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Preface 
Ethiopia, one of the world’s oldest civilizations, has endured millennia of political, social, and 
cultural evolution. At the heart of its historical resilience lies the Geez civilizational political 
framework—a sophisticated system of governance, law, and social organization that not only 
unified diverse communities but also safeguarded the nation against disintegration and 
fragmentation. Rooted in shared values, religious principles, and codified legal structures, the 
Geez framework provided a common political and moral compass, balancing centralized 
authority with local autonomy. 

This framework was more than a mere administrative tool; it was a civilizational ethos that 
intertwined governance with culture, identity, and spirituality. By fostering a sense of collective 
belonging and purpose, it enabled Ethiopia to maintain its territorial integrity and cultural 
continuity even in the face of external invasions, internal rivalries, and regional pressures. The 
study of this system offers profound insights into how ancient political thought can inform 
contemporary debates on unity, federalism, and national identity in Ethiopia. 

Understanding the Geez civilizational political framework is not merely an academic exercise; 
it is a journey into the intellectual and moral foundations that have historically preserved 
Ethiopia’s cohesion. In examining these principles, one uncovers a timeless blueprint for 
navigating the complex challenges of statecraft, diversity, and unity in a nation that has long 
stood as a beacon of enduring civilization. 

Ethiopia is a land where time leaves traces not only in stone and soil but in the enduring spirit 
of its people. For millennia, this ancient civilization has faced the relentless forces of change—
foreign invasions, internal rivalries, and the temptations of fragmentation. Yet, through it all, 
Ethiopia has survived, not by chance, but by virtue of a remarkable civilizational vision: the 
Geez political framework. 

More than a system of governance, the Geez framework was a living philosophy—a tapestry 
woven from law, morality, religion, and culture. It balanced the authority of kings and councils 
with the autonomy of local communities, creating a shared sense of purpose that transcended 
ethnic and regional differences. It was this framework that preserved unity in diversity, a moral 
compass that guided rulers and citizens alike, and a social contract that nurtured cohesion even 
in turbulent times. 

To understand Ethiopia’s endurance is to understand the genius of Geez civilization—a 
civilization that conceived of politics not merely as power, but as a sacred duty to safeguard 
the collective destiny. In its wisdom lies lessons for our own time: that unity is built not on 
force alone, but on shared values, respect, and a vision that binds a people together across 
centuries. 

Ethiopia’s story is a testament to the power of civilizational governance—a reminder that the 
roots of a nation’s survival often lie in the ideals it cultivates, not merely the borders it defends. 
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Why Agaezi National Union-ANU? 
Former President Barack Obama once remarked that tribal and 
ethnic politics tear nations apart—a principle supported by 
history and social science alike. The Agaezi National Union 
(ANU), as the sole Geez Civilizational Political Framework, 
fully recognizes this truth. ANU firmly rejects all forms of 
tribal, ethnic, and exclusionary politics that weaken social 
cohesion and hinder national progress. Ethiopia today stands 
at a crossroads. The country cannot afford a future shaped by 
narrow identity politics or fragmented sub-national agendas. 
What Ethiopia needs—and what ANU offers, is a 
civilizational vision grounded in unity, continuity, and shared 

historical values. ANU promotes a framework that advances: long-term national cohesion, 
sustainable peace and security, inclusive development, and a unifying Geez civilizational 
identity rooted in shared heritage rather than tribal divisions. This is the pathway to a 
harmonious and prosperous Ethiopia. ANU stands ready to provide such a framework—one 
that transcends fragmentation and leads the nation toward a dignified, stable, and unified future. 
All Ethiopians committed to unity, justice, and civilizational renewal are encouraged to support 
and uplift this vision. 

A civilizational political approach in Ethiopia would: 

• re-anchor governance in shared historical-cultural foundations, 
• cultivate a supra-ethnic national identity, 
• promote a stable constitutional ethos based on common values rather than contested 

ethnic boundaries, 
• strengthen long-term peace, security, and sustainable development. 

This does not erase local identities; rather, it reconfigures them within a broader, cohesive 
historical narrative. The contemporary shift toward ethnic federalism and the proliferation of 
ethnic political parties has introduced: structural fragmentation, competition for resources and 
administrative zones, identity-based political entrepreneurs, cyclical conflict and distrust 
between communities. Scholars often describe this as a regression from civilizational 
continuity to sub-national fragmentation. The academic comparison clearly shows 
that ethnic politics is inherently limited, divisive, and prone to fragmentation, 
while civilizational politics provides a broader, historically grounded, and unifying 
frameworkcapable of supporting long-term peace, cohesion, and national development. 

In states like Ethiopia, rich in millennia-old civilizational heritage, rebuilding political identity 
on a civilizational foundation is not only analytically sound but historically consistent and 
normatively beneficial. 

Ethiopia possesses one of the world’s oldest civilizational traditions, built upon: the Geez 
language and script, shared religious foundations, philosophical traditions, and legal-historical 
continuity stretching millennia. 

This civilizational matrix historically unified multiple peoples under a shared cultural horizon 
while allowing diverse local identities to coexist. 
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1.Abstract 
 This paper examines the distinction between civilizational politics and ethnic politics, 
drawing on the theoretical contributions of Samuel Huntington, Shmuel Eisenstadt, Ernest 
Gellner, Benedict Anderson, and Francis Fukuyama. The analysis argues that Ethiopia—one 
of the world’s oldest continuous cultural formations—should be understood as a Geez 
civilizational state rather than a federation of competing ethnolinguistic groups. While ethnic 
politics fragments societies into micro-identities and generates institutional instability, 
civilizational politics integrates diverse populations within a shared historical, cultural, and 
moral framework. Using Ethiopia as a case study, the paper demonstrates how the adoption of 
ethnic federalism in the late 20th century eroded millennia-old civilizational structures rooted 
in the Geez tradition. The Agaezi National Union (ANU) is presented as a modern articulation 
of a civilizational political framework capable of restoring unity, cohesion, and institutional 
continuity. The paper concludes that Ethiopia’s long-term stability depends on transcending 
divisive ethnic politics and re-grounding itself in its civilizational heritage. 

2.Introduction 
Political identity has emerged as one of the most contested arenas of modern governance. In 
many societies, political mobilization increasingly occurs through sub-national ethnic 
identities, leading to polarization, instability, and institutional collapse. Scholars such as 
Horowitz (1985), Mamdani (1996), and Young (1994) have documented how ethnic politics 
fractures states—particularly in Africa, where colonial and post-colonial structures amplified 
ethnic boundaries as political instruments. In contrast, civilizational politics draws from deep 
historical and cultural continuities that transcend micro-identities. This distinction is not merely 
descriptive but has profound implications for national cohesion, institutional development, and 
peacebuilding. 
Ethiopia presents a unique and revealing case for this theoretical debate. As one of the world’s 
oldest states, with civilizational roots in the Geez language, script, religious traditions, and 
moral philosophy, Ethiopia historically operated as a civilizational polity. Its identity was 
formed not through tribal boundaries but through a shared civilizational narrative stretching 
over three millennia. Yet, in the late 20th century, Ethiopia moved toward an explicitly ethnic 
political system, restructuring the state around ethnolinguistic territories. This shift represents 
one of the most dramatic political realignments in Ethiopian history, and its consequences—
fragmentation, conflict, erosion of national trust—align with predictions found in the works of 
Gellner (1983), Anderson (2006), and Fukuyama (2014). 

This paper argues that Ethiopia’s current crisis is fundamentally a crisis of political identity. 
The shift from civilizational to ethnic politics created a structural mismatch between the 
country’s historical foundations and its modern governance framework. Drawing on 
Huntington’s (1996) notion of “civilizational states,” Eisenstadt’s (2003) theory of “multiple 
modernities,” and Fukuyama’s work on state-building, the paper introduces the concept of the 
Geez Civilizational State as an analytic model for Ethiopia. The Geez civilization, with its 
linguistic, religious, cultural, and philosophical depth, has long served as the integrative force 
uniting Ethiopia across diverse regions and communities. 
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The remainder of the paper advances three major claims. First, ethnic politics in Ethiopia has 
produced predictable patterns of fragmentation, aligning with comparative global evidence. 
Second, civilizational politics—rooted in Geez heritage—is historically authentic and 
structurally more suited to Ethiopia’s long-term stability. Third, a civilizational political 
framework such as that articulated by the Agaezi National Union (ANU) provides a viable 
blueprint for restoring cohesion, institutional continuity, and national dignity. By grounding 
contemporary political analysis within deep civilizational structures, the paper aims to offer a 
pathway toward a more unified and sustainable Ethiopian future. 

3. Conceptualizing Civilizational vs. Ethnic 
Politics 

The distinction between civilizational and ethnic politics has become central to contemporary 
political theory, particularly in the analysis of states with deep historical traditions. While both 
forms of politics deal with collective identity, they differ fundamentally in scale, depth, 
ambition, and the structural effects they produce within a political system. This section outlines 
the conceptual architecture of each, drawing on classical and contemporary scholarship, and 
demonstrates why the distinction is analytically crucial for states like Ethiopia. 

Civilizational Politics vs. Ethnic Politics: An Academic 
Framing 

Conceptual Definitions 
A. Ethnic Politics: Ethnic politics refers to political mobilization, identity formation, or 
governance practices based on narrowly defined ethnolinguistic groups. Its essential features 
include: 

• political parties formed around discrete ethnic constituencies; 
• resource distribution justified on the basis of ethnic belonging; 
• political legitimacy derived from identity rather than institutional performance; 
• political claims framed in zero-sum competition between groups. 

Ethnic politics tends to emphasize difference, exclusivity, territorial enclaves, and 
competitive identity boundaries. It often emerges in contexts where: 

• state institutions are weak, 
• economic scarcity intensifies grievance, 
• political elites instrumentalize ethnicity for power, and 
• shared national imaginaries are under-developed. 

B. Civilizational Politics: Civilizational politics, by contrast, refers to governance frameworks 
rooted in macro-historical cultural continua that transcend sub-ethnic divisions. This 
includes: 

• shared civilizational values, 



 8 

• long-term cultural memory, 
• common ethical and philosophical foundations, 
• inclusive supra-ethnic identities, 
• institutions oriented toward continuity and collective flourishing across generations. 

Civilizational politics draws legitimacy from historical depth and cultural 
universality rather than from ethnic homogeneity. It emphasizes: 

• cohesion over fragmentation, 
• shared heritage over exclusive identities, 
• continuity over episodic conflict, 
• collective destiny over narrow constituency politics. 

Structural Differences Between the Two Models 

1. Scale and Identity Formation: Ethnic politics operates on micro-identities (clan, tribe, 
sub-ethnic group). Civilizational politics operates on macro-identities that encompass 
multiple communities within a broader historical tradition. 

2. Institutional Logic: Ethnic politics tends to fragment state institutions because each group 
demands proportional or exclusive control. Civilizational politics promotes integrative 
frameworks: 

• unified legal and political norms, 
• continuity of cultural and ethical traditions, 
• long-term societal planning unencumbered by rotating ethnic demands. 

3.Conflict Potential: Comparative political science shows that ethnic politics, when 
unchecked, increases the likelihood of: 

• political polarization, 
• secessionist pressures, 
• distributive conflict, 
• political violence. 

Civilizational politics, on the other hand, can reduce conflict by redefining the political 
community in a non-zero-sum manner where belonging is not restricted to bloodline or locality 
but grounded in shared historical-cultural foundations. 

4.Temporal Orientation: Ethnic politics is often short-term and crisis-driven. 
Civilizational politics is long-term, orienting a society toward future generations while 
drawing strength from accumulated civilizational memory. 
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 Empirical and Comparative Examples 
Research in political sociology and comparative state formation indicates the following 
patterns: 

• Ethnically fragmented states (e.g., post-colonial Africa, the Balkans) often struggle 
to achieve sustainable cohesion. 

• Civilizational-state models (e.g., China, Egypt, Persia/Iran, India’s “civilizational 
nationalism,” and medieval Abyssinia) maintain cohesion through overarching 
cultural narratives that transcend sub-group identities. 

Such models function as “identity umbrellas” that unify diverse groups through a deep-
rooted civilizational framework rather than competing ethnic claims. 

3.1 Identity in Political Theory: Scales of Belonging 
Identity has long been recognized as a core determinant of political behavior and state 
formation. Political theorists argue that identity operates on multiple levels—from local kinship 
networks to national and civilizational macro-structures (Fukuyama, 1995; Gellner, 1983). The 
scale at which political identity is activated determines the type of political mobilization that 
emerges and the stability or fragility of institutions that follow. 

Ethnic identity is typically narrow, kin-centered, and bounded by language, ancestry, and 
local mythology. Civilizational identity, by contrast, is broad, culturally expansive, 
historically continuous, and rooted in long-term shared symbolic systems such as scripts, 
religious canon, literary traditions, moral frameworks, and cosmological narratives (Eisenstadt, 
2003). 

Thus, identity is not merely descriptive—it is politically generative. The type of identity that 
dominates political life will shape institutions, political coalitions, and trajectories of 
development. 

3.2 Anderson’s Imagined Communities: From Ethno-
Nationalism to Civilizational Narratives 
Benedict Anderson’s theory of imagined communities (2006) provides a crucial foundation for 
understanding the difference between ethnic and civilizational political constructs. According 
to Anderson: 

• Nations are “imagined” because members will never know most of their fellow citizens. 
• They are “limited” because they are bounded entities. 
• They are “sovereign” because they seek political self-governance. 

Anderson’s analysis shows that national identity is not primordial, but rather built through 
shared experiences, print capitalism, liturgical traditions, and cultural memory. 

Where ethnic politics reduces the “imagined community” to linguistic or tribal units, 
civilizational politics expands it into longitudinal historical communities spanning centuries 
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or millennia. Civilizations imagine themselves not as temporary polities but as historical 
continuums. 

Geez civilization, for example, is an “imagined community” of more than two thousand years, 
held together by: 

• A unique script and literary tradition, 
• A shared sacred canon, 
• Interconnected religious and philosophical institutions, 
• A memory of kingship, law, and moral codes. 

This contrasts sharply with the post-1991 Ethiopian ethnic landscape, where “imagining” is 
fragmented along narrow identities that compete for recognition and territorialization. 

3.3 Gellner’s High Culture vs. Low Culture: The 
Structural Logic of Division vs. Integration 
Ernest Gellner (1983) offers another critical conceptual distinction: the contrast between “high 
culture” and “low culture.” 

Ethnic politics is rooted in: 

• localized “low cultures,” 
• oral traditions, 
• kinship rules, 
• micro-historical memory. 

These forms of identity produce fragmented political spaces because each group feels entitled 
to political exclusivity based on ancestral claims. As Gellner warns, such structures easily fuel 
conflict when politicized. 

Civilizational politics, on the other hand, draws upon: 

• standardized written traditions (“high culture”), 
• shared religious-philosophical systems, 
• supra-local moral codes, 
• expansive cultural institutions such as scriptural schools, monasteries, and literary 

traditions. 

High cultures integrate territories and peoples across large spaces and long time scales. They 
produce political cultures capable of generating centralized institutions and shared legitimacy. 

The Geez tradition—rooted in script, liturgy, chronicle-writing, and a pan-regional intellectual 
network—fits Gellner’s definition of a high culture that transcends ethnic character. 

Thus, the civilizational identity based on Geez heritage possesses integrative power, while 
ethnic identity based on linguistic tribal units is inherently fragmentary. 
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3.4 The Analytical Distinction 
The distinction between civilizational and ethnic politics can be summarized analytically as 
follows: 

Dimension Ethnic Politics Civilizational Politics 
Scale Micro-level Macro-level 
Historical Depth Short-term Millennia 
Institutional Capacity Weak/fragmented Strong/centralized 
Cultural Basis Oral, kin-based Scriptural, literary 
Political Outcome Conflict, competition Integration, continuity 
Temporal Orientation Immediate, reactive Long-term, generational 

This contrast highlights why countries with long historical trajectories—such as China 
(Jacques, 2009), India, Iran, and Ethiopia—function more effectively as civilizational 
states rather than ethnic federations. 

3.5 Relevance to Ethiopia 
The Ethiopian state historically operated through civilizational principles: shared liturgical 
culture, the Geez script, monastic networks, a common legal canon (Fetha Nagast), and a 
unifying narrative of cosmic kingship. These structures align with Huntington’s (1996) 
description of civilizations as “cultural containers” that persist across political regimes. 

The ethnic federal model introduced in the late 20th century attempted to replace this 
civilizational continuity with a shallow mosaic of politicized identities created primarily for 
administrative purposes. Such a transformation created tensions predicted by both Anderson 
and Gellner: the fragmentation of the imagined community and the elevation of local identities 
over civilizational unity. 

Conclusion to Section 3 
Civilizational politics and ethnic politics are not simply alternative political forms—they 
represent competing logics of identity, belonging, and state formation. Drawing upon 
Anderson, Gellner, and contemporary scholars, this section demonstrates that civilizational 
politics generates unity and continuity, whereas ethnic politics undermines institutional 
stability and national cohesion. Ethiopia, with its Geez civilizational heritage, is structurally 
and historically aligned with the former—not the latter. 

4. Civilizational Frameworks: Theoretical 
Foundations 
Civilizational analysis has re-emerged as a major paradigm in global political theory, 
particularly as scholars seek conceptual tools capable of explaining long-term historical 
continuity, cultural cohesion, and macro-level political dynamics. Ethiopia—one of the world’s 
oldest continuous cultural formations—cannot be analytically captured using ethnic or nation-
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state categories alone. Instead, the Geez cultural matrix aligns more closely with global theories 
of civilizational development, especially those articulated by Huntington, Eisenstadt, 
Fukuyama, Jacques, and others. This section outlines the main theoretical contributions from 
these scholars and situates Ethiopia within this intellectual lineage. 

4.1 Eisenstadt and Multiple Modernities: Civilizations as 
Historical Carriers 
Shmuel Eisenstadt’s theory of multiple modernities is foundational for understanding 
civilizations as distinct historical trajectories rather than stages of linear development 
(Eisenstadt, 2003). For Eisenstadt: 

• Civilizations are carriers of unique symbolic programs. 
• These symbolic programs shape social structures, institutions, and models of authority. 
• Modernity emerges through civilizational filters, not against them. 

This means China modernized as Chinese, India as Indian, Islamicate societies as Islamicate, 
and so on. 

Eisenstadt’s Framework Applied to Ethiopia 

Ethiopia’s modern development must also be understood through the Geez civilizational lens, 
which carries: 

• A scriptural-literary canon, 
• A millennia-old moral-legal tradition, 
• A cosmological narrative of sacred kingship, 
• Religious institutions that historically structured the social order. 

Under Eisenstadt’s model, Ethiopia’s modernity was always destined to be: 

• Geez-Informed, 
• Orthodox-monastic-influenced, 
• Historically deep, 
• Culturally cohesive. 

Ethnic federalism is inconsistent with this deeper civilizational program because it is not an 
organic extension of Ethiopia’s symbolic order. Rather, it artificially narrows identity into 
20th-century administrative categories with no historical continuity. 

Thus, Eisenstadt’s work demonstrates that civilizational frameworks—not ethnic constructs—
are the correct analytic and political basis for Ethiopia’s long-term development. 
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4.2 Huntington’s Civilizational Paradigm: Macro-
Identities and Deep Cultural Structures 
Samuel Huntington (1996) introduced the influential argument that the primary fault lines of 
future global conflict and cooperation would be civilizational, not ideological. Civilizations, 
in his definition, are: 

• “The most enduring of human associations,” 
• “Defined by common objective elements” such as religion, language, and traditions, 
• “Maintained through subjective self-identification.” 

Why Huntington Matters for Ethiopia 

Huntington’s civilizational categories—such as Orthodox, Sinic, Hindu, Islamic, Western—
implicitly highlight Ethiopia’s unique placement: 

• Ethiopia belongs to the Orthodox civilizational sphere, 
• but is distinct due to its Geez-based liturgical, linguistic, and scriptural heritage. 

Ethiopia is thus not merely part of a “religious grouping” but represents an 
independent civilizational variant—a status Huntington indirectly acknowledges. Under this 
lens, Ethiopia resembles: 

• China (Confucian-civilizational state), 
• Iran (Persian-civilizational state), 
• India (Indic-civilizational state), 
• Egypt (Pharaonic-Arab civilizational state). 

Each of these polities grounds its identity in a deep historical narrative rather than ethnic 
segmentation. 

Huntington’s theory suggests that any attempt to restructure such civilizational states along 
ethnic lines is inherently destabilizing, as it misaligns political institutions with deep cultural 
structures. Ethiopia’s post-1991 ethnic order therefore contradicts the civilizational identity 
that Huntington describes as essential to long-term stability. 

4.3 Fukuyama on State Capacity, Identity, and 
Institutional Decay 
Francis Fukuyama (1995, 2014) contributes to this debate through his emphasis on: 

• State capacity, 
• Political order, 
• Institutional development, and 
• Identity coherence. 

For Fukuyama, strong states require: 
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• High levels of internal trust, 
• Shared national identity, 
• Long-standing institutional memory, 
• Effective bureaucratic continuity. 

Ethnic politics erodes each of these pillars by: 

1. Replacing national identity with competing sub-identities, 
2. Turning institutions into arenas of ethnic patronage, 
3. Reducing trust and cooperation among citizens, 
4. Undermining bureaucratic neutrality. 

Application to Ethiopia 

Ethiopia’s ethnic federalism created precisely the structural decay predicted by Fukuyama: 

• Fragmentation of national trust networks, 
• Politicized ethnic competition for state resources, 
• Rise of parallel political narratives and incompatible histories, 
• Decline in the legitimacy of state institutions. 

By contrast, a civilizational framework strengthens Fukuyama’s pillars because it unites 
citizens around: 

• Deep historical continuity, 
• Shared symbols, 
• Inter-generational narratives, 
• Broad cultural consensus. 

Geez civilization historically provided this integrative glue, ensuring institutional capacity 
even during periods of political turmoil. 

4.4 The Civilizational State Model: Jacques and 
Contemporary Theory 
Martin Jacques (2009) popularized the concept of the civilizational state, particularly in 
reference to China. Civilizational states possess: 

• Extraordinary historical depth, 
• Long-term cultural and linguistic continuity, 
• Distinctive worldviews, 
• Strong collectivist traditions, 
• Institutional resilience across dynasties and regimes. 

Jacques argues that these states do not fit the Western model of nation-state identity. Instead, 
they operate according to civilizational logic. 
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Ethiopia as a Civilizational State 

Applying Jacques’ framework, Ethiopia exhibits all the characteristics of a civilizational state: 

• A unique script (Geez), 
• A multi-millennial literary and religious tradition, 
• A unified cultural memory despite ethnic diversity, 
• Institutions (monastic, legal, royal) that persisted across centuries, 
• A worldview grounded in cosmological and moral continuity. 

Modern Ethiopia cannot therefore be reduced to a collection of tribes. It must be understood, 
like China or Iran, as a civilization with a state, not a state with a civilization. 

4.5 Synthesis: Why Civilizational Theory Is Required to 
Understand Ethiopia 
Across these theorists, a shared insight emerges: 

Civilizations are long-lasting identity structures that sustain states across centuries. 
Ethnic politics is a short-term administrative construct that destabilizes them. 

• Eisenstadt explains why civilizations endure through symbolic programs. 
• Huntington explains how civilizations shape political conflict and cohesion. 
• Fukuyama explains how identity affects state capacity and institutional decay. 
• Jacques explains why civilizational states require macrohistorical frameworks. 
• Anderson and Gellner explain how communities are constructed over time. 

Together, they provide a rigorous theoretical justification for analyzing Ethiopia as a Geez 
civilizational state, not an ethnic federation. 

Conclusion to Section 4 
Civilizational frameworks offer the most coherent and empirically grounded approach to 
understanding Ethiopia’s past, present, and potential futures. Ethiopia’s identity, institutions, 
and cultural memory are products not of ethnic segmentation but of civilizational continuity. 
The Geez civilizational matrix—through its script, liturgy, history, and moral cosmology—
constitutes the long-term symbolic program that has historically defined Ethiopian statehood. 
The next section will examine how ethnic politics disrupts this deep structure and produces 
fragmentation, instability, and institutional decay. 

5. Ethnic Politics as Fragmentation 
Ethnic politics has been widely recognized by political theorists as one of the most powerful 
sources of state fragmentation, institutional decay, and cyclical conflict—particularly in 
multiethnic or historically civilizational polities. While ethnicity can form part of a society’s 
cultural richness, its politicization produces structural tensions that are difficult to reconcile 
within unified state frameworks. Drawing from comparative political theory and empirical case 



 16 

studies, this section examines the logic of ethnic politics and its predictable effects on 
governance, identity, and long-term national stability, with implications for the Ethiopian case. 

5.1 The Social Construction of Micro-Identities 
Ethnic identity is neither primordial nor static. Scholars such as Anderson (2006), Gellner 
(1983), and Wimmer & Min (2006) show that ethnic identities are socially constructed through 
historical processes such as: 

• colonial administrative classification, 
• selective myth-making, 
• elite-driven narratives, 
• linguistic standardization, 
• and political mobilization. 

Horowitz (1985) emphasizes that the ethnic group becomes politically consequential only when 
political entrepreneurs mobilize it as a basis for resource competition or territorial autonomy. 
Thus, the “ethnic group” is often not a natural unit but a politicized construction. 

Micro-Identities as Tools of Fragmentation 

Micro-identities (ethno-linguistic groups of limited population and cultural depth) 
have narrow political horizons: 

• Their myths of origin are local. 
• Their historical narratives are short. 
• Their political imagination is territorially bounded. 
• Their elites mobilize around relative deprivation. 

This produces a centrifugal political logic: groups compete for recognition, territory, and 
resources, weakening broader national cohesion. 

In states with deep civilizational histories, such as Ethiopia, this micro-identity logic is 
especially damaging because it competes with and undermines the macro-identity that 
previously integrated disparate communities for centuries. 

5.2 Institutional Decay: Fukuyama’s Framework 
Fukuyama (2014) argues that political order depends on: 

1. Strong institutions, 
2. Rule of law, 
3. Impennetrable bureaucratic standards, 
4. Shared national identity, and 
5. Social trust networks. 

Ethnic politics corrodes each of these pillars. 
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1. Bureaucratic Capture 

Ethnic federalism transforms state institutions into ethnic patronage mechanisms: 

• Appointments become ethnicity-based rather than merit-based. 
• Ministries and bureaucracies turn into ethnic fiefdoms. 
• Civil service standards collapse as loyalty supersedes competence. 

This corresponds to Fukuyama’s concept of “patrimonial reversion,” where modern institutions 
devolve into kin-based structures. 

2. Trust Erosion 

Civilizational identity fosters broad trust networks (“radius of trust”), whereas ethnic politics 
reduces trust to co-ethnics. As Fukuyama (1995) explains, societies with low inter-group trust 
experience: 

• reduced economic growth, 
• increased corruption, 
• political instability, 
• and institutional fragility. 

Ethiopia’s ethnic politics has exactly followed this pattern. 

3. Conflicting Narratives of History 

When the ethnic group becomes the primary political unit, historical memory becomes 
fragmented. Competing narratives emerge that: 

• delegitimize shared national history, 
• elevate localized grievances, 
• erase civilizational continuity. 

This produces a “war of histories,” making national reconciliation extremely difficult. 

4. Territorialization of Identity 

Ethnic federalism territorializes identity, creating ethno-administrative boundaries that: 

• align ethnicity with land, 
• transform minorities into “outsiders” in their own country, 
• escalate inter-ethnic tensions into territorial disputes. 

Fukuyama’s theory predicts that this produces recurring cycles of conflict, especially in 
agrarian societies with resource competition. 
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5.3 Political Competition as Zero-Sum Contestation 
Horowitz (1985) explains that ethnic politics often takes the form of “ranked groups,” where 
one group’s gain is perceived as another’s loss. The political arena becomes a zero-sum ethnic 
competition. 

Dynamics of Zero-Sum Ethnic Competition 

• Political parties become ethnic parties. 
• Policies favor co-ethnics. 
• Electoral campaigns mobilize fear of other groups. 
• Violence becomes a bargaining tool. 

Political science literature shows that such systems rarely stabilize without a supranational 
identity (Wimmer & Min, 2006). 

In Ethiopia's case, political actors have mobilized ethnicity not only as an identity but as 
a security narrative, creating a perpetual environment of danger and mistrust. 

5.4 Empirical Case Studies: Africa, Balkans, and the 
Middle East 
Cross-regional examples demonstrate the recurring patterns of fragmentation associated with 
ethnic politics. 

1. Africa 

Mamdani (1996) documents how colonial powers hardened fluid cultural identities into fixed 
ethnic categories. The result was: 

• ethnic clientelism, 
• communal violence, 
• state weakness, 
• identity-based exclusion. 

Post-colonial states such as Rwanda, Nigeria, South Sudan, Côte d’Ivoire, and Democratic 
Republic of Congo repeatedly show that politicized ethnicity is a primary driver of internal 
conflict. 

2. Balkans 

Yugoslavia’s collapse demonstrates how ethnic federalism—initially adopted to manage 
diversity—can facilitate fragmentation. Competing ethnic elites weaponized historical 
grievances, ultimately leading to violent dissolution. 

The parallels to Ethiopia’s ethnic federal system are direct: 

• decentralized ethnic regions, 
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• competing nationalist narratives, 
• incompatible political visions, 
• potential for secessionary conflicts. 

3. Middle East 

Iraq, Syria, and Lebanon illustrate how ethnosectarian politics weakens state capacity. While 
these societies have civilizational histories, modern ethnic or sectarian politics undermines the 
integrative frameworks that previously sustained them. 

The lesson is clear: ethnic politics destroys civilizational states. 

5.5 Mechanisms of Fragmentation in Ethnic Politics 
Ethnic politics fragments states through five mechanisms: 

1. Territorial Fragmentation: Ethnicity becomes tied to land, enabling centrifugal 
movements and secession. 

2. Narrative Fragmentation: Competing histories prevent the formation of national 
identity. 

3. Institutional Fragmentation: Bureaucracies become ethnic enclaves with conflicting 
loyalties. 

4. Economic Fragmentation: Resource allocation becomes politicized along ethnic lines. 
5. Conflict Escalation: Ethnic mobilization increases the probability of violence 

(Wimmer & Min, 2006). 

Ethiopia under ethnic federalism has exhibited all five mechanisms, demonstrating the 
theoretical accuracy of global political science. 

5.6 Why Ethnic Politics Fails in Civilizational States 
In civilizational states—such as China, India, Iran, Egypt, and Ethiopia—identity has 
historically been structured around: 

• shared script or sacred language, 
• long-term memory systems, 
• unified moral-legal traditions, 
• deep religious or philosophical frameworks. 

Introducing ethnic political structures into such societies produces: 

• identity conflict between civilizational and ethnic levels, 
• erosion of the civilizational macro-identity, 
• weakening of the institutions shaped by that civilization. 

For Ethiopia, the Geez civilizational framework provided: 

• unity across diverse linguistic communities, 
• a shared moral and religious order, 
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• continuity of law and kingship, 
• integrative cultural practices. 

Ethnic politics disrupts this framework by replacing civilizational identity with a patchwork of 
micro-identities, each with its own political claims and competing historical narratives. 

5.7 Conclusion to Section 5 
Ethnic politics produces fragmentation because it narrows identity to the smallest political unit, 
turning cultural diversity into political rivalry. Across Africa, the Balkans, and the Middle East, 
ethnic regimes have proven unstable and conflict-prone. Theoretical foundations from 
Anderson, Gellner, Horowitz, Wimmer, and Fukuyama show that ethnic politics inevitably 
undermines state capacity and societal cohesion. 

For Ethiopia—a civilizational state with deep Geez roots—the adoption of ethnic federalism 
represents a profound misalignment with its historical identity structure. The next section 
explores the alternative: civilizational politics as a framework for unity, integration, and long-
term stability. 

6. Civilizational Politics as a Framework for 
National Cohesion 
Civilizational politics offers a structural alternative to the centrifugal dynamics of ethnic 
politics. Unlike systems that rely on fragmented micro-identities, civilizational frameworks 
derive their legitimacy from long historical continuities, shared cultural matrices, and durable 
moral orders (Eisenstadt, 2000; Huntington, 1996). For states with deep cultural foundations—
such as Ethiopia—civilizational models are not only analytically coherent but empirically 
suitable for building societal cohesion and institutional resilience. 

This section outlines the theoretical logic, historical precedents, institutional implications, and 
Ethiopian-specific relevance of civilizational politics. 

6.1 Defining Civilizational Politics 
Civilizational politics can be understood as a political model rooted in: 

1. A macro-identitarian civilizational identity (shared sacred language, literary 
tradition, historical memory). 

2. Long-term continuity of institutions, norms, and values (Eisenstadt, 2000). 
3. Integration through cultural-historical consciousness rather than ethnic-linguistic 

fragmentation. 
4. A shared moral-ethical worldview that provides legitimacy (Bellah, 2011). 
5. A unifying historical narrative binding generations through a sense of common 

destiny. 

In civilizational states, the political community is not defined by ethnicity but by participation 
in a centuries-long cultural system. 
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Such polities tend to possess: 

• durable state structures; 
• stable moral-legal traditions; 
• integrative identity frameworks; 
• strong bureaucratic inertia; 
• and heightened societal resilience (Fukuyama, 2011; Katzenstein, 2012). 

Civilizational Identity vs. Ethnic Identity 

Civilizational Identity Ethnic Identity 
Macro, integrative, trans-ethnic Micro, exclusive, tribal 
Based on shared historical memory Based on descent or localized culture 
Encourages cohesion Encourages political competition 
Long-term continuity Easily politicized and fragmented 
Suited for state-building Often anti-state and secession-prone 

Civilizational politics therefore provides a framework that aligns with historical memory and 
political stability. 

6.2 Theoretical Foundations: Eisenstadt, Huntington, and 
Katzenstein 

Eisenstadt’s “Axial and Post-Axial Civilizations” 

Shmuel N. Eisenstadt (2000) conceptualizes civilizations as: 

• carriers of deep cultural programs, 
• producers of long-term institutional patterns, 
• frameworks for collective memory and moral order. 

Civilizational states, in Eisenstadt’s analysis, are capable of adapting across centuries because 
their identity is not tied to narrow groups but to broad cultural universes. 

Huntington’s “Civilizational Sphere of Identity” 

Samuel Huntington (1996) argues that civilizations represent the largest meaningful units of 
cultural identity short of humanity itself. He writes that: 

“Civilization identity is the most enduring, the most meaningful, and the least likely to 
dissolve.” (p. 43) 

For Ethiopia, the Geez civilizational matrix forms such a sphere. 

Katzenstein’s “Civilizations in World Politics” 

Peter Katzenstein (2012) highlights that civilizational states maintain legitimacy through: 
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• deep continuity of cultural norms, 
• long-range temporal perspectives, 
• integrative values that transcend local differences. 

These frameworks help explain why civilizational forms of identity resist fragmentation even 
in culturally diverse societies. 

6.3 Civilizational States: Comparative Models 
Civilizational states are those whose political identity is inseparable from deep civilizational 
narratives. Examples often cited in political theory include: 

• China (Confucian–Mandarin civilization) 
• India (Indic civilization) 
• Iran (Persian-Iranic civilization) 
• Egypt (Pharaonic–Arab civilizational layering) 
• Ethiopia (Geez civilizational continuum) 

These states share four attributes: 

1. Historical depth reaching into antiquity. 
2. Shared scriptural languages structuring elite and religious cultures (e.g., Sanskrit, 

Classical Chinese, Avestan, Geez). 
3. Civilizational memory institutions (monasteries, courts, chronicles, legal codes). 
4. Capacity to integrate multiple ethnicities into one macro-identity. 

Implications 

The civilizational model provides a logic for unity based on: 

• cultural coherence rather than ethnic homogeneity, 
• shared sacred history rather than territorial division, 
• deep moral traditions rather than contemporary ideologies. 

This makes it particularly suited to societies with long historical trajectories. 

6.4 Geez Civilization as an Integrative Framework 
Ethiopia’s Geez civilization provides one of the world’s oldest continuous cultural matrices, 
rooted in: 

• a classical scriptural language (ግዕዝ), 
• an ancient canon of literature (Kebra Nagast, Fetha Nagast, homiletic and exegetical 

traditions), 
• sustained monastic intellectual networks, 
• a long political genealogy (Aksumite, Zagwe, Solomonic states), 
• shared liturgical and spiritual systems. 

For more than two millennia, the Geez civilizational sphere provided: 
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1. Macro-identity transcending local ethnic variation. 
2. Institutional continuity through the Church, royal courts, monastic schools, and local 

governance. 
3. Common moral worldview guiding law, ethics, and political norms. 
4. Cultural integration across Semitic, Cushitic, and Nilo-Saharan communities. 

Geez Civilization as a Supra-Ethnic Identity 

Scholars such as Kaplan (2014), Levine (1974), and Kaplan & Rubinkowsi (2020) have 
demonstrated that Ethiopian identity historically functioned as a civilizational rather 
than ethnic construct. 

• Geez served as a sacred and literary language across diverse peoples. 
• The Christian kingdom integrated multiple languages and communities into one 

political framework. 
• Local ethnic identities coexisted within a broader civilizational structure. 

Thus, Ethiopia historically operated more like a civilizational state than a Westphalian nation-
state. 

6.5 Why Civilizational Politics Works in Ethiopia 
Civilizational politics aligns with Ethiopia’s historical development for several reasons: 

1. Ethiopia’s identity was always supra-ethnic. 

Ethnic identities existed, but political identity was anchored in: 

• Christianity and the Church, 
• the monarchy, 
• Geez literature, 
• national chronicles, 
• shared cultural practices. 

2. Civilizational cohesion has repeatedly restored the state. 

Historical crises—including invasions, dynastic conflicts, and regional rebellions—were 
overcome not through ethnic coalitions but through civilizational unity. 

3. The most stable periods in Ethiopian history correspond to civilizational 
consolidation. 

Examples include: 

• the Aksumite period; 
• the Zagwe spiritual renaissance; 
• the Solomonic restoration; 
• the Gondarine literary era; 
• the 19th-century centralization under Tewodros, Yohannes, and Menelik. 



 24 

4. Civilizational politics provides a long-term horizon. 

Where ethnic politics thinks in decades, civilizational politics thinks in centuries. 

5. Civilizational frameworks allow pluralism without fragmentation. 

Ethnic diversity is preserved, not politicalized. 

6.6 Civilizational Politics as a Corrective to Ethnic 
Federalism 
Ethnic federalism, as practiced in Ethiopia, created structural incentives for: 

• fragmentation, 
• ethnically aligned militarization, 
• historical revisionism, 
• territorial claims and counter-claims, 
• minority exclusion within ethnic regions. 

Civilizational politics reverses this logic by: 

1. de-territorializing identity, 
2. re-centering shared cultural ancestry, 
3. elevating macro-unifiers over micro-dividers, 
4. building long-range institutions, 
5. reducing ethnic insecurity, 
6. creating conditions for a national social contract. 

The shift from ethnic fragmentation to civilizational unity is not merely normative; it is 
structurally necessary for Ethiopia’s continuity as a polity. 

6.7 Conclusion to Section 6 
Civilizational politics provides a foundational alternative to the destabilizing logic of ethnic 
politics. Grounded in the theoretical work of Eisenstadt, Huntington, Katzenstein, Fukuyama, 
and civilizational-state scholars, this framework offers Ethiopia: 

• a model of unity rooted in deep historical continuity, 
• an integrative identity transcending ethnic divisions, 
• institutions aligned with long-term cultural memory, 
• a basis for sustainable peace and development. 

The Geez civilizational heritage provides the cultural infrastructure necessary for Ethiopia to 
transition from a fragmented ethnic polity to a coherent civilizational state. 
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7. Ethiopia as a Geez Civilizational State 
Ethiopia’s historical development deviates substantially from the nation-state model common 
in the West. Rather than being a product of modern nationalism, Ethiopia emerged through 
millennia of continuous civilizational growth anchored in the Geez linguistic, religious, and 
intellectual tradition. Scholars consistently emphasize that Ethiopia is one of the world’s oldest 
surviving civilizational polities (Marcus, 2002; Kaplan, 2014; Levine, 1974). This section 
examines Ethiopia as a Geez civilizational state and articulates how this identity differs sharply 
from the ethnic-political frameworks that dominate contemporary discourse. 

7.1 The Historical Foundations of the Geez Civilizational 
State 
The Ethiopian polity traces its roots to the ancient kingdom of D’mt (c. 8th century BCE), 
maturing into the Aksumite Empire, which became a major world civilization between the 1st 
and 7th centuries CE (Phillipson, 2012). Aksum’s civilizational markers included: 

• its indigenous Geez script, 
• monumental architecture (stelae, monolithic obelisks), 
• a long-distance commercial network, 
• and early Christianization (c. 325 CE). 

The Aksumite spiritual-intellectual order—rooted in Geez scripture, liturgy, and monastic 
scholarship—became the enduring backbone of Ethiopian identity. 
From the medieval era through the modern period, Geez remained: 

• the sacred language of worship and law, 
• the medium of historical chronicles, 
• the linguistic foundation of the political elite, 
• and the marker of Ethiopia’s civilizational unity. 

This continuous lineage demonstrates that Ethiopia is not a 19th- or 20th-century creation but 
a civilizational state whose identity survived political collapse, dynastic changes, foreign 
invasions, and internal fragmentation. 

7.2 Geez as a Sacred, Literary, and Political Language 
Geez is not merely a language; it is a civilizational system. Its functions can be categorized 
as: 

1. Scriptural Function 

• Geez is the liturgical language of the Ethiopian Orthodox Tewahedo Church. 
• Its scriptural corpus includes the Kebra Nagast, the Fetha Nagast, homilies, hymns, 

saints’ lives, and exegetical works. 
• These texts established Ethiopia’s moral-legal worldview. 
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2. Literary Function 

• From antiquity through the 20th century, all chronicles, royal biographies, and 
ecclesiastical writings were composed in Geez. 

• This created a shared intellectual canon binding different ethnic groups into a 
common historical narrative. 

3. Political Function 

• Geez served as the legitimizing language of kingship and statecraft. 
• Legal codes, treaties, and monastic rules were derived from Geez textual traditions. 

Thus, Geez functioned as the integrative mechanism for Ethiopia’s state formation. 
As Levine (1974) states: “Ethiopia’s unity has historically been a unity of civilization, not of 
ethnicity.” (p. 12). 

7.3 The Ethiopian Orthodox Tewahedo Church as a 
Civilizational Institution 
The Church has been the guardian of Ethiopia’s Geez civilizational identity. Its contributions 
include: 

• preserving the script and canon, 
• educating elites through monastic schools, 
• operating courts and moral-legal systems, 
• maintaining local peace and mediating conflicts, 
• transmitting the civilizational memory across generations. 

As Ephraim Isaac (2013) notes, the Church functioned as: “the custodian of Ethiopia’s 
collective soul.” The monastic network, stretching from Aksum to Lalibela to Lake Tana to 
Gojjam to Tigray, formed a geographically diffuse but culturally unified civilizational 
infrastructure. It is through the Church that Geez civilization endured despite political 
fragmentation. 

7.4 The Fetha Nagast: A Civilizational Legal Tradition 
One component of civilizational identity is a shared legal tradition. In Ethiopia, this tradition 
is embodied in the Fetha Nagast, introduced in the medieval period and adapted into the 
Ethiopian context. 

Its significance includes: 

• providing a unified legal-moral framework, 
• defining kingship, justice, and public ethics, 
• acting as a constitutional text before the modern constitution. 

The Fetha Nagast demonstrates Ethiopia’s reliance on legal civilization rather than ethnic 
customary law as the primary source of legitimacy. 
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7.5 Political Identity Before Modern Ethnicity 
Contrary to modern assumptions, pre-20th-century Ethiopia did not organize its political 
identity around ethnic categories. Instead, identity operated on civilizational lines: 

• Christianity vs. paganism, 
• participation in the Geez sphere vs. outside of it, 
• membership in the imperial polity vs. autonomous local rule. 

Ethnic categorization—such as the post-1991 divisions into “nations, nationalities, and 
peoples”—is a new invention and not part of Ethiopia’s civilizational heritage. 

As Messay Kebede (2011) demonstrates, historically: “Ethiopian communities were not ethnic 
cells but culturally layered identities within a broader civilizational frame” (p. 47). 

7.6 Ethiopia’s Multilingualism and Multi-Ethnicity Within 
Geez Civilization 
One of the most important features of Ethiopian civilization is plurality within unity. 
The Geez civilizational matrix successfully integrated: 

• Semitic-speaking peoples (Tigrinya, Amharic, Gurage), 
• Cushitic-speaking peoples (Agaw, Oromo communities historically incorporated), 
• Nilotic peoples (Nuer, Anuak, Gumuz, etc.), 
• Lowland Afro-Asiatic communities. 

The civilizational identity did not erase ethnic identities; rather, it transcended them through 
shared values and institutions. 

This is similar to: 

• Persian civilization integrating Turkic and Kurdish groups, 
• Indian civilization integrating Dravidian and Indo-Aryan groups, 
• Chinese civilization integrating dozens of ethnicities. 

Ethiopia historically functioned the same way: a civilizational state, not an ethnic federation. 

7.7 What Distinguishes the Geez Civilizational State? 

1. Antiquity: One of the world’s oldest textual and political civilizations. 

2. Script-based unity: Geez provides a cultural anchor across time and across diverse 
peoples. 

3. Religious-moral coherence: The Tewahedo worldview provides a shared moral 
universe. 
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4. State continuity: Despite interruptions, the civilizational identity persisted. 

5. Supra-ethnic political legitimacy: Power historically derived from civilizational 
symbolism, not ethnic dominance. 

6. Deep integrated memory: Shared chronicles, saints’ lives, genealogies, and liturgical 
texts create a multi-ethnic but unified imagination of history. 

These features are precisely what contemporary civilizational theorists identify in China, India, 
and Iran—yet Ethiopia is rarely foregrounded in this discussion. 

7.8 The Disruption: Ethnic Federalism and Civilizational 
Regression 
The shift to ethnic federalism after 1991 represents a break from Ethiopia’s civilizational 
identity, fragmenting: 

1. historical memory, 
2. shared identity, 
3. inter-ethnic cooperation, 
4. cultural continuities, 
5. political legitimacy anchored in civilization. 

This is consistent with Gellner’s (1983) prediction that institutionalizing ethnic identity 
transforms cultural differences into political conflicts. 

Ethnic federalism ruptured the Geez civilizational infrastructure, resulting in: 

• a fragmented imagination of history, 
• territorial ethnicization, 
• ethno-elite competition, 
• conflict over historical narratives, 
• the weakening of national cohesion. 

Thus, the disintegration of civilizational politics is directly correlated with Ethiopia’s 
contemporary fragmentation. 

7.9 Ethiopia’s Civilizational Revival: Why It Matters 
Reviving Ethiopia’s Geez civilizational framework is essential for: 

• restoring national cohesion, 
• rebuilding long-range state institutions, 
• transcending ethnic fragmentation, 
• re-establishing moral-political legitimacy, 
• reconnecting diverse groups through shared cultural inheritance. 

A civilizational state model provides a future-oriented framework grounded in: 
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• history, 
• culture, 
• continuity, 
• unity, 
• institutional memory. 

It is the only model consistent with Ethiopia’s past—and the only viable path for Ethiopia’s 
future. 

7.10 Conclusion to Section 7 
Ethiopia’s identity as a Geez civilizational state is not a romantic reconstruction—it is an 
empirically grounded historical reality supported by extensive scholarship. Its civilizational 
foundations—Geez language, religious canon, monastic networks, legal traditions, and shared 
historical narratives—provided political unity for centuries and can provide the core framework 
for future reconstruction. 

Understanding Ethiopia as a civilizational state challenges the ethnic paradigm and restores an 
integrative, historically consistent model of political identity. 

8. Civilizational Politics vs. Ethnic Politics: 
Implications for Ethiopia 
The preceding section established Ethiopia’s identity as a Geez civilizational state. Section 8 
now examines the theoretical and practical distinctions between civilizational politics and 
ethnic politics, with direct implications for Ethiopia’s governance, stability, and development. 

8.1 Conceptual Distinction 
Civilizational politics refers to a political order structured around shared historical, cultural, 
religious, and institutional frameworks that transcend ethnicity (Huntington, 1996; Eisenstadt, 
2000). Ethnic politics, by contrast, privileges narrow kinship, linguistic, or tribal identities as 
the primary basis for political mobilization and governance (Gellner, 1983; Horowitz, 1985). 

Key Differences 

Aspect Civilizational Politics Ethnic Politics 
Basis of 
Legitimacy 

Shared historical, cultural, 
religious values Kinship, tribe, or language group 

Temporal Horizon Multi-generational, long-term 
vision 

Short-term, factional, contest-
based 

Political Inclusivity Multi-ethnic integration Exclusive, often zero-sum 
Institutional 
Continuity 

Emphasizes cumulative 
achievements 

Frequently disrupts prior 
achievements 

Conflict Mitigation Shared norms and moral codes High potential for inter-ethnic 
conflict 



 30 

Civilizational politics builds unity through continuity, while ethnic politics often produces 
fragmentation through exclusion. 

8.2 Civilizational Politics in the Ethiopian Context 
The Geez civilizational framework historically provided the following stabilizing functions: 

1. Integrative Identity: The use of Geez language, Orthodox religious norms, and shared 
historical narratives integrated multiple ethnicities into a cohesive political space 
(Marcus, 2002). 

2. Institutional Resilience: Monastic, judicial, and royal institutions persisted across 
centuries, ensuring governance continuity beyond dynastic or local disruptions (Levine, 
1974). 

3. Moral Authority: Civilizational legitimacy derived from adherence to ethical and 
religious codes, rather than tribal allegiances (Isaac, 2013). 

4. Conflict Mediation: The civilizational model mitigated intra-societal conflicts by 
offering supra-ethnic frameworks for dispute resolution (Kaplan, 2014). 

In essence, civilizational politics in Ethiopia functioned as a stabilizing, integrative mechanism, 
contrasting sharply with contemporary ethnic federalist policies that institutionalize division. 

8.3 Consequences of Ethnic Politics in Ethiopia 
Since the adoption of ethnic federalism in 1991, Ethiopia has experienced: 

• Heightened ethnic fragmentation (Abbink, 2011) 
• Increased territorial disputes (Young, 1997) 
• Politically motivated violence along ethnic lines (Bereketeab, 2011) 
• Erosion of national institutions and shared civic identity (Clapham, 2009) 

These outcomes align with Huntington’s (1996) thesis: when ethnicity is the primary basis of 
politics, states with deep historical civilizations risk disintegration unless civilizational identity 
is retained as a counterweight. 

8.4 Comparative Civilizational Lessons 
Other multi-ethnic civilizational states provide instructive analogies: 

• China: Maintains ethnic diversity but prioritizes Han-centric civilizational continuity 
and Confucian norms (Eisenstadt, 2000). 

• India: Integrates linguistic and religious diversity under the broader Hindu-Buddhist 
civilizational ethos (Fukuyama, 2014). 

• Japan: Ethnic homogeneity is complemented by centuries of cultural codification, 
creating societal cohesion (Anderson, 1991). 

Ethiopia’s Geez civilizational heritage offers a similarly unifying framework capable of 
transcending short-term ethnic factionalism. 
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8.5 The Case for a Civilizational Political Framework in 
Ethiopia 
A civilizational approach provides several advantages over ethnic politics: 

1. Long-Term Governance: Policies prioritize sustainability and societal continuity 
rather than partisan or ethnic gains. 

2. Inclusive Citizenship: All Ethiopians are incorporated within a shared historical and 
cultural identity, regardless of language or ancestry. 

3. Conflict Prevention: Civilizational norms and shared moral codes reduce the incentive 
for ethnic confrontation. 

4. Institutional Memory: Bureaucratic, legal, and religious systems are preserved rather 
than periodically dismantled with each ethnic ascendancy. 

5. Developmental Cohesion: Resources, expertise, and national projects are protected 
from ethnically driven mismanagement or appropriation. 

8.6 Operationalizing Civilizational Politics in Modern 
Ethiopia 
Implementing a civilizational framework involves: 

• Restoring Geez heritage as a unifying cultural matrix: reinforcing language, 
literature, and historical consciousness. 

• Depoliticizing ethnicity: encouraging governance based on shared civilizational norms 
rather than ethnolinguistic quotas. 

• Integrating moral-legal traditions: drawing on Fetha Nagast and ecclesiastical 
jurisprudence for ethical governance frameworks. 

• Educational Reorientation: revising curricula to emphasize civilizational continuity 
and shared history. 

• Cultural Diplomacy: leveraging Ethiopia’s civilizational legacy as a unifying national 
narrative domestically and internationally. 

Through these measures, Ethiopia can rebuild cohesion while preserving diversity within a 
civilizational framework. 

8.7 Civilizational Politics and Contemporary Policy 
Policymakers, scholars, and civic leaders should recognize that: 

1. Ethnic federalism may provide short-term autonomy but risks long-term fragmentation. 
2. Civilizational frameworks foster durable unity and development. 
3. Governance legitimacy derives more from shared cultural and historical identity than 

ethnic quotas (Marcus, 2002; Kaplan, 2014). 
4. Ethiopia’s long-term survival depends on leveraging Geez civilization as the core 

political integrator. 
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8.8 Conclusion to Section 8 
Ethiopia’s civilizational state model demonstrates that political order rooted in historical, 
cultural, and ethical continuity can outperform ethnic politics in generating societal cohesion, 
institutional resilience, and sustainable development. While ethnic politics fosters 
fragmentation, civilizational politics offers a unifying framework for multi-ethnic societies, 
with the Geez heritage providing a concrete and empirically grounded foundation for 
Ethiopia’s future political stability. 

9. Civilizational Renewal: Returning to Geez 
Foundations 
Civilizational renewal is the deliberate effort to reconnect Ethiopia’s modern political, social, 
and cultural systems with the enduring principles of the Geez tradition. This involves revisiting 
historical wisdom, ethical frameworks, and governance practices that once sustained unity and 
social cohesion. By grounding contemporary state-building in the Geez civilizational ethos, 
Ethiopia can foster resilience, reinforce moral governance, and cultivate institutions that are 
both culturally authentic and practically effective in addressing modern challenges. 

9.1 Collective Memory as State-Building: Collective memory is the 
shared historical consciousness and narrative that binds a society together. In the Ethiopian 
context, preserving and promoting memories of Geez-era laws, achievements, and ethical 
codes strengthens national identity and unity. By embedding these shared memories into 
education, civic discourse, and public policy, Ethiopia can cultivate a sense of belonging and 
continuity that supports long-term state-building and mitigates centrifugal forces of division. 

9.2 Reviving the Geez Intellectual Tradition: The Geez intellectual 
tradition encompasses law, philosophy, theology, literature, and ethical thought that guided 
social and political life in ancient Ethiopia. Reviving this tradition means engaging with these 
ideas not as relics of the past, but as living frameworks for contemporary governance, ethical 
leadership, and cultural policy. Doing so can inspire informed decision-making, reinforce 
moral authority, and ensure that Ethiopia’s intellectual life remains rooted in its civilizational 
heritage while addressing modern challenges. 

9.3 Institutional Design Based on Civilizational Logic: 
Institutions built on civilizational logic are designed to reflect Ethiopia’s historical, cultural, 
and social realities. This includes balancing central authority with local autonomy, ensuring 
fair representation, and integrating moral and ethical norms into governance structures. By 
aligning institutions with the principles that historically preserved unity and cohesion, Ethiopia 
can create sustainable governance mechanisms that are capable of managing diversity, 
preventing fragmentation, and fostering long-term stability. 
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10. Policy Recommendations for a 
Civilizational-State Ethiopia 
Building upon the preceding analyses of Ethiopia’s Geez civilizational heritage, institutional 
structures, and the pitfalls of ethnic politics, this section proposes actionable policy 
recommendations. The aim is to operationalize a civilizational political framework that fosters 
unity, cohesion, sustainable development, and long-term societal stability. 

10.1 Reinforcing Civilizational Identity 
Recommendation: Promote Ethiopia’s Geez civilizational identity as a unifying political and 
cultural framework. 

Rationale: The Geez civilization, encompassing language, religion, ethics, and shared 
historical memory, represents an integrative structure capable of transcending ethnic divisions 
(Marcus, 2002; Kaplan, 2014). Strengthening this identity can prevent the fragmentation 
caused by ethnically based politics. 

Implementation Strategies: 

• National curricula emphasizing Geez history, philosophy, and literature across all 
ethnic groups. 

• Preservation and promotion of historical sites, monastic institutions, and cultural 
artifacts. 

• State-sponsored public media highlighting civilizational achievements, heroes, and 
ethical norms. 

10.2 Institutional Continuity and Integration 
Recommendation: Develop governance systems that prioritize institutional memory and 
cumulative achievements over ethnic or partisan resets. 

Rationale: Civilizational politics thrives on continuity. Frequent restructuring along ethnic 
lines erodes institutional capacity and diminishes policy effectiveness (Huntington, 1996; 
Fukuyama, 2014). 

Implementation Strategies: 

• Reform the civil service to reward merit, historical knowledge, and expertise rather than 
ethnic affiliation. 

• Maintain functional institutions regardless of changes in regional or federal leadership. 
• Establish an independent national archive documenting governance precedents, legal 

codes, and administrative best practices. 
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10.3 Inclusive Governance Beyond Ethnic Quotas 
Recommendation: Shift from ethnic federalism toward civilizationally informed governance 
that integrates all communities under shared legal, political, and moral frameworks. 

Rationale: Ethnic quotas and ethnic-based autonomy can exacerbate competition, distrust, and 
violence (Abbink, 2011; Bereketeab, 2011). A civilizational framework encourages 
governance legitimacy derived from historical and ethical continuity rather than kinship 
affiliation. 

Implementation Strategies: 

• Replace purely ethnolinguistic representation with proportional, competency-based 
representation. 

• Introduce civilizational councils that include religious, historical, and ethical experts to 
advise policy. 

• Develop a national civic oath emphasizing shared heritage, ethics, and social 
responsibility. 

10.4 Ethical and Moral Governance 
Recommendation: Reinforce ethical governance as a central pillar of political legitimacy. 

Rationale: Geez civilizational traditions emphasize moral authority and collective 
responsibility. Governance that disregards ethical norms leads to corruption, social 
disintegration, and loss of public trust (Isaac, 2013; Levine, 1974). 

Implementation Strategies: 

• Embed principles of justice, transparency, and accountability within all governmental 
procedures. 

• Introduce ethical training for civil servants, politicians, and military leadership, 
drawing on traditional civilizational wisdom. 

• Enforce strict legal measures against corruption and nepotism, framed within both 
modern law and civilizational ethical standards. 

10.5 Conflict Prevention and Resolution 
Recommendation: Develop civilizational-based conflict resolution mechanisms to reduce 
inter-ethnic tensions. 

Rationale: Civilizational norms provide shared moral and legal frameworks capable of 
mediating disputes without exacerbating divisions (Kaplan, 2014; Marcus, 2002). 

Implementation Strategies: 

• Establish regional and national mediation councils rooted in civilizational ethics. 
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• Encourage local leaders to use historical precedents and moral codes to resolve disputes 
before they escalate. 

• Integrate traditional peacemaking institutions with modern judicial systems. 

10.6 Economic Development and Resource Integration 
Recommendation: Align economic planning and resource allocation with civilizational goals 
rather than ethnic entitlement. 

Rationale: Ethnic politics often leads to uneven development, duplication of services, and 
resource mismanagement (Clapham, 2009). Civilizational governance ensures that resources 
serve national cohesion and long-term sustainability. 

Implementation Strategies: 

• Design national development plans based on civilizational priorities, historical trade 
networks, and shared infrastructure needs. 

• Integrate multi-ethnic workforce development programs under civilizationally coherent 
standards. 

• Protect strategic resources—cultural, historical, and material—as national assets for the 
collective good. 

10.7 Education and Civic Consciousness 
Recommendation: Implement a comprehensive civic education program that fosters 
awareness of Ethiopia’s civilizational heritage. 

Rationale: Civilizational politics requires informed citizens who understand the ethical, 
historical, and cultural bases of national unity (Anderson, 1991; Eisenstadt, 2000). Education 
reduces susceptibility to divisive ethnic rhetoric. 

Implementation Strategies: 

• Revise curricula at primary, secondary, and tertiary levels to integrate civilizational 
studies. 

• Promote civic engagement programs emphasizing tolerance, historical knowledge, and 
ethical leadership. 

• Encourage interdisciplinary research on Geez civilization and its relevance to 
contemporary governance. 

10.8 International Diplomacy and Cultural Positioning 
Recommendation: Leverage Ethiopia’s civilizational legacy to strengthen its international 
standing. 

Rationale: Civilizational identity enhances diplomatic soft power and attracts partnerships 
based on shared history, culture, and ethical norms (Fukuyama, 2014). 
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Implementation Strategies: 

• Host international conferences showcasing Geez civilization, ethics, and heritage. 
• Collaborate with regional and global institutions to promote civilizational governance 

models. 
• Utilize Ethiopia’s historical continuity to advocate for peace, development, and cultural 

preservation in global forums. 

10.9 Summary of Recommendations 
In sum, operationalizing a civilizational-state framework in Ethiopia involves: 

1. Reinforcing Geez civilizational identity for unity and cohesion. 
2. Ensuring institutional continuity and integrating past achievements. 
3. Promoting inclusive governance beyond ethnic quotas. 
4. Upholding ethical governance as central to legitimacy. 
5. Establishing civilizational-based conflict prevention mechanisms. 
6. Aligning economic development with civilizational priorities. 
7. Implementing comprehensive civic education. 
8. Leveraging civilizational heritage for international diplomacy. 

Taken together, these recommendations offer a roadmap for Ethiopia to transcend ethnic 
fragmentation, preserve historical continuity, and pursue long-term stability and prosperity. 

11. Policy Framework: The Agaezi National 
Union (ANU) 
 
The Agaezi National Union (ANU) represents a forward-looking strategy for national 
governance grounded in Ethiopia’s civilizational heritage. It seeks to unite the country’s 
diverse communities under a shared political, moral, and cultural framework. By drawing on 
Ethiopia’s historical principles of governance, social cohesion, and ethical leadership, the ANU 
aims to build a stable, resilient, and inclusive state capable of overcoming fragmentation and 
fostering long-term development. 

11.1 ANU as a Civilizational Political Framework 

The ANU is not merely a political organization; it is a civilizational framework that integrates 
Ethiopia’s Geez-era political wisdom into modern governance. By combining ethical 
leadership, institutional integrity, and cultural legitimacy, the ANU seeks to ensure that 
political decisions reflect both historical continuity and contemporary needs. This framework 
emphasizes unity, justice, and collective responsibility as guiding principles for governance. 
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11.2 Principles for National Integration 
 
National integration under the ANU relies on shared values, collective memory, and inclusive 
political practices. It prioritizes equitable representation, reconciliation between regional and 
national interests, and the promotion of a common civic identity. By fostering a sense of 
belonging and mutual responsibility, the ANU encourages all communities to participate 
actively in the nation’s development while preserving cultural diversity within a unified state. 

11.3 Replacing Tribal/Ethnic Politics 
 

 The ANU advocates moving beyond tribal or ethnic-based politics, which have historically 
fueled division and instability. Instead, it promotes a civic, civilizational identity where 
political participation is rooted in shared national values and ethical governance. By 
transcending narrow ethnic loyalties, the ANU aims to cultivate a cohesive, stable, and 
forward-looking political landscape that reflects the enduring principles of Ethiopia’s 
civilization. 

12. Implementation Challenges and Risk 
Mitigation for a Civilizational-State 
Ethiopia 
The operationalization of a civilizational political framework in Ethiopia, grounded in Geez 
heritage, presents multiple opportunities for societal cohesion, but it also encounters significant 
challenges. This section identifies potential obstacles and proposes mitigation strategies to 
ensure the effective adoption of civilizational-state governance. 

12.1 Entrenched Ethnic Politics 
Challenge: Ethnic-based federalism and political fragmentation are deeply institutionalized in 
contemporary Ethiopian governance (Bereketeab, 2011; Abbink, 2011). Political elites often 
exploit ethnic loyalties to consolidate power, creating resistance to civilizational integration. 

Mitigation Strategies: 

• Inclusive Dialogues: Facilitate structured national dialogues with all ethnic groups 
emphasizing shared civilizational heritage. 

• Institutional Incentives: Introduce rewards for cross-ethnic cooperation and penalties 
for divisive politicking. 

• Public Education Campaigns: Educate citizens about the long-term societal costs of 
ethnic factionalism using historical and civilizational narratives. 
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12.2 Resistance from Regional Elites 
Challenge: Regional elites may perceive civilizational centralization as a threat to their 
political autonomy and patronage networks (Clapham, 2009). This resistance could manifest 
in administrative obstruction or open political opposition. 

Mitigation Strategies: 

• Power-Sharing Mechanisms: Design federal structures that allow for regional 
participation while maintaining overarching civilizational coherence. 

• Capacity Building: Train regional leaders in civilizational governance principles and 
conflict resolution. 

• Gradual Integration: Phase in reforms incrementally to reduce perceived threats and 
allow adaptation. 

12.3 Public Perception and Legitimacy 
Challenge: Shifting from ethnic politics to a civilizational framework may be misunderstood 
by the public as exclusionary or elitist (Huntington, 1996). Misperceptions could undermine 
legitimacy and spark social unrest. 

Mitigation Strategies: 

• Nationwide Civic Education: Promote the values of Geez civilization as inclusive, 
emphasizing moral, cultural, and historical foundations that benefit all groups. 

• Participatory Policy Design: Engage grassroots organizations, community elders, and 
youth in reform processes. 

• Transparent Communication: Use media campaigns to clarify objectives, highlight 
benefits, and address concerns. 

12.4 Institutional Capacity Limitations 
Challenge: Ethiopia’s bureaucratic and administrative structures often suffer from capacity 
gaps, corruption, and inefficiency (Fukuyama, 2014). Effective civilizational governance 
requires competent institutions capable of sustained policy implementation. 

Mitigation Strategies: 

• Meritocratic Civil Service Reform: Recruit and promote officials based on expertise, 
ethical integrity, and commitment to national cohesion. 

• Monitoring and Evaluation Systems: Establish mechanisms to track policy outcomes 
and adapt strategies in real time. 

• International Collaboration: Partner with global institutions and neighboring 
countries for technical assistance and knowledge transfer. 
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12.5 Historical Grievances and Collective Memory 
Challenge: Historical conflicts, including the legacy of imperial centralization, ethnic 
marginalization, and civil war, generate mistrust that may hinder civilizational integration 
(Marcus, 2002; Kaplan, 2014). 

Mitigation Strategies: 

• Truth and Reconciliation Processes: Develop forums to acknowledge past injustices 
and create collective narratives emphasizing unity. 

• Cultural Commemorations: Use national holidays, museums, and public lectures to 
celebrate shared Geez heritage. 

• Educational Integration: Teach historical grievances in a balanced way while 
highlighting civilizational resilience and continuity. 

12.6 Economic and Resource Challenges 
Challenge: Economic disparities and unequal access to resources along ethnic lines can 
exacerbate resistance to a civilizational governance model (Clapham, 2009). 

Mitigation Strategies: 

• Equitable Development Programs: Allocate resources based on civilizational 
priorities rather than ethnic lobbying. 

• Infrastructure Integration: Invest in cross-regional infrastructure projects that 
promote shared economic benefits. 

• Incentives for Cooperation: Provide economic incentives for inter-ethnic 
collaboration in business, education, and governance. 

12.7 Security and External Threats 
Challenge: Ongoing conflicts and external interference may destabilize efforts to consolidate 
a civilizational political framework (Bereketeab, 2011). 

Mitigation Strategies: 

• Integrated Security Strategy: Combine national defense with community policing 
and local conflict resolution guided by civilizational principles. 

• Regional Diplomacy: Strengthen relationships with neighboring states based on 
historical, cultural, and civilizational ties. 

• Early Warning Systems: Monitor potential flashpoints and mobilize mediation before 
escalation. 

12.8 Summary 
The transition to a civilizational-state model requires careful management of: 

1. Deep-rooted ethnic and political divisions 
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2. Resistance from regional elites 
3. Public legitimacy and perception 
4. Institutional capacity constraints 
5. Historical grievances 
6. Economic inequalities 
7. Security vulnerabilities 

Mitigating these challenges involves a combination of inclusive dialogue, civic education, 
meritocratic governance, economic equity, conflict resolution mechanisms, and strategic 
diplomacy. By addressing these challenges proactively, Ethiopia can leverage its Geez 
civilizational heritage as the foundation for long-term unity, cohesion, and sustainable 
development. 

A Normative Model for Ethiopia’s Future 
 A normative model for Ethiopia’s future provides a vision of governance, social organization, 
and development rooted in the country’s historical, cultural, and civilizational heritage. It 
serves as a guiding framework for building a resilient, unified, and prosperous nation by 
aligning political, social, and economic structures with values that have historically preserved 
Ethiopia’s cohesion. This model emphasizes the interdependence of unity, peace, and strong 
institutions as the pillars of sustainable nation-building. 

Inclusivity: Civilizational politics includes all communities under a shared cultural horizon. 

Stability: It offers long-term nationalist cohesion, as Huntington notes civilizations outlast 
political systems. 

Institutional Capacity: Fukuyama’s criteria for strong states align with the requirements 
of civilizational politics. 

Peace-Building: Ethnic competition becomes less relevant when identity is defined at a 
broader, deeper level. 

 Unity and Social Cohesion: Unity and social cohesion are the foundation of a stable and 
resilient Ethiopia. Achieving this requires fostering a shared national identity that respects and 
embraces cultural, ethnic, and religious diversity while promoting common values and 
collective responsibility. By cultivating a sense of belonging and mutual trust, the nation can 
mitigate internal divisions, strengthen social bonds, and ensure that all communities contribute 
to and benefit from national progress. 

Peace, Stability, and Development: Peace and stability are prerequisites for meaningful 
development. By addressing sources of conflict, promoting inclusive dialogue, and upholding 
justice, Ethiopia can create an environment conducive to economic growth, social progress, 
and human development. Stability enables the effective implementation of policies, long-term 
planning, and national projects, ensuring that development efforts are sustainable and broadly 
beneficial. 
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 Institutional Reconstruction: Institutional reconstruction involves rebuilding political, 
administrative, and social structures to reflect both Ethiopia’s historical strengths and 
contemporary challenges. Strong, accountable, and transparent institutions are critical for 
upholding the rule of law, managing diversity, and ensuring equitable governance. By 
designing institutions that are responsive to citizens’ needs and aligned with the nation’s 
civilizational ethos, Ethiopia can create a governance system capable of sustaining unity, 
stability, and development over the long term. 

ANU is a civilizational political framework, not an ethnic or tribal organization. 
• We do not endorse divisive mechanisms or narrow political movements. 
• Our mission is to cultivate a unifying Geez civilizational identity, shared cultural continuity, 
ethical leadership, and societal resilience. 
• When we advocate restraint, unity, or constructive engagement, our motivation is the 
preservation of collective coherence, not the pursuit of power mongering partisan advantage 
on the blood of innocent lives. 
• Our commitment is to the long-term wellbeing, dignity, and civilizational 
continuity of the Greater Geez (Agaezi) peoples—across all regions and borders. 
  Let me add a critical message to all Members of the Agaezi National Union (ANU) and our 
supporters using this opportunity:Brothers and Sisters of the Greater Geez (Agaezi Nation, 
Geezawit Ethiopia), Rise with pride and purpose! We are the children of Geʽezawit Ethiopia 
— heirs to one of the world’s oldest written, spiritual, and civilizational traditions. Our calling 
is sacred: to rebuild the pillars of our identity, to restore our sovereignty of mind, language, 
culture, history, civilizatio and destiny. Each of us carries the torch of five eternal pillars — 
the foundation of the reborn Geʽezawit Ethiopia: 

1. The Script of Geʽezawit Ethiopia : The divine alphabet of our ancestors, symbol of 
literacy, sacred speech, and national identity. It is not ink on parchment; it is the soul 
of a civilization. Through the revival of our script, we reclaim our voice. 

2. The System of Administration of Geʽezawit Ethiopia : Governance rooted in justice, 
wisdom, and community, where leadership serves, not rules. We rebuild a system 
inspired by ancient integrity, modern efficiency, and moral clarity. 

3. The History and Narrative of Geʽezawit Ethiopia : Our story is not written by others. 
It is written by us. We preserve the memory of Dʿmt, Adulis, Aksum, Lalibela, Shewa, 
Gonder and the Greater Geez line,  and we tell it with truth, pride, and vision for 
tomorrow. 

4. The Sea of Geʽezawit Ethiopia : The open waters of trade, knowledge, and 
connection, the Red Sea and beyond. We remember that our ancestors were not 
landlocked in spirit; they were navigators of faith, culture, and commerce. Our destiny 
is again to look outward with confidence and unity, eventually restoring both sides of 
our Red Sea essential for global trade, diplomacy and security. 

5. The Public National Constitution of Geʽezawit Ethiopia : A covenant between 
people and destiny,  justice, equality, and faith woven into one sacred charter. We shall 
shape a public national constitution that protects our values, culture, heriatges, our 
language, and our freedom. 

Members of ANU, your work is the continuation of Aksum’s greatness, of Yared’s melody, of 
Makeda’s wisdom.Stand tall. Organize. Write. Build. Lead. The spirit of the Agaezi people 
flows through you. Let our movement be disciplined in work, unbreakable in faith, and 
unstoppable in unity. Let every meeting, every word, every action lift Geʽezawit Ethiopia 
closer to its renewal. One Script. One Civilization. One Destiny. Agaezi National Union 
(ANU), “For the Restoration of Geʽezawit Ethiopia,Faith, Script, and Sovereignty.” 
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13. Conclusion and Prospects for a 
Civilizational-State Ethiopia 
The analysis presented in this study has sought to examine the theoretical foundations, 
historical context, and practical implications of adopting a civilizational political framework 
for Ethiopia, grounded in Geez heritage. Drawing upon the insights of scholars such as 
Huntington (1996), Eisenstadt (2000), Gellner (1983), Anderson (1991), and Fukuyama 
(2014), this paper highlights the limitations of ethnic-based politics and emphasizes the 
potential for a civilizational-state to foster unity, stability, and sustainable development. 

13.1 Synthesis of Findings 
1. Historical Continuity as a Source of Legitimacy: The Geez civilization offers a rich 

historical and cultural foundation for constructing national cohesion. Unlike 
fragmented ethnic-based systems, civilizational frameworks derive legitimacy from 
shared heritage, values, and collective memory (Eisenstadt, 2000). Ethiopia’s longevity 
and resilience as a polity are rooted in these civilizational continuities, which include 
language, religion, governance practices, and cultural norms. 

2. Ethnic Politics vs. Civilizational Governance: Ethnic-based political mobilization, as 
observed in Ethiopia’s contemporary federal structure, fosters division and competition 
for resources (Bereketeab, 2011; Abbink, 2011). Civilizational governance, in contrast, 
emphasizes shared identity and cooperative problem-solving, reducing the zero-sum 
logic inherent in ethnic politics (Huntington, 1996; Fukuyama, 2014). 

3. Institutional Capacity and Knowledge Integration: A successful civilizational-state 
requires institutions that integrate historical knowledge with contemporary expertise. 
Practical wisdom, informed by the experiences of artisans, scholars, and leaders 
throughout Ethiopian history, must complement technical and bureaucratic 
competencies to achieve sustainable governance outcomes (Gellner, 1983; Fukuyama, 
2014). 

4. Cultural Values as Governance Instruments: Geez ethical and cultural norms—such 
as respect for elders, collective decision-making, and social decency—can serve as 
normative guides for governance, conflict resolution, and political accountability 
(Marcus, 2002). Civilizational governance operationalizes these values to mitigate 
social fragmentation and strengthen national identity. 

5. Challenges and Strategic Pathways: The transition toward a civilizational framework 
faces entrenched ethnic politics, regional resistance, historical grievances, economic 
disparities, and institutional limitations (Clapham, 2009). However, these challenges 
are not insurmountable. Strategic measures, including inclusive dialogue, civic 
education, institutional reforms, economic integration, and cultural revitalization, can 
enable Ethiopia to move toward sustainable civilizational-state governance. 

13.2 Policy Implications 
1. National Unity Through Heritage-Based Governance: Policymakers should 

emphasize Ethiopia’s civilizational heritage as a unifying factor in national 
policymaking and public communication. Highlighting shared values and historical 
achievements can counteract ethnic polarization. 
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2. Institutional Reforms for Cohesive Governance: Civil service reform, merit-based 
appointments, and capacity-building programs are essential to operationalize 
civilizational governance. Institutions should be evaluated not only for efficiency but 
also for their alignment with ethical and cultural principles. 

3. Education and Cultural Transmission: Curricula at all educational levels must 
incorporate Geez history, ethics, and governance practices to cultivate a population 
capable of participating in civilizational-state governance. Civic education should 
balance historical awareness with skills for contemporary problem-solving. 

4. Conflict Prevention and Risk Management: Mitigating ethnic tensions and regional 
rivalries requires proactive conflict resolution, truth and reconciliation mechanisms, 
and community engagement strategies. These measures ensure that civilizational 
governance is inclusive rather than coercive. 

5. International Positioning and Geopolitical Awareness: A civilizational-state 
Ethiopia should adopt foreign policy strategies that reflect its historical identity and 
cultural strengths, while engaging constructively with regional and global actors 
(Anderson, 1991; Fukuyama, 2014). 

13.3 Prospects for Ethiopia 
The prospects for a civilizational-state Ethiopia are grounded in historical continuity, cultural 
resilience, and strategic governance innovation. By integrating Geez heritage with modern 
institutional practices, Ethiopia has the potential to: 

• Build sustained national unity and social cohesion 
• Foster equitable economic and human development 
• Mitigate the destabilizing effects of ethnic factionalism 
• Strengthen Ethiopia’s regional and global influence 

Adopting a civilizational framework does not negate the value of pluralism; rather, it provides 
a unifying lens through which diversity can coexist with shared purpose and collective 
progress. This approach aligns with Huntington’s (1996) emphasis on civilizational identity, 
Eisenstadt’s (2000) notion of multiple modernities, and Anderson’s (1991) insights into 
imagined communities. 

13.4 Conclusion 
Ethiopia stands at a crossroads where the continuation of ethnic politics risks fragmentation, 
conflict, and developmental stagnation. The adoption of a civilizational political framework, 
rooted in Geez heritage and informed by global theoretical perspectives, offers a scientifically 
grounded, historically resonant, and ethically robust alternative. This model prioritizes unity 
without erasing diversity, continuity without stifling innovation, and shared values without 
suppressing local agency. 

By embracing civilizational-state governance, Ethiopia can chart a sustainable path toward 
peace, cohesion, and prosperity, ensuring that future generations inherit a nation strengthened 
by its heritage, resilient in its institutions, and united in its collective vision. 

Integrating the insights of Huntington, Eisenstadt, Gellner, Anderson, and Fukuyama, the 
academic consensus suggests: 
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• Ethnic politics fragments; 
• Civilizational politics integrates. 

For a multi-millennial state such as Ethiopia—with profound Geez civilizational roots—the 
civilizational framework is historically authentic, analytically sound, and normatively superior. 

Ethiopia, one of the world’s oldest civilizations, has endured centuries of challenge and change. 
Its survival is not merely a matter of geography or arms, but the genius of the Geez 
civilizational political framework. This system—rooted in law, morality, religion, and shared 
values—balanced central authority with local autonomy, fostering unity amid diversity. 

Far more than governance, Geez was a civilizational ethos: a moral and cultural compass that 
guided rulers and citizens, preserved cohesion, and safeguarded the nation from fragmentation. 
It demonstrates that a society’s strength lies not only in its power, but in the principles it 
upholds. 

To study the Geez Civilizational framework of the Agaezi National Union- ANU Political Party 
is to glimpse the wisdom that allowed Ethiopia to remain whole when many civilizations 
fractured, a timeless blueprint for unity, resilience, and the enduring spirit of a people. 
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