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An Analysis of the Failure of Sudan’s

Nation — state Building

Wang Meng

Abstract: The main symbol of the failure of Sudan’s nation - state building is
the North — South separation in 2011. There are many reasons for such situation. First
of all Sudan was a closed and backward society for a long time; it also lacked the
practice of unification and the support of the public. Egypt’ s governance that aimed
at predatory conquest brought a deep hatred and painful memories on the relationship
between south and north Sudan. Sudanese Arabian Muslim elite regarded Egypt as
the window to observe the world but they did not run the national framework left by
the British effectively. Sudanese government failed to ease political and class conflicts
by using the welfare or social security system after independence. Meanwhile —as glo—
balization has brought new characteristics of the times the Sudanese government can
not reduce social conflict by using the armed violence monopolized legally. Sudan fi—
nally split under the joint action of internal and external factors. After separation
both Sudan and South Sudan are facing the task of Nation — state building.

Key Words: Nation — state Building; Sudan; South Sudan
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