roughly 
coincided with the peak in fascist mobilisation, reached in 2013, with the 
assassination of the left-wing activist Pavlos Fyssas and the immigrant Shehzad 
Luqman. 

Since 2015, Syriza has come to play the role of the main opposition party, 
thanks to increased electoral percentages. In 2015, taking advantage of the social 
discontent and exploiting the patriotic sentiment of many voters, Syriza won the 
elections, in coalition with the right-wing party ANEL69. This party addressed the 
public with a manifesto that opposed financial surveillance, promoted social reforms 
and questioned the memorandum by setting up a referendum. However, the 
political direction changed very soon, and the hopes of the "no" voters to challenge 
all existing memorandums were trashed70.  

Furthermore, the period after the referendum was characterised by a general 
relaxation of social antagonism. People, of all walks of life, were trying to reinvent 
social normality in conditions of capital controls71, quite often withdrawing from 
social movements and seeking more individual solutions to their problems. 

 
2016-2017 

 
In 2016, a significant migratory flow, mainly from the East, begun to pass 

through Greece. There were some positive examples of solidarity with the 
immigrants, but these were the exceptions to the general rule. Many individuals saw 
this as an opportunity to gain extra profit, whereas a large proportion of Greeks 
expressed a racist attitude towards the immigrants. In this way, they vented their 
frustration with the appalling living conditions in Greece. They construed the 
refugees as another imaginary danger to the "glorious" Greek nation. Within this 
racist doctrine, there was a "real" danger of the Greek culture being altered by the 
cultures of the "others", especially those of other religions. It is important to note 
that, since the large immigrant flows from τhe East appeared, the mainstream 
rhetoric of racism has changed therefore, what prevails is not so much the 2006 type 
of argument that "they are stealing our jobs" but, similarly to Northern Europe, a 
racism that believes in a cultural superiority72 of the European and Christian 

                                                             

69 This political alliance between a left wing and a right wing party is perhaps indicative of the 

political mish mash caused by the domination of anti-IMF and anti-Troika political fronts.  
70 Needless to say, referendums in modern democracies are nothing more than down-sized binary 

procedures that are veiled by a notion of alleged direct democracy. They aim at disorientating the 
public opinion away from social antagonism, towards an over-simplified dilemma over the manner in 

which it will be governed by the local elites. Referendums function in a manipulative way driving 

voters to decide only which solution is less harmful. 
71 To limit capital flows out of the Greek economy, the government imposed capital controls. This 

meant that people where able to withdraw only a limited amount of money from banks, which of 

course restricted everyday life in many ways. 
72 We should emphasize here that this type of cultural racism is class racism as well. Racism has 

always had a class dimension, as it always implies differential access to capital in means of production. 
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civilization and at the same time expressing its frailty feeling threatened by Islam. In 
2017, the Macedonian Issue came again into the focus of public debate, thus 
silencing discussions about social issues. When news spread about the plans to solve 
the issue of the name of the today Northern Macedonian state, nationalists from 
both sides of the borders were mobilised, declaring that they would not yield with 
regards to their conflicting demands. 
 
2018 - 2019 
 

In Greece, the first massive revival of the nationalist frenzy of 1992 occurred 
on 20/1/2018 with a rally and demonstration, during which fascist groups burned 
down the anarchist squat "Libertatia". Prior to this incident, they attempted to 
attack an antifascist - antinationalistic demonstration that was taking place at the 
same time in another part of Thessaloniki. A few months later, an anarchist football 
team was also attacked. Until the summer and after the signing of the Prespa 
Agreement, protests and demonstrations, especially in Thessaloniki, became more 
frequent, reaching a point that we could say, seemed like the beginnings of a 
permanent movement. The roles seemed to have been reversed this time. The 
fascists were those who accused the police of undermining their rallies with official 
announcements that intentionally underestimated the number of protesters. 

On the 11th of June 2018, the Prespa Agreement was signed. In Pisoderi, near 
the place at which the relevant ceremony took place, there were clashes between 
Greek nationalists and the police. Patriotic web pages, as well as nationalistic 
individuals with access to social media, did not miss the opportunity to propagate 
the so called "struggles of the new heroes of the nation". The media, tried to 
legitimize the rallies, by referring to the democratic right of citizens to protest about 
what is "right" for their nation, while condemning violent reactions. During the 
summer, the tension of the rallies was decompressed, and escalated again at the 
Thessaloniki International Fair, highly intense, however the frequency and intensity 
of the protests in comparison to the ones in June was clearly reduced. 

In the months that followed, the usurpation of public places (e.g. workplaces) 
by nationalist groups who tried to silence any voice that was considered to be 
treacherous and anti-Hellenic became ever more frequent. During the time-period 
between the signing of the agreement and the vote in the Greek Parliament, the 
main opposition, who has, by then, been opposed to the agreement, changed its 
strategy, declaring that if the Prespa Agreement was signed, it would not be 
cancelled by the new government. This proves that its earlier stance was outright 
populist. Lately, over the past few months, a new phenomenon that has taken place 
is the occupations of schools, instigated through social media in the name of the 
"one and Greek" Macedonia. 

During the last few days before the scheduled vote for the ratification of the 
agreement in the Greek Parliament, violent rallies took place in various cities in 
Greece, followed by attacks on the homes of ministers who voted in favour of the 
agreement. However, the number of participants in these rallies was obviously lower 
in comparison to June, and a small percentage of those present at the 1992 rally. 

In Greece and especially in Thessaloniki, the traditional kind of nationalism 
that feeds on the myth of the "glorious" past, is also rooted among followers of 
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football clubs, environments and communities in which masculinity and macho 
violence are common reference points. In the name of a "Greek" Macedonia, they 
attend protests, clash with the police (if the latter decides to confront them) and 
even dare to attack anti-fascist rallies. In a way, we experience a revival of the 
anticommunist and anti-leftist reflexes of the traditional Greek nationalists. These 
reflexes have always been an element of the national identity of 20th century Greek 
patriots, who linked communism to national treason. Such supporters were also the 
perpetrators of the arson of the anarchist squat "Libertatia". The contribution of 
football fans to the nationalistic sewer has given rise to notable absurdities. Thus, on 
the one hand, the Athenian fans refer to the fans of Thessaloniki as "Bulgarians", 
whereas they participate in rallies that celebrate the "one and Greek" Macedonia. 

Nevertheless, it is important to note that the protests and the violence that 
accompanied them, did not in any way threaten financial stability. This suggests that 
grassroots nationalism can never be considered anti-systemic. It is a reaction that 
limits itself to "punishing" SYRIZA at the elections of 2019, leaving intact the very 
essence of social injustices. 
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CONCLUSIONS 

From what has been written, the reader can easily understand that, if we had 

asked the residents of Skopje, Prilep and Bitola in the year 1812 (using the languages 

understood by the respective populations) if they wished to live together in the 

territory of today's Northern Macedonia, as a territorial community distinct from the 

others and under specific cultural and political terms, because they are all 

Macedonians, they would have considered us insane. We would have been greeted by 

a similar reaction from the residents of Kastoria, Edessa and Thessaloniki, had we 

asked them the same question. If we ask the same question today, after two centuries 

of war, ethnic cleansing and continuous linguistic and cultural assimilation of the 

population orchestrated by the state apparatus, the vast majority of the inhabitants of 

these towns would answer with "da" in Macedonian and "nai" in Greek. 

Nationalism as an ideology can appear in various forms. At times, it has been 

presented as a progressive and liberating force and at others, as an irrational and 

reactionary doctrine, democratic or despotic, left or right. Therefore, it is advisable to 

think of nationalism in terms of a multifaceted notion that, at its core, contains the all-

important concept of the nation. The nation – state is the all-effective form of control 

through a policy of assimilation or legitimate repression. State administration 

facilitates the maintaining of control by the elites, mainly through the use of law and 

less through coercion, with the assistance of patriotic and nation-unifying propaganda 

that makes the whole process look more attractive to the populace. 

The emergence of nationalism is linked primarily to the needs of the rising 

bourgeoisie and capitalist growth. In a later stage, the modern state has taken over the 

task of constructing national identities, spreading the nationalist ideology ever more 

effectively with the help of modern means of communication and the educational 

system. National identities are defined in relation to a set of essential or 

predetermined characteristics of various importance, which provide the citizens of 

every nation-state with concrete privileges, rights and obligations. At the same time, 

the notion of the 'other' is created deliberately by the creators of the national doctrine. 

The social dimension of otherness is used for the legitimization of various forms of 

discrimination, oppression and violence against internal and external enemies. 

Irredentism as a specific instance of nationalism, entailing references to 

continuity and to the magnificence of the nation, is the essential characteristic of the 

ideology of the Balkan states. The continuity of the nation is not a simple declaration, 

but is considered a sui generis value. It is certified mainly by constructing the 

continuity of difference to others, however they may be defined. Such differences lie 

at the heart of the contemporary conflict between Greece and Northern Macedonia 

over the name issue. 

Through the historical retrospection of the geographical definition of the 

region of Macedonia, we do not intend to determine the true or authentic origin of its 

name and of who deserves to use it. After all, this is unattainable if we take into 

account the constant shifts in the geographical areas designated by this name, the 

expansions and contractions of this geographic label and the many different peoples 
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that inhabited these territories through history. Furthermore, there have been various 

geographical and historical traditions that have appropriated the name “Macedonia”. 

Two of them, the most dominant ones, are still in conflict over the copyright of the 

name. Even though this terminological diversity blurs all referential context for 

Macedonia, its ideological function was an essential ingredient in the process of 

construction of both the Greek and the Macedonian nation. It provided the raw 

material, necessary to weave the narrative of historical continuity, turning this name 

into a national symbol. 

Anything that refers to the past, real or constructed, can be used as a national 

symbol. As explained in chapter three, such are the symbols of the Sun of Vergina 

and the figure of Alexander III. On the one hand, the national symbols communicate 

complex ideas that relate about the national myth, using simplified or distorted 

interpretations of history. This is the reason why the national symbol often appears as 

perfectly natural and self-evident in the mind of the reader. On the other hand, the 

individual builts its identity through the prism of the national symbol. This role of 

symbols is particularly evident in the national fiestas that are a form of political 

propaganda in which symbols and images aim to arouse the sentiments of the 

populace and strengthen national unity. They all serve as tools for social incorporation 

and political legitimacy. For this reason, lots of money and effort are spent on lavish 

celebrations, like the 100th anniversary of the annexation of Thessaloniki by the Greek 

state. 

During the last thirty years, nationalism has coexisted harmonically with 

neoliberal economy. The image of powerful Greece has been reinforced by the rise in 

Greek investments in other Balkan countries, the growth of consumerism and the 

creation of new opportunities for profitable investments. In addition, nationalist 

ideology today, as well as in the early days of nationhood, has been used as a pressure 

valve for the tensions created by social inequality, poverty and deprivation. In 1991-

92, the nationalistic outbreaks tried to outweigh the numerous and intense social 

conflicts in Greece. At the same time, nationalism served as a disciplinary mechanism 

for the workforce, together with the denigration of the immigrants and their 

conversion into hostages of the Greek state. Nationalism in Greece also functioned as 

a suspension factor for the forthcoming financial crisis, postponing it till the end of 

the first decade of the 21th century. Since the beginning of the financial depression 

and the following IMF financial surveillance, the Greek national imaginary could 

survive within the new reality, only by restating its position concearning the 

“enemies” of the Greek nation73 and by subtle changes to the composition of the 

patriotic discourse, inserting new elements and demoting the importance of other 

elements.    

In Northern Macedonia, neoliberalism is the "essential component" of modern 

Macedonian identity, since any mention of economic systems alternative to the 

                                                             

73 Until now, the main enemies of the country have been the Macedonians. We now see, that the 

nationalist doctrine has discovered that the Muslims (mostly the immigrants) too are potential enemies. 

From time to time, we are also reminded of the old enemies, the Turks. 
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market economy evoked memories of the "dark" Yugoslavian past. Τhe deregulation 

of labor relations, the privatization, the abolition of the welfare state and the 

impoverishment of its people have been covered under the cloak of nationalism and 

the debates over the constitutional name of the country. A nice example of these 

changes in the nationalistic discourse can also be found on the other side of the 

border. Since the beginning of the second decade of the 21th century, the heightening 

of social tensions has brought about a political crisis. The new government (Zaev’s 

government) has tried to manage this crisis by relocating the nationalistic vision from 

the ancestor worship that once was the moto of the former government (Gruevski’s 

government), to the entrance of the Northern Macedonian state into powerful 

international political and military alliances.    

In the period in which this book was first published (period 2011-2012), the 

proliferation of nationalistic, racist and fascist trends in the Greek and Macedonian 

society was beyond precedent. Today, at the time of the second edition (the period 

2018-2019 when the Prespa Agreement was signed and ratified by the parliaments of 

the two states), these trends are still present even though their appearance and 

intensity may have changed. Although detailed descriptions are beyond the scope of 

our work, we think it is important to stress some general points. 

In the present circumstances, the concept of the nation is still used in the 

construction and the legitimization of the dominant political and economic system. In 

the context of the capitalist crisis and the ensuing political crisis, the patriotic 

arguments are often heard against "traitor politicians” or the "international economic 

interests". At the same time, the accent is put on the "love for the homeland" and "the 

prosperity of the people", but the governmental policy of fiscal retrenchment that aim 

at the denigration of our lives is tacitly accepted. This way, the crisis is explained as a 

result of state rivalries or international political developments and not as a product of 

capitalistic relationships. As always, patriotism-nationalism forms the necessary 

national rally ground that brings together a large part of the exploited masses, 

legitimizing and empowering the current system. We have no illusions that today’s 

patriotic rhetoric, deeply embodied in the very essence of the political system – both 

in its right-winged and its left-winged version –has always functioned in the same 

way, regardless of the context or the circumstances. Metaphorically, it is a broom that 

sweeps the social injustices under the mat of national necessity, bringing both 

exploited and exploiters on the same side, while leaving exploitation itself intact.  

During the last few years, in Greece, as much as in Northern Macedonia, 

nationalism oscillates between two different versions. Although they share the same 

political position, they differ in their starting points and, at times may appear 

contradictory. In Northern Macedonia, the Orthodox Christian, ancestor-loving 

nationalism has been adopted and exhibited by conservative groups and parties. 

Because it has been recently associated with corruption and patron-client relations, it 

is on the retreat. It has been replaced by a “softer” version of nationalism that, in an 

attempt to solve the bilateral problem with Greece, looks towards its Slavic past and 

not towards its ancient heritage. Similarly, the tolerance of linguistic, ethnic and 

religious diversity, showcased by the current elite, is superficial. It is one of the many 
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changes in policy necessary to enter the western military and economic alliances like 

NATO and EU.  

In Greece, the traditional ancestor-loving, Christian-centered nationalism that 

demonstrates on the streets for the “Greekness” of Macedonia, while coexisting, 

stands against a more modernistic and technocratic national vision that, while willing 

to share the name “Macedonia”, incorporates new identities, like that of a powerful 

state in an antagonistic economic and political environment in the Balkans74.  

Whichever path nationalism takes in the future, it will always recognize the 

nation-state as the only valid model of a complex society, even in a country with a 

large minority, like Northern Macedonia. In this model, the national identity has the 

priority over every other social issue, trying to stifle all social antagonism. This has 

been the remit of nationalism ever since the 19th century. 

Nationalism is not only produced by the official state-institutions, but also 

grows spontaneously, the so-called grassroots nationalism. Many people choose to 

side with the national cause, easily adopting the dominant line of argument that the 

national interest should be above all. Others assume outright fascist practices and 

become an active part of the capitalist brutality, hunting down immigrants and 

supporting the establishment of racist ghettos. Immigrants and other marginalized 

groups (Roma, LGBT, etc.) have been turned into scapegoats, persecuted both by the 

police and the local communities. 

Paradoxically, one of the political consequences of the signing of the Prespa 

Agreement is the image of the reversed roles in the process of reproduction of 

nationalism. More specifically, it is felt that, after the signing of the agreement, 

mainly a grassroots nationalism has emerged in both countries. In this scenario, the 

primitivism of the protesting masses is set in opposition against the alleged 

progressive voices of the elites75. However, while the Prespa Agreement seems to 

confine national narratives and myths on both sides of the border, in fact it gives them 

new meaning, retaining those elements that are deemed valuable for the sustainability 

of nationalisms in both countries. For example, the historical continuity for the 

citizens of Northern Macedonia has been demystified, while the monopoly of the use 

of the term “Macedonia” and the derivative words is cancelled for the citizens of 

Greece. This is not a deliberate rejection of the nationalist paradigm, but a 

reformation of nationalism for the sake of regional stability. “We shall make our 

nation great in the present not in the past” was one of the favorite arguments of the 

supporters of the agreement and the current government of Northern Macedonia. The 

message is clear and requires no further comment. At the same time, this revision of 

the national myth on both sides of the border has inevitably created insecurity among 

traditional nationalists and has given rise to grassroots nationalism. 

                                                             

74 Although there are similarities to the terms “ethnic” and “civic nationalism” we believe that these 

two types of nationalism do not fully correspond at the complex and changing characteristics of today’s 

reality and therefore we surpass this theoretical figure. 
75 There is a even a discussion for a noble prize for the Greek and Macedonian prime minister. 
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In Greece, the nationalist initiative is taken by nationalistic political groups, both 

within and outside the parliament, working together in tandem with the church. 

Together, they conduct an imaginary “new Macedonian struggle”. Their followers are 

the conservative segments of the population which is eager to voice a desire to 

preserve its glorious past, that is the only thing left for them to feel proud of.  At the 

same time, the government, together with the local economic elites, present 

themselves as progressive, deemphasizing the economic implications of the Prespa 

Agreement. To them, the signing of the agreement is a pragmatic step that offers new 

opportunities for enrichment. Their goal has always been to remove all legal barriers, 

even at the expense of traditional nationalist concerns, to the business transactions 

between the economic elites of the two countries. After all, this has been the demand 

of Greek and Macedonian capital ever since the establishment of the Northern 

Macedonian state76. 

Despite this illusory antinationalistic turn, nationalism is continually reproduced 

both from below and from above and is articulated in new and surprising shapes. The 

most recent example of the latter (reproduction from above) is the formation of frontal 

political groups77 and parties that incorporate social demands78. We believe that the 

political elites will find a way for the national myth not only to survive the signing of 

the agreement, but they will attempt to regain its former role in maintaining social 

peace and legitimizing the existing power-relations. As has been demonstrated in 

these pages, the cultivation of nationalistic rhetoric in the last few decades and 

throughout the 20th century has been of great benefit to the Greek nation state. This 

created the foundations, especially in northern Greece, for the establishment of a 

single homogenized national identity that has largely assimilated any other ethnic or 

                                                             

76From a Greek article of Konstantinos Mihalos, president of the Commercial and Industrial Chamber 

of Athens: “Greece also has a lot to gain through an honest agreement over this issue. Our country as of 

today finds itself among the top five investors in Skopje (i.e. Macedonia), with the greek investments 

being worth over a billion euros, especially in oil and fuel industry, banking and retail. Greece is also 

the sixth more important business partner of FYROM with a total bilateral trade worth of 787 million 

euros in 2016 and a total greek exports to its neighbour worth of 566 million euros. Especially for 

northern Greece, FYROM is a business partner of grave importance, while the port of Thessaloniki is 

its most significant trade gate. There is also collaboration on the sector of tourism, counting over a 
million arrivals from Skopje (i.e. Macedonia) to northern Greece and other greek prefectures. Finding a 

mutually accepted solution over the name issue will allow for a further enhancement of economic 

relations between the two business communities, including reciprocal benefits on economic growth and 

employment. However it will also give Greece the chance to upgrade its position in the wider Balkan 

area and take advantage of given opportunities more effectively, especially in the business sectors of 

energy and transit trade”. See 

https://www.acci.gr/acci/articles/article.jsp?context=103&amp;categoryid=205&amp;articleid=13306 

For the commercial relations between the two countries for the years before and after the interim 

agreement see Christos Nikas, “The effects of the interim accord on the economic relations between 

Greece and FYROM”, in Kofos, E. Vlasidis, V., “Athens-Skopje: An uneasy symbiosis (1995- 2005)”, 

ΕΛΙΑΜΕΠ, Athens, 2005, pp. 89-123. 
77  Including right-winged and left-winged patriots. 
78 E.g. the ‘anti-Merkel’ front in Greece demanding national unity in the face of the creditors and an 

exit from the memorandum as the only path to future economic recovery and success; or the anti-

Gruevski front in Macedonia, which seeks to achieve national advancement and economic progress 

through the country’s integration in EU and NATO. 

https://www.acci.gr/acci/articles/article.jsp?context=103&amp;categoryid=205&amp;articleid=13306
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cultural distinctiveness. Of course, all this would have never succeeded had it not 

been embraced eagerly by the majority of the populace79.  

We ought to remember that patriotism is nothing but an obstacle on the path to 

social liberation. It produces fake dilemmas that undermine the potential of social 

conflicts. Our principal goal in putting together this discussion was to promote an 

internationalist perspective and to contribute to the deconstruction of the nationalist 

rhetoric. Our goal has been to communicate our everyday struggles beyond any 

border and national segregation. From our point of view, national rivalries only serve 

to marginalize and undermine class differences and tensions. To us, who are unwilling 

to wear the straightjacket of national identities, the dilemmas about the right of using 

a geographic name are meaningless and harmful. One of the main points of this book 

is that the enemy is not only Greek or Macedonian nationalism, but the wider web of 

social and economic relations based on exploitation and degradation of human life. 

We do not accept the difference between “us” and “them”, only between justice and 

injustice. And justice does not arrive with the fulfillment of national ideals, or 

bilateral agreements, but through the struggle for freedom and dignity. 

 

 

Over the Prespa Agreement 

 

Nearly three decades after the declaration of independence of the Northern 

Macedonian state, and on the initiative of the governments of both countries, an 

agreement has been signed that will be remembered in history as the Prespa 

Agreement. Concerning the agreement itself, we feel that it makes no sense to try to 

count the pros and cons of the text itself. We leave this job to local nationalists and 

political analysts who would prefer to value it in football terms. It is of far greater 

importance to focus on the political consequences of the Agreement for both 

countries. Regardless of which aspect is in the focus of the analysis, one thing is 

certain: the agreement does not solve the problems that nationalisms create. This was 

only the declarative reason for the signing of the agreement, but it makes little sense 

to look for the true motives, because these are likely of little relevance to the 

nationalist paradigm. 

It is well-known that, in general, in the process of perpetuation of the national 

myth, there may appear conflicts of interests between different groups, even within 

the nationalist political spectrum. This can easily lead to the formation of two or more 

rival nationalistic rhetoric. In our view, the Prespa Agreement is a result of the wider 

                                                             

79 On the Greek side of the border, these were the majority of the inhabitants in Northern Greece who 

had already incorporated the national narrative and the Christian refugees from Minor Asia who were 

eager to prove that they were ‘as Greek as the local population’. The latter were of particular strategic 

value for the Greek state, because Greek was not the dominant identity in the territory in question. 

Their counterparts on the Macedonian side were the majority of the Slavic-speaking population who 

became members of the communist and leftist Democratic Army in the Greek civil war. Those who 

escaped capture after the end of the war and became political refugees in Yugoslavia, transformed 

themselves from communists and leftists, into the most fervent Macedonian patriots. 
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process of transformation of modern nationalism, a necessary adaptation to the new 

conditions of the capitalist environment. The task of carrying out this procedure is 

undertaken by the political elites in both countries, who create a new and seemingly 

"positive" vision that is in tune with the interest of the economic elite. This changed 

rhetoric has woven new concepts into the national myth, like the “success story”80. 

Even if we were to consider the Αgreement as an attack on nationalism, it 

would be an attack coming from the governments of the two states; it would be an 

attempt to manage nationalism from above and within the national context. In such a 

case, we would have been able to read the Prespa Agreement as our failure to create 

the conditions where an issue such as the Macedonian one would not even exist. This 

Agreement is an opportunity for all of us who participate in movements against the 

current social reality – to think over the ways through which we could contribute to 

the elimination of the phenomena of nationalism, patriotism, racism and all other 

impediments towards social liberation. It should be kept in mind that the Prespa 

Agreement aims primarily at concealing the many years of ethnic cleansing, 

prohibitions and violence that historically constitute the Macedonian issue. Its 

principal goal is capitalist expansion, not the resolving of conflicts between nations. 

However, even if this act had truly antinationalist motives, the Macedonian issue 

would and will not be suspended after the Prespa Agreement. It will survive for as 

long as there are nationalisms, because simply put, nationalism cannot not be fought 

within national contexts, neither by international agreements nor by orders from 

above. 

 

                                                             

80 This new face of capitalism is based on the “gains” of the capitalist economy. The flag of the nation-

state represents a more “successful” economic system,comprising of citizens who enjoy social peace in 

a law-abiding state, safe from internal and external threats. This kind of nationalism doesn’t invest in 

irredentist visions and territorial claims, but in the robustness of its economy.    
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APPENDIX 

The Gemidjii: the Anarchists that thundered Thessaloniki 

The Gemidjii (the Boatmen)81 are an interesting and not so insignificant part 

of the struggle for liberation from the Ottoman Empire in the early 1900s. They were 

a group of young anarchists of Slavic origin, who in April 1903, in the course of four 

days, made several attacks against the property of European capitalists in 

Thessaloniki. Their goal was  to deliver a clear message to the Western European 

governments and capitalists that they cannot do business undisturbed in the region of 

Macedonia, ignoring the oppression of the masses under the Ottoman rule. 

Their action that lasted from April 28th until May 1st 1903, included several 

attacks: blowing-up the French ship “Guadalquivir” during its departure from 

Thessaloniki harbour, the building of the Ottoman Bank, several bombings at 

different locations in Thessaloniki, two skirmishes with the Ottoman soldiers and the 

failed attempt at assassination of the Ottoman mayor of Thessaloniki. During these 

actions, six of the Gemidjii were killed and four were captured and imprisoned. 

Two important aspects of the attacks by the Gemidji deserve to be stressed. 

The first one is the  great care taken by the group  to avoid civil casualties during the 

action and to state as clearly as possible that the action has been directed against 

European capital and the Ottoman government. For example, the ship “Guadalquivir” 

was disabled near the harbour and not at open sea, in order to allow for an easy rescue 

of the passengers. Similarly, five minutes before the blowing up of the Ottoman Bank, 

the person responsible for this attack, Orce Pop Yordanov, ran into the building to tell 

the manager and his family to leave the building immediately lest they get killed in 

the explosion. However, stressing this point, it should not be forgotten that, because 

of the Gemidjii’s attacks in Thessaloniki, a lot of innocent people were killed in the 

generally spontaneous retaliations  by the Turkish mob in the streets of Thessaloniki. 

According to the Ottoman authorities – 35 persons, and according to the Macedonian 

Liberation Organization between 200 and 300 were killed and wounded82. Many more 

were arrested and 29 of them were imprisoned without having any connection with 

the Gemidjii’s action. 

The second important point to stress is the political views of the Gemidjii 

group. Even though there are no direct testimonies, the programme of the Macedonian 

Secret Revolutionary Committee offers a pretty clear picture. The Macedonian Secret 

Revolutionary Committee was formed in Geneva, Switzerland, in 1897, by Anarchists 

from Bulgaria and Macedonia. Soon afterwards, its members returned to the Balkans 

and worked, mainly among young people, to create anarchist groups. The Gemidjii 

group was formed in this way and, while autonomous in its actions, its members 

cooperated closely and shared the political views of the former Macedonian Secret 

Revolutionary Committee,  that had been disbanded in the meantime. 

Concerning Macedonia, the programme of the Macedonian Secret 

Revolutionary Committee stated that the Committee advocates the independence of 

the region of Macedonia from Ottoman rule and supports the freedom of the people to 

create a government of their choice. More importantly, the Committee emphasized 

                                                             

81 This group chose the name Gemidjii or Boatmen because they wanted to stress the fact that they  

were ready to give up on their lives and, like a boat, sail into a turbulent sea,  in which, if unsuccessful, 

they will hit the rocks. Христо Силянов „Освободителнитѣ борби на Македония“, "Наука и 

Изкуство", София, 1983, I, 247, http://www.promacedonia.org/obm1/5_5.html 
82 Силянов, op. cit, I, 259. 
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that it will not favour any nationality living in the region of Macedonia over others 

and that the question of whetherMacedonia should be a separate political unit or it 

should join some of the neighbouring countries after the liberation from Ottoman rule 

should be decided by the people of Macedonia , without foreign interventions83. As 

mentioned above, it is quite probable that, due to the close collaboration and shared 

political views between the Macedonian Secret Revolutionary Committee and the 

Gemidjii group,  this idea was shared by the Gemidjii group too. 

What is the treatment of the Gemidjii group in the historiography of Northern 

Macedonia? Surprisingly, the Gemidjii and their action in Thessaloniki are presented 

in an exclusively positive light. To begin with, this is surprising, because the group 

was anarchist in orientation. Mainstream historiography have never valued anarchism 

positively, neither during the communist regime before 1990 nor today.. Secondly, as 

mentioned above, innocent people were killed in the retaliation for the Gemidjii’s 

action, and the Gemidjii were aware that their attacks will not go unpunished. Lastly, 

the Gemidjii’s action had negative repercussions on the plans for the Ilinden Uprising, 

scheduled by the Macedonian liberation organization in August 1903. The greatest 

setback was the assassination of Goce Delchev, one of the most prominent figures of 

the Macedonian Liberation Organization.  This happened only three days after the 

events in Thessaloniki and was a result of the increased activity of the Ottoman army 

in response to the Gemigjii’s action. Concerning the uprising planned by the 

Macedonian Liberation Organization, it should be mentioned that the Gemidjii, 

striving to be an independent group and to act as such, refused to coordinate their 

attacks with the agenda of the Macedonian Liberation Organization and briefly 

postpone their action in Thessaloniki. 

So, the question is: why does the Macedonian historiography values the 

Gemidjii so highly, even though they were anarchists, their actions resulted in (a 

predictable) retaliation against the peaceful population and had negative repercussions 

on the plans for the Ilinden Uprising of the Macedonian Liberation Organization? The 

reason probably lies in the simplistic approach of the national historiography, 

according to which, everyone who belongs to the national campand has contributed to 

the liberation  movement in one way or another cannot be valued negatively, no 

matter his behaviour, the consequences of his actions, his relations to the other 

freedom fighters etc. Concerning the creation and maintenance of the positive image 

of the Gemidjii in mainstream historiography, it should be emphasized that, even 

though it is often stated that its members were anarchists, they have been  presented 

primarily as fighters for national freedom.  

Whatever the image of the Gemidjii in national historiography, two aspects 

speak unequivocally of the positive role of this group. Firstly, we call attention to 

their efforts to avoid civil casualties during their actions. The importance of this 

attitude can be appreciated better if we compare the attacks by the Gemidji with the so 

called “donkey assassinations”, organized by the right-wing of the Macedonian 

Liberation Organization in 1911-1912. The right-wing “freedom fighters”, treating all 

Turks as enemies regardless of whether they were soldiers of civilians, rich or poor, 

organized a series of bombings directed agains Turkish civilians.  The explosives 

were loaded on donkeys and were detonated in crowded marketplaces, at  moments 

when poor Turks, attracted by the low prices of the products, would gatheraround the 

                                                             

83 See „Програма на Македонскиот таен револуционерен комитет“ in Данчо Зографски „За 

работничкото движење во Македонија до Балканската војна“, Институт за национална историја 

на македонскиот народ, Скопје, 1950, 136 стр. 



 56 

donkeys loaded with explosives. Such acts would have been unimaginable for the 

Gemidjii. Even the life of the manager of the branch of the Ottoman Bank in 

Thessaloniki was spared.  

Secondly, keeping in mind that the region of Macedonia was populated by 

different ethnicities and religions, the Anarchists, including the Gemidjii, advocated 

the idea of granting the people, no matter their religion or ethnicity, the  freedom to 

decide the future of their country. Instead of sparking off a bloodshed  between the 

different groups that populated  Macedonia, they wanted the people  to settle potential 

disputes peacefully after the liberation. In this sense, the  Gemidjii “terrorists” were 

more civilized than many other figures of historical importance for this region, both 

present and past. 

 

“Ajde” and the Prespa agreement 

 

Recently, there has been a number of people familiar to the “Ajde” project that felt 

that after the Prespa agreement, our project was no longer relevant. The aim of this 

text is to answer why our book continues to apply and is, perhaps, more relevant now 

than ever. 

 

By 2017, the two countries have entered a new phase in their bilateral 

relations. The political changes in 2012/2013 in Greece and in 2015/2016 in today’s 

Northern Macedonia, the changed circumstances on a regional and global level and 

the social transformations in the last 30 years84, created favourable conditions for the 

resolution of the 30-years old dispute between the two countries. The renewed 

negotiations evolved rapidly and the new agreement was signed by July, 2018. This 

process was wholeheartedly supported by the western political elites, while pro-

government media in both countries advertised it as a courageous and prudent move 

of the political elites. Does the Prespa agreement announce a genuine moderation of 

the nationalistic views? Have the government representatives and policy-makers in 

both countries all of a sudden realized the absurdity of the name-dispute and decided 

to redefine their bilateral relations? If that was the case, it would be fair to say that the 

“Ajde” project has completed its mission and has become outdated.  

We do not wish to fall in the trap of discussing who is the winning and who is 

the losing side in this agreement. That would go against every single principle of this 

project. The agreement has been thoroughly analyzed from this perspective by 

nationalist and anti-nationalist politicians and intellectuals in both countries and, there 

is no point in taking a side in this debate. From the Macedonian perspective, it may 

only be important to add that almost none of the mainstream experts or politicians 

have observed that some of the provisions of the Prespa agreement are directed 

(purposefully?) against Bulgarian nationalism, because it recognizes the existence of a 

Macedonian language, that is the main aspect of the Macedonian national identity 

                                                             

84 See chapter 4 
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challenged by Bulgarian nationalists85. To the people involved in this project this is 

little more than a curiosity, although it is indicative of the way in which the agreement 

was reached. Of far greater importance to the “Ajde” project is to determine if the 

Prespa agreement is anti-nationalistic in essence. 

Reading quickly through the articles of the agreement, it becomes immediately 

apparent that this act is not meant to escape the straightjacket of nationalism. The 

Prespa agreement does not seek to abolish, or side-step nationalistic discourses and 

practices. It merely sets the rules of the game of appropriating history and culture and 

their manipulation by national institutions. Most of the agreement is about the rights 

and restrictions in the usage of the terms Macedonia and Macedonian and the concrete 

moves to be carried out by the two governments upon the signing and ratification of 

the agreement. As expected from any type of state agreements, not a word is said 

about the prospective reconciliation between the two peoples. The Macedonian side is 

given detailed instructions on how and on what occasions to use the terms Macedonia 

and Macedonian and the Greek side is obliged not to block its neighbor membership 

in the European and North Atlantic alliances. In short, the goal of the Prespa 

agreement is not to build a bridge of cooperation and understanding between the two 

peoples, but to draw evermore detailed and stricter frontiers, to parcel out the entire 

historical and cultural heritage of this region between the two nations.  

The fact that after the signing of the agreement, the debates in the mainstream 

circles in both countries revolved around the issue of winners and losers is a patent 

indicator that the agreement was neither conceived of nor perceived as a measure to 

moderate the nationalistic feelings on both sides of the border. Even self-proclaimed 

anti-nationalists conceded that the agreement was not ideal for Macedonian national 

identity, but this inconvenience will be richly compensated for by the country’s 

membership in NATO and the EU. This was apparent in the referendum question 

asking the voter if he or she are for NATO and EU membership (sic!) under the terms 

of the Prespa agreement. We think that, these are really three different questions and 

the average Macedonian voter is unlikely to vote negative on the first two. Clearly, 

the consequences of the agreement, not its intrinsic qualities, were put to vote.  

This is no accident.  In the eyes of the NATO alliance, the Prespa agreement 

was primarily a tool to unlock the process of expansion in this part of Europe. 

According to their political strategists, the western Balkans have remained outside the 

formal control of the North Atlantic alliance for too long. Although, this might have 

seemed as a tolerable solution for a certain period of time, the fear of Russia or China, 

filling the empty slot has prevailed. On the other hand, in view of the local factors, the 

Greek capital has always desired the resolution of the name dispute, ever since the 

declaration of the independence of the Northern Macedonian state in 199286. This 

trend was reinforced by the transformations that took place during the period of the 

crisis and created favorable condition for the expansion of neoliberal tendencies in 

                                                             

85 Also greek nationalists 
86 As pointed out in the “Conclusions”. 
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different sectors (investments, privatizations, tourism, etc). This explains why, both 

governments “sold” the agreement as a success story to promote safe business 

environment. The situation in both countries signaled to Brussels that the moment was 

ripe to push the two governments towards a compromise. The standing and reputation 

of the Greek government in the international community after the financial and 

economic crisis, was characterized by compromise and its adherence (after the 2015 

referendum) to the “European ideal”. Although the position of the government of 

Northern Macedonia has been constantly weak, the serious political crisis of the last 

couple of years and the lack of perspective after the failure of Gruevski’s experiment 

with a more independent foreign policy brought the country back into the bosom of 

Brussels. This was coupled by a process of social transformation that led to the 

assimilation of social demands by a pro-EU agenda, as represented by Zaev. There 

was no genuine change in feelings on either side of the border. The two governments 

simply played along, and for both of them, the agreement must have been a tough pill 

to swallow. An example of this is the massive PR campaign that took place in 

Northern Macedonia, featuring the top leaders of the western countries that sought to 

highlight the positive aspects of the agreement. 

Some may argue that the view expressed above is too nihilistic; that even an 

imperfect agreement, dictated from above is better than the constant state of outright 

hostility and tensions. It is impossible to predict the fortune of this agreement. But 

even if it turns out that the relations between the two countries really improve in the 

near future because of the agreement, this is not going to be a direct consequence of 

the will and intention of its creators. As discussed previously, reconciliation between 

the two people is not among the central goals of this agreement. What it offers is a 

formula to side-step the name issue that happened to stand in their way towards 

achieving their geostrategic goals, as well as processes of regulating national feelings. 

This formula is a complicated set of ill-defined rules and procedures for the usage of 

the term and the derived attributes. This may remove the main obstacle to NATO 

membership of Northern Macedonia, but it is also likely to prepare a fertile ground for 

constant or recurrent squabbles and disputes over the usage of the name and purported 

aberrations of the terms of the agreement by one of the sides. It has to be noted that 

the agreement is quite ambitious in trying to regulate the appearance of the term in 

every sphere of public life. Even the most enthusiastic government would have 

troubles implementing every single provision of the agreement. The most telling sign 

of the limits of the agreement is Article 8, stipulating that the two countries regulate 

the usage of the term in greater details through mixed committees. Obviously, the 

goal is to postpone rather than solve the problem and, in many ways, it reflects and 

perpetuates the existing power relations. 

Admittedly, it is probably impossible to resolve the tensions between any two 

countries by means of agreements like the one signed in Prespa. Formal agreements 

merely codify the changes that have taken place on both sides of the border. They 

cannot instate them. Unless the political and intellectual elites in both societies are 

ready to abandon their nationalist doctrines and adopt a radically different view on 

history, the situation is unlikely to change.  We shall not be fooled by the rhetoric of 
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an elite who pretends to be liberal and open-minded, but who has remained nation-

centred. Our book is an effort to propagate a message that will hopefully be useful for 

conditions of future social struggles that will meaningfully challenge the status quo. 

When they do so, an opportunity will arise to begin to deconstruct the national 

identities that support capitalist development. We, therefore, believe that this message 

of the “Ajde” project is still very much relevant and it will probably remain so in the 

coming years.  

 

 

 

 

  



 60 

BIBLIOGRAPHY 

Adams, J.P. (1983): “The Larnakes from Tomb II at Vergina”, Archaeological News. 

12:1-7. 

Anderson B. (1983): “Imagined Communities: Reflections on the origin and spread of 

nationalism”, Verso, London 1983. 

Arrian:  “Anabasis Alexandri”, http://archive.org/details/arrianar01arriuoft 

Augustine: “The City of God”, http://www.newadvent.org/fathers/1201.htm 

Barth Frederick (1969): ““Introduction” Ethnic Groups and Boundaries: The Social 

Organization of Culture Difference” (edited by Barth), Little Brown and 

Company, Boston 1969. 

Borza Eugene N. and Lindsay Adams W. eds. (1982): “Philip II, Alexander the Great 

and the Macedonian Heritage”, University Press of America, Washington, D.C. 

1982. 

Borza Eugene N. and Palagia Olga (2008): “The chronology of the Macedonian royal 

tombs at Vergina”, Jahrbuch des Deutschen Archäologischen Instituts, 122:81-

125. 

Bourdieu, Pierre (1991): “Language & Symbolic Power”, Polity Press, Cambridge 

1991. 

Bozos, S. (2004): “National Symbols and Ordinary People’s Response: London and 

Athens, 1850–1914”, National Identities, 6(1): 25-41. 

Brubaker, Rogers (1996): “Nationalism Reframed. Nationhood and the National 

Question in the New Europe”, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge 1996. 

Buccellati Giorgio (2010): “The Semiotics of Ethnicity: The Case of Hurrian Urkesh,” 

in J. Fincke, Festschrift für Gernot Wilhelm anläßlich seines 65. Geburtstagesam 

28. Januar 2010, Dresden: ISLET, pp. 79-90. 

Castoriadis, Cornelius (1975): “The Imaginary Institutions Of Society”, Polity Press, 

Cambridge 1987. 

Conversi, Daniele (1995): “Reassessing theories of nationalism. Nationalism as 

Boundary Maintenance and Creation”, Nationalism and Ethnic Politics, 1:1, 

73–85. 

Daikin Douglas (1973): “Ο Αγώνας των Ελλήνων για την Ανεξαρτησία 1821-1833”, 

μτφ: Ρένα Σταυρίδη-Πατρικίου, Μορφωτικό Ίδρυμα Εθνικής Τραπέζης, Αθήνα 

1999. 

Delanty, Gerard & O’Mahony, Patrick (2002): “Nationalism and Social Theory”, 

Sage Publications, London 2002. 

Derrida Jacques (1972): “Signature, Event, Context”, translated by Alan Bass, in 

“Margins of Philosophy by Jacques Derrida”, University of Chicago Press, 

Chicago 1982. 

Eco Umberto (1982):“Η σημειολογία στην καθημερινή ζωή”, μτφ Τσοπάνογλου 

Αντώνης, Μαλλιάρης - Παιδεία, Θεσσαλονίκη 1985. 

Eco Umberto (1999): “Semiotics in the next millennium, Lecture at the 7th 

International Congress of IASS-AIS”, October 1999. 

Gellner E. (1983): “Nations and Nationalism: New perspectives on the past”, Basil 

Blackwell, Oxford 1983. 

Hastings, Adrian (1997): “The Construction Of Nationhood: Ethnicity, Religion, and 

Nationalism”, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge / New York 1997 

Herman, Edward S. and Noam Chomsky (1988): “Manufacturing Consent. The 

Political Economy of the Mass Media”, Pantheon Books, New York, 1988. 

Hobsbawm E.J. (1962): “Η εποχή των επαναστάσεων 1789-1848”, μτφ Μαριέτα 

Οικονομοπούλου, Μορφωτικό Ίδρυμα Εθνικής Τραπέζης, Αθήνα 1992.  

http://www.google.gr/url?sa=t&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=web&cd=3&cad=rja&ved=0CDcQFjAC&url=http%3A%2F%2Fen.wikipedia.org%2Fwiki%2FJacques_Derrida&ei=6pVcUKPPJan24QThpYEw&usg=AFQjCNFf9uJnN2SGd3APn739mM5kMUXYKg


 61 

Hobsbawm E.J. (1976): “Η εποχή του κεφαλαίου 1848-1875”, μτφ Δημοσθένης 

Κούρτοβικ, Μορφωτικό Ίδρυμα Εθνικής Τραπέζης, Αθήνα 1994. 

Hobsbawm, E.J. & Ranger, Terence (eds) (1983): “The Invention of Tradition”, 

Cambridge University Press, Cambridge 1983. 

Hobsbawm E.J. (1987): “Η εποχή των αυτοκρατοριών 1875-1914”, μτφ Δημοσθένης 

Κωστούλα Σκλαβενίτη, Μορφωτικό Ίδρυμα Εθνικής Τραπέζης, Αθήνα 2000. 

Hobsbawm E.J. (1990): “Έθνη και εθνικισμός από το 1780 μέχρι σήμερα”, μτφ Χρυς. 

Νάντρις, εκδόσεις Μ. Καρδαμίτσα, Αθήνα 1994. 

Hroch M. (1985): “Social Preconditions of National Revival in Europe: A 

Comparative Analysis of the Social Composition of Patriotic Groups among the 

Smaller European Nations”, Columbia university press, 2000. 

Hutchinson, John (1987): “The Dynamics of Cultural Nationalism. The Gaelic Revival 

and the Creation of the Irish Nation State”, Allen & Unwin, London 1987. 

Καραμπάτη Γ. Περσεφόνη, Κολτούκη Γ. Πελαγία, Μιχαηλίδης Δ. Ιάκωβος (1997): 

“Η ελληνική αντεπίθεση στη Μακεδονία (1905-1906). 100 έγγραφα από το 

Αρχείο του Υπουργείου Εξωτερικών της Ελλάδας”, Μουσείο Μακεδονικού 

Αγώνα, Θεσσαλονίκη 1997 

Κιτσίκης Δημήτρης (1988): “Ιστορία της Οθωμανικής Αυτοκρατορίας 1280-1924”, 

Εστία, Αθήνα 1988. 

Κοππά Μαριλένα (1997): “Οι μειονότητες στα μετα-κομμουνιστικά Βαλκάνια”, 

Λιβάνη, Αθήνα 1997. 

Κοππά Μαριλένα (2002): “Η συγκρότηση των κρατών στα Βαλκάνια (19ος αιώνας): 

Τρεις και μια περιπέτειες”, Λιβάνη, Αθήνα 2002. 

Κωστόπουλος Τ., Εμπειρίκος Λ., Λιθοξόου Δ. (1992): “Ελληνικός εθνικισμός - 

Μακεδονικό Ζήτημα. Η ιδεολογική χρήση της Ιστορίας”, απομαγνητοφωνημένα 

πρακτικά εκδήλωσης που οργανώθηκε στη Φιλοσοφική των Αθηνών το 

Φεβρουάριο του 1992, έκδοση της Κίνησης Αριστερών Ιστορικού-Αρχ/κού, 

Αθήνα, Μάρτιος 1992. 

Λιάκος Αντώνης (2005): “Πώς στοχάστηκαν το έθνος αυτοί που ήθελαν να αλλάξουν 

τον κόσμο;”, Πόλις, Αθήνα 2005 

Lemerle P. (1945): “Philippes et la Macédoine orientale à l'époque chrétienne et 

Byzantine”, Thèse de doctorat, Paris 1945. 

Mazower Mark (1998): “Σκοτεινή Ήπειρος: Ο Ευρωπαϊκός Εικοστός Αιώνας”, μτφ: 

Κώστας Κουρεμένος, εκδόσεις Αλεξάνδρεια, Αθήνα, 2004. 

Matkovski A. (1970): “Macedonia’s coats of arms: a contribution to the Macedonian 

heraldic”, Skopje 1970. 

Μέγας Γιάννης (1993) “Οι "Βαρκάρηδες" της Θεσσαλονίκης. Η αναρχική βουλγαρική 

ομάδα και οι βομβιστικές ενέργειες του 1903”, Τροχαλία, Θεσσαλονίκη 1993. 

Μπαρτ Ρολάν (1970, 1978): “Μυθολογίες - Μάθημα”, μτφ. Καίτη Χατζηδήμου – 

Ιουλιέττα Ράλλη, Ράππα, Αθήνα 1979. 

Μπαρτ Ρολάν (1980): “Η επικράτεια των σημείων”, μτφ. Κατερίνα Παπαϊακώβου, 

Ράππα, Αθήνα 2001. 

Christos Nikas, “The effects of the interim accord on the economic relations between 

Greece and FYROM”, στο Kofos, E. Vlasidis, V., “Athens-Skopje: An uneasy 

symbiosis (1995- 2005)”, ΕΛΙΑΜΕΠ, Athens, 2005. 

Νυσταζοπούλου-Πελεκίδου Μαρία (1987): “Οι Βαλκανικοί Λαοί”, εκδόσεις Βάνιας, 

Θεσσαλονίκη 2000. 

Our baba doesn’t say fairy tales (2016), H μακεδονία σε εικόνες, 

https://ourbabadoesntsayfairytales.wordpress.com/2016/04/25/%ce%b7-

https://ourbabadoesntsayfairytales.wordpress.com/2016/04/25/%ce%b7-%ce%bc%ce%b1%ce%ba%ce%b5%ce%b4%ce%bf%ce%bd%ce%af%ce%b1-%cf%83%ce%b5-%ce%b5%ce%b9%ce%ba%cf%8c%ce%bd%ce%b5%cf%82/


 62 

%ce%bc%ce%b1%ce%ba%ce%b5%ce%b4%ce%bf%ce%bd%ce%af%ce%b1-
%cf%83%ce%b5-%ce%b5%ce%b9%ce%ba%cf%8c%ce%bd%ce%b5%cf%82/ 

Our baba doesn’t say fairy tales (2016), Κάπου μεταξύ gentrification και 

προπαγάνδας. Η ιστορία του Σκόπια 2014, 
https://ourbabadoesntsayfairytales.wordpress.com/2016/02/11/%ce%ba%ce%ac%cf
%80%ce%bf%cf%85-%ce%bc%ce%b5%cf%84%ce%b1%ce%be%cf%8d-gentrification-
%ce%ba%ce%b1%ce%b9-
%cf%80%cf%81%ce%bf%cf%80%ce%b1%ce%b3%ce%ac%ce%bd%ce%b4%ce%b1%cf%
82-%ce%b7-%ce%b9%cf%83%cf%84/ 

Οι Βαρκάρηδες (2010): “Η μηδενιστική ομάδα της Θεσσαλονίκης, 1898-1903”, Ο 

δαίμων του τυπογραφείου, Αθήνα 2010. 

Ομάδα ενάντια στον εθνικισμό (2007): “ένας είναι ο εχθρός…έθνος, αντιμπεριαλισμός 

και ανταγωνιστικό κίνημα”, κατάληψη Φάμπρικα Υφανέτ, Θεσσαλονίκη 2007. 

Papazoglou F. (1988): “Les Villes Macedoniennes dans l’epoche Romain”, BCH 

Suppl.XVI, Paris 1988. 

Pavlowitch Stevan K. (2000): “Ιστορία των Βαλκανίων 1804-1945”, μτφ Λουκιανός 

Χασιώτης, Βάνιας, Θεσσαλονίκη 2005. 

Plutarch: “Life of Alexander”, 

http://penelope.uchicago.edu/thayer/e/roman/texts/plutarch/lives/Alexander*/3.h

tml. 

Roisman J. and Worthington I. (eds.) (2010): “A companion to ancient Macedonia”, 

Wiley – Blackwell, Chichester 2010. 

Saussure, Ferdinand de (2006): “Writings in General Linguistics”, Oxford University 

Press, Oxford 2006.  

Shea J. (1997): “Macedonia and Greece: the struggle to define a new Balkan nation”, 

McFarland & Company, North Carolina 1997. 

Smith, Anthony D. (1971): “Theories of Nationalism”, Duckworth, London 1983. 

Smith Anthony D. (1981): “The Ethnic Revival in the Modern World”, Cambridge 

University Press, Cambridge 1981. 

Smith, Anthony D. (1987): “The Ethnic Origin of Nations” Blackwell, Oxford 1987. 

Smith, Anthony D. (1991): “National Identity” Penguin, London 1991. 

Smith, Anthony D. (1995): “Nations and Nationalism in a Global Era” Polity Press, 

Cambridge 1995. 

Smith, Anthony D. (1998): “Nationalism and Modernism. A Critical Survey of Recent 

Theories of Nations and Nationalism”, Routledge, London/New York 1998. 

Smith, Anthony D. (2009): “Ethno-symbolism and Nationalism: A Cultural 

Approach”, Routledge, London/New York 2009. 

Силянов, Христо (1983): „Освободителнитѣ борби на Македония“, "Наука и 

Изкуство", София, 1983, www.promacedonia.org/obm1/index.html 

Snegaroff I. (1932): “History of the Ochrid Arch-bishopric”, Sofia 1923. 

Σβορώνος Νίκος Γ. (1956): “Το Εμπόριο της Θεσσαλονίκης τον 18ο αιώνα”, Θεμέλιο, 

Αθήνα 1996. 

Teaching Modern Southeast European History, Alternative Educational Materials, 

Workbook 1 (2005): “The Ottoman Empire”, Edited by Halil Berktay and 

Bogdan Murgescu, Series Editor: Christina Koulouri, Thessaloniki, CDRSEE, 

2005. 

Teaching Modern Southeast European History, Alternative Educational Materials, 

Workbook 2 (2005): “Nations and States in Southeast Europe”, Edited by 

Mirela-Luminiţa Murgescu, Series Editor: Christina Koulouri, Thessaloniki, 

CDRSEE, 2005. 

https://ourbabadoesntsayfairytales.wordpress.com/2016/04/25/%ce%b7-%ce%bc%ce%b1%ce%ba%ce%b5%ce%b4%ce%bf%ce%bd%ce%af%ce%b1-%cf%83%ce%b5-%ce%b5%ce%b9%ce%ba%cf%8c%ce%bd%ce%b5%cf%82/
https://ourbabadoesntsayfairytales.wordpress.com/2016/04/25/%ce%b7-%ce%bc%ce%b1%ce%ba%ce%b5%ce%b4%ce%bf%ce%bd%ce%af%ce%b1-%cf%83%ce%b5-%ce%b5%ce%b9%ce%ba%cf%8c%ce%bd%ce%b5%cf%82/
https://ourbabadoesntsayfairytales.wordpress.com/2016/02/11/%ce%ba%ce%ac%cf%80%ce%bf%cf%85-%ce%bc%ce%b5%cf%84%ce%b1%ce%be%cf%8d-gentrification-%ce%ba%ce%b1%ce%b9-%cf%80%cf%81%ce%bf%cf%80%ce%b1%ce%b3%ce%ac%ce%bd%ce%b4%ce%b1%cf%82-%ce%b7-%ce%b9%cf%83%cf%84/
https://ourbabadoesntsayfairytales.wordpress.com/2016/02/11/%ce%ba%ce%ac%cf%80%ce%bf%cf%85-%ce%bc%ce%b5%cf%84%ce%b1%ce%be%cf%8d-gentrification-%ce%ba%ce%b1%ce%b9-%cf%80%cf%81%ce%bf%cf%80%ce%b1%ce%b3%ce%ac%ce%bd%ce%b4%ce%b1%cf%82-%ce%b7-%ce%b9%cf%83%cf%84/
https://ourbabadoesntsayfairytales.wordpress.com/2016/02/11/%ce%ba%ce%ac%cf%80%ce%bf%cf%85-%ce%bc%ce%b5%cf%84%ce%b1%ce%be%cf%8d-gentrification-%ce%ba%ce%b1%ce%b9-%cf%80%cf%81%ce%bf%cf%80%ce%b1%ce%b3%ce%ac%ce%bd%ce%b4%ce%b1%cf%82-%ce%b7-%ce%b9%cf%83%cf%84/
https://ourbabadoesntsayfairytales.wordpress.com/2016/02/11/%ce%ba%ce%ac%cf%80%ce%bf%cf%85-%ce%bc%ce%b5%cf%84%ce%b1%ce%be%cf%8d-gentrification-%ce%ba%ce%b1%ce%b9-%cf%80%cf%81%ce%bf%cf%80%ce%b1%ce%b3%ce%ac%ce%bd%ce%b4%ce%b1%cf%82-%ce%b7-%ce%b9%cf%83%cf%84/
https://ourbabadoesntsayfairytales.wordpress.com/2016/02/11/%ce%ba%ce%ac%cf%80%ce%bf%cf%85-%ce%bc%ce%b5%cf%84%ce%b1%ce%be%cf%8d-gentrification-%ce%ba%ce%b1%ce%b9-%cf%80%cf%81%ce%bf%cf%80%ce%b1%ce%b3%ce%ac%ce%bd%ce%b4%ce%b1%cf%82-%ce%b7-%ce%b9%cf%83%cf%84/


 63 

Teaching Modern Southeast European History, Alternative Educational Materials, 

Workbook 3 (2005): “The Balkan Wars”, Edited by Mirela-Luminiţa Murgescu, 

Series Editor: Christina Koulouri, Thessaloniki, CDRSEE, 2005. 

Thompson, Andrew & Fevre, Ralph (2001): “The national question: sociological 

reflections on nation and nationalism”, Nations and Nationalism 7 (3), 2001, 

297-315  

Zinn Howard (2003): “Ιστορία του Λαού των Ηνωμένων Πολιτειών”, μτφ: Θεόδωρος 

Καλύβας, Αιώρα, Αθήνα 2005. 

Зографски, Данчо (1950): „За работничкото движење во Македонија до 

Балканската војна“, Институт за национална историја на македонскиот 

народ, Скопје, 1950. 


	PROLOGUE
	INTRODUCTION TO THE SECOND EDITION
	INTRODUCTION
	CHAPTER ONE - NATIONALISM THROUGH MODERN BALKAN HISTORY
	1.1 The revolutions: “National or Bourgeois liberation” ?
	1.2 Nationalism and the Nation-state
	1.3 The Macedonian Question

	CHAPTER TWO - THE HISTORY OF A NAME
	2.1 Ancient, pre-Roman Macedonia, a name of a kingdom and a caste
	2.2 Roman Macedonia, Macedonia as an administrative term and a name of a province
	2.3 The name Macedonia in the Middle Ages, Macedonia as a Byzantine theme
	2.4 Macedonia in the Ottoman and the early Modern periods, the name returns to its old home.

	CHAPTER THREE - DEMYSTIFYING THE NATIONAL SYMBOLS
	3.1 National symbols
	3.2 The Vergina Sun and the Greek feta cheese
	3.3 Find Fillip
	3.4 The “Greatness” of Alexander the Great or Why Should We (Not) Appreciate Him?

	CHAPTER FOUR - THIRTY YEARS OF “GREEK-MACEDONIAN FRIENDSHIP”: NATIONALISM TODAY
	4.1 Northern Macedonia: Nationalism and all that it conceals
	4.2 Greece: The Macedonian issue in the framework of contemporary social reality

	CONCLUSIONS
	APPENDIX
	The Gemidjii: the Anarchists that thundered Thessaloniki
	“Ajde” and the Prespa agreement

	BIBLIOGRAPHY
	BIBLIOGRAPHY (1)

