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internal and external information, gathered funds, for example by organising lotteries Negotiating borders: conflicting memories of

and organising Lotta and White Guard events and fetes. This section later had more World War Il participants in Lithuania
diversified tasks, for example working as army secretaries, telephone operators and enemy

aeroplane spotters. ] ) _ ..
4 In the late 1920s and the early 1930s Finland experienced a surge of right-wing Irena Sutiniene

radicalism, which turned into so-called Lapuanliike (the Lapua Movement). Its activi-

ties culminated in the Mintsili rebellion. Several hundred White Guardists interrupted

a socialist meeting and gave the government an ultimatum including, for example, the Ab'stract. The chapter explores the memory s?rategies emPloyed by Lithu-
demand that the Social Democratic Party should be abolished. anian war veterans at the level of communicative memory in order to cope

Since there were thousands of armed White Guardists around the country, the situ- with issues perceived as problematic or conflicting in present contexts of
ation was serious. Challenging the government was a mistake, which ended the Lapua remembrance culture. Based on the analysis of oral history narratives of three

Movement. The government and President Svinhufvud, a well-respected conservative
politician, decided to use the law against subversive activity against the rebels. The situ-

ation calmed down after Svinhufvud’s famous radio speech asking people to go home.

groups of war veterans, the chapter reveals how on the level of communicative
memory, on the one hand, problematic issues of war memory are negotiated

Public opinion also turned against the radicals. The rebels were convicted and the Lapua 2 mlltlgated, and, on thf; f)ther hand, .how the TREMArY of SRImALE War
Movement was abolished. Its leaders founded the small right-wing party Patriotic People’s experience expressed at this level may impede t:esolutlon of contradictions.
Front (Fi. Isinmaallinen kansanliitto, IKL). Analysis reveals the importance of strategies of victimisation and apology-

forgiveness rituals in overcoming contradictory issues of war memory and
resolution of memory-based conflicts among war participants.

Introduction

After the re-establishment of the independence of Lithuania, the memory of
World War IT was among the intensively contested issues on both public and pri-
vate levels of memory. In spite of the long temporal distance, this event remains
among the most important events in the collective memory of Lithuanians.
According to empirical representative research, it takes second place after the
events of regaining independence in 1990 (Sutiniené 2008, 116). Apart from the
‘return’ of old conflicts silenced or suppressed during the Soviet period, new
dilemmas also emerged in the assessment of diverse groups’ war experience
in the new contexts of dominant national narratives as well as of European and
global memory discourses. Among the ‘old’ issues that post-Soviet society had
to face were memories of the Holocaust and Lithuanian participation in it, and
the memories of wartime conflict between Poles and Lithuanians, based on pre-
war territorial disputes. Debates on these issues permeated the entire sphere of
Lithuanian-Jewish and Lithuanian-Polish relations. Another group of problems,
which particularly concerned the level of individual and collective remembrances
of participants in the war on both Soviet and Nazi German sides, relates to the

A Kannike &M. TasaTeds) (2016 The?wmmics of Cultural Borders. Ap;_)roaclg to Culture
Theory 6, 169-188. University of Tartu Press, Tartu.
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dominant Lithuanian national narrative of Soviet occupation and its opposition
to the former Soviet narrative of the Great Patriotic War. The dominant European
remembrance discourses also exert influence on public and private levels of war
memory, although their contradictions to the post-Soviet national narratives are
decreasing with the emergence of transnational perspectives on the war, which
have challenged national discourses of victimhood as well as traditional West-
ern perceptions of the war (Hackmann 2009, 167). Although the dominant war
narrative in Lithuanian memory culture is becoming less contested, this event
remains the source of contradictions and conflicts at the level of communicative
memory for diverse groups.

The aim of this chapter is to explore memory strategies applied by the mem-
bers of these diverse communities of war participants in order to avoid contra-
dictions and problems at the level of communicative memory. The chapter is
based on analysis of the oral history narratives of three groups of World War
IT participants whose memories are problematic in contemporary contexts of
Lithuanian remembrance culture and/or global memory discourses. The chapter
also contributes to the research on the complex and dynamic interaction between
cultural, communicative and individual levels of memory by revealing how bor-
ders and contradictions created by dominant narratives of memory cultures are
negotiated at the level of the communicative memory of groups of war veterans.

Definitions, data, methods

According to information presented in historiography, approximately 140,000
Lithuanian inhabitants participated directly in World War I1. More than 100,000,
mainly in 1944-1945, were called into the Red Army (3000 of them fought under-
ground). About 20,000 Lithuanians were involved on the side of Nazi Germany
in diverse military, police and paramilitary units. About 10,000 people were
in the Palish resistance and approximately 5000 Lithuanians belonged to units of
underground resistance, which fought against the Nazis (Nikzentaitis 2011, 392).

There are two main areas of contested or conflicting memories of World
War I at the level of the communicative memory of diverse “communities of
memory” (groups connected by a sense of bonding through common memory of
shared experience; Irwin-Zarecka 1994, 47-48) in Lithuania: ethnic group memo-
ries (also linked to ethnic identity and national memory narratives) and war
participant memories held by those who fought on different sides (NikZentaitis
2011, 388-389). Disagreements between ethnic group memories are generally
expressed in the memories of veterans of the Polish Home Army and veterans of
the Lithuanian Territorial Defence Force, of which the latter was created in 1944
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to support the Nazis and fight against the Red Army in Lithuanian territory. Both
forces fought against each other at the end of the war in a conflict that was based
on a pre-war territorial dispute in the Vilnius region. Memories of those who
fought on the side of the Red Army - veterans of the Red Army’s 16th Lithuanian
Rifle division - are also problematic in the context of the dominant culture of
remembrance. This group’s memories directly express the contradiction between
the dominant Lithuanian narrative of Soviet occupation and their experiences,
which were formerly interpreted within the framework of the Soviet Great Patri-
otic War narrative. In the context of dominant national narrative, members of
anti-Nazi resistance and of the Lithuanian Territorial Defence Force represent
fighters for Lithuanian independence, while for members of the Red Army the
role of ‘occupants’ was sometimes attributed a priori (op cit, 393).

Communicative memory here is defined according to Jan Assmann: as his-
tory and recent past presented in the framework of autobiographical memory,
transmitted in the form of the informal traditions and genres of everyday com-
munication and encompassing the time horizon of three or four interacting gen-
erations (2008, 117, 126).

The theoretical and methodological framework for the analysis of veterans’
memory strategies is mainly based on (1) the insights of John Tunbridge and
Gregory Ashworth into the strategies of managing traumatic memory (the “herit-
age of atrocity”) as a resource of conflict, (2) the insights of Aleida Assmann into
the narratives of victimhood as a resource of positive group identity in contem-
porary culture of remembrance of traumatic events, and (3) Thomas J. Scheft’s
theory on the emotions of pride and shame as mechanisms generating both
social conflict and social cohesion (Tunbridge & Ashworth 1996; Assmann 2006;
Scheff'1994).

Aleida Assmann defines the present contexts of remembrance of traumatic
events creating a framework for interpretation of the war memories of particular
collectives as the “post-traumatic era’, where, in contrast to heroic interpretations,
moral criteria prevail and the central positive value is ascribed to the passive
victim (2006, 80-81). This fundamental shift of memory paradigm is manifested
in various forms, among them through the ‘individualising’ and ‘anthropologis-
ing’ tendencies in war memory cultures; it is demonstrated, inter alia, in the
representations of wars in European museums, where war is approached from the
perspective of the individual human being. From this perspective, the political
and moral categories of conquerors, defeated heroes, and friends and enemies
are relativised, presenting all individuals as war victims (Wahnich 2008, 43-56).

The acknowledgement of crimes and traumas alongside heroic deeds also
changes the legal consciousness of societies and determines a victimological
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identity policy of collective actors; competing narratives of victimisation become
a characteristic feature of contemporary memory of traumatic historical events
(Assmann 2006, 74-77). The status of victim creates a positive collective identity,
whereas guilt implicates its destruction (op cit, 81). The strategy of victimisation
(the self-identification of a group, or of an individual, as victim) is considered as
one of the most successful strategies for coping with the problems of traumatic
memory on political, moral and psychological levels (Tunbridge & Ashworth
1996, 106-108; Scheft 1994, 61). However, the moral criteria of interpretation
create new problems for the memory of traumatic events: the status of passive
victim also implies the responsibility of perpetrators creating “traumas of guilt”
(Assmann 2006, 99); moral criteria may also recast heroes as perpetrators of
atrocities, or winners as losers (Tunbridge & Ashworth 1996, 108).

Other strategies are employed to manage perpetrators’ memory, among which
deliberate amnesia is a popular defensive strategy (Tunbridge & Ashworth 1996,
109). This approach can help to resolve the memory conflicts, and forgetting
may ‘heal’ some ‘wounds of war} although this strategy has no ‘healing’ power
in cases of exploitation, dehumanisation and the extermination of innocent peo-
ple (Assmann 2006, 78). The memories of those who have persecuted are also
interpreted according to the strategy of demonization, limiting blame to a specific
group that can be demonised as solely guilty (thereby exonerating the rest), while
the strategy of relativisation reflects efforts to relativise responsibility (“all were
involved’, etc.) (Tunbridge & Ashworth 1996, 108-110).

However, attribution of the status of passive victim to nations, groups and
individuals is complex in many cases (Tunbridge & Ashworth 1996; Assmann
2006). 'This complexity is especially inherent in war memories in which “reduc-
ing all humanity to the twin roles of victim and perpetrator” contains many
complexities and biases (Tunbridge & Ashworth 1996, 99). In war memories,
the same actors are often defined as ‘victims’ and ‘villains’ while the definitions
of ‘winners’ and ‘losers, as well as of the limits of atrocity and guilt, might also
be ambivalent (Assmann 2006, 65-78; Tunbridge & Ashworth 1996, 99). In the
memories of war veterans from the Baltic countries, the categories of ‘friends’ and
enemies, ‘winners’ and ‘losers, ‘victims” and ‘persecutors’ are complicated and
ambivalent due to the historical situation of complex intertwining between two
occupations and the hopes held by Baltic people to regain independence. In this
case war participants have often been forced to make difficult choices “between
bad and worse” (Koresaar 2011, 10-16).

Memory conlflicts, especially identity based ones, include a strong emotional
dimension (Tint 2010, 246-247). The memories of those who participated in war
are strongly connected to categories such as ‘winners” and ‘losers, and therefore
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emotions of shame and pride, as revealed in the sociological theory of emotions
by Thomas Schett, are significant for these memories. According to Schefl, feel-
ings of pride arise with achievements, success, and acceptance, whereas shame
emerges from failures and rejection (1994, 53). Acknowledged and unacknowl-
edged shame generate different social effects: “Acknowledging shame helps
connect parties; admission of feelings of weakness or vulnerability can build
solidarity and trust” (op cit, 61), whereas unacknowledged shame leads to con-
flict (op cit, 54). Scheft also explores the psychological and social outcomes of
public apologies, in which the role of acknowledgement and “authentic feelings
of sorrow, regret, remorse, and responsibility” for the success of these actions
is revealed (op cit, 54-56). Psychological mechanisms for the construction of
positive identity based on the status of victim are also revealed in this theory:
ascribing victimhood to oneself compensates for the shame of failure because
it gives, for a “sinless loser” (innocent victim), a feeling of moral superiority over
a “sinful winner” (aggressor or perpetrator). Recognition of the victims’ unjust
suffering restores their dignity (op cit, 61).

Communicative memory as an arena of expression of war memory creates
preconditions for both the generation of conflicts and their resolution. In contrast
to memory culture, in which political aims and values prevail, in communicative
memory moral values are more important (Jordanova 2000, 162). The traumatic
character of war experience is another source of conflicting issues within the
communicative memory of war participants: historians can agree, but for the
bearers of traumatic experience memories it is more difficult to agree (Frei 2004,
22). However, there are also preconditions for the mitigation of contradictions
at the level of communicative memory due to the aforementioned ‘individualis-
ing’ and ‘anthropologising’ tendencies, which contribute to the depoliticisation
of war memory.

‘The oral history narratives of members of three war veterans’ organisations are
analysed in this chapter: veterans of the Polish Home Army, the Lithuanian Terri-
torial Defence Force and the 16th Lithuanian Rifle Division of the Red Army. The
analysis is aimed at an exploration of the discursive strategies employed by these
groups in order to resolve their war memory issues (perceived as problematic or
conflicting in the current contexts of remembrance culture) as well as looking
at the (re)construction of a positive self-image in these contexts. Representations
of themes and issues that can be identified as problematic in contemporary con-
texts in terms of the moral criteria governing global memory culture, and/or of
the hegemonic narrative of Lithuanian memory discourse, or with regard to the
memories of other groups, are analysed empirically; the presentations of groups’
self-images are also identified in the narratives. The narratives were collected
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during semi-structured interviews conducted in 2006. In the interviews, the
veterans were asked to talk about their experience of participation in the war, its
aftermath during the Soviet era, their present attitudes towards the problematic
issues surrounding their experiences and the status of their memory, and their
present activities in veterans’ organisations. Six narratives were chosen and ana-
lysed from each of the three groups under study.

The Polish-Lithuanian conflict in the Vilnius region 1939-1944 and
its representation in the Lithuanian and Polish discourses of
memory culture

The Lithuanian Territorial Defence Force was a short-lived armed Lithuanian
volunteer force created in February 1944, and disbanded in May 1944. Previous
attempts by the German forces to create an SS unit or other armed force from
the local population had been unsuccessful and mobilisations boycotted. The
Territorial Defence Force was subordinate to German authority, but had some
autonomy and was staffed by Lithuanian officers. Its goal was to fight against
the approaching Red Army and Soviet partisans within the territory claimed by
Lithuanians, and to provide security within this territory. Many people joined
the unit in a very short period following its announcement in February 1944
(it quickly grew to approximately 10,000 men). The Nazis made constant attempts
to use this force to fight in the Wehrmacht, but such attempts were blocked by
Lithuanian commander general Povilas Plechavicius. After brief encounters with
the Soviet partisans and the Polish Home Army, and an attempt to send it to the
Eastern Front, the force disbanded itself in May 1944. Its leaders were arrested
and deported to prison camps, and many of its members were executed by the
Nazis. Others were either drafted into Nazi auxiliary services or joined the newly
formed anti-Soviet resistance known as the Forest Brothers. Their main enemy
in the Vilnius region was the Polish Home Army as a result of the territorial
conflict centring on Vilnius.

In contemporary Poland, the Home Army is the central heroic figure in the
myth of the Warsaw Uprising and struggle against the Nazis. However, in Lithu-
ania and in the territories of contemporary Belarus and Ukraine that formerly
belonged to Poland, the role of this army was ambivalent. Although their main
declared aim was the fight against the Nazis, in Lithuania they also fought against
Lithuanian forces, local administration and police, sometimes also collaborated
with Nazis in battles against Soviet partisans, and were involved in massacres of
civilians. The main goal of the Home Army in this region (also formulated by
the Polish government in exile, to whom they were subordinated) was to regain
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the territories lost in 1939, and their enemies were any forces who were perceived
as obstacles to this goal (Bubnys 1998; Wolkonowski 1996). This small-scale civil
war between Poles and Lithuanians was encouraged by the German authorities
and culminated in the massacres of Polish and Lithuanian civilians in two vil-
lages in June 1944.

At the level of remembrance culture, the role of both units is evaluated dif-
ferently in the national narratives of contemporary Poland and Lithuania. In the
dominant narrative of Poland, the assessment of the Home Army as hero is
applied to all territories. In Lithuanian memory culture the assessment of mem-
bers of the Territorial Force as patriotic heroes is also important, although the
debate over the massacres of civilians and collaboration with German authori-
ties is also present in public discourse. Contradictions arising from this conflict
are characteristic of the works of some historians, media debates and memoirs:

When reading the memoirs of contemporaries or the works of some histo-
rians about the Home Army that were edited in Warsaw, one can have the
impression that the Vilnius region was not occupied by Nazis, but that Poles
and Lithuanians were fighting against each other. In the memoirs of Lithu-
anian contemporaries and works of some historians the main actors in this
conflict are also the same ethnic groups, but the ‘right’ and ‘wrong’ sides are
opposite (Nikzentaitis 2011, 390).

The main differences in the assessment of the Lithuanian—Polish conflict in the
Vilnius region in the historiography of Lithuania and Poland are reflected in the
articles of Lithuanian and Polish historians summarising the historical research
of both countries (NikZentaitis 2004; Bubnys & Gluza 1999; Karbowiak 2007-
2008). According to Lithuanian historians, taking the Vilnius region in October
1939, in accordance with a treaty with the USSR, is recognised as a liberation,
and Poles are accused of causing the conflicts that took place before the war. The
participation of Lithuanians in the actions exercised by Germans against Poles
is acknowledged, although the activities of the Lithuanian administration and
police in the region are presented as not being autonomous. Thus, according to
Lithuanian historians, in 1939-1940 Lithuanians implemented humane reforms
in the Vilnius region that were not always understood by the Poles, who therefore
resisted them. All responsibility for actions in this region from the beginning of
the Soviet occupation in 1940 to the end of World War 11, except the massacre
of civilians executed in one village by the Territorial Defence Force, is attributed
to Russians and Germans (NikZentaitis 2004, 18; Bubnys & Gluza 1999). Sum-
marising Lithuanian research, Alvydas Nikzentaitis comes to the conclusion that
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“Lithuanian historians cannot be accused of absolute concealment of facts or
their distortion, however the form of their presentation shows that, in analysing
the Lithuanian-Polish conflict, Lithuanian historiography protects Lithuanian
national interests” (2004, 17).

In Polish historiography, the 1939-1945 period is presented as an occupation
of the Vilnius region carried out by Lithuanians. Although the dates of Soviet and
Nazi occupations are indicated, the Lithuanians are always considered to have
been the main offenders against Poles in the region. The actions performed by
Germans against Poles with the participation of Lithuanians are often presented
as executed by Lithuanians alone (Karbowiak 2007-2008). Some Polish histori-
ans even blame Lithuanian security structures, which had allegedly earlier made
lists of the Poles being persecuted (NikZentaitis 2004, 17), for the deportations
of Polish nationality residents from Lithuania performed by the Soviets in 1940.
Lithuanians are also blamed for deportations of Polish men to forced labour in
Germany (Karbowiak 2007-2008). The Home Army’s contacts with the German
authorities are concealed. Responsibility is assumed only for one massacre of
civilians, performed in 1944 as an act of revenge for the aforementioned massacre
of Polish civilians by Lithuanian forces; other murders of civilians and actions
against them are justified or concealed (Karbowiak 2007-2008; Bubnys & Gluza
1999; NikZentaitis 2004). Thus, the complicated period of Soviet and Nazi occu-
pations in the Vilnius region is presented as the fight of oppressed Poles against
Lithuanian ‘invaders’ (NikzZentaitis 2004, 18).

In Lithuanian memory culture, this local conflict became relevant at the
beginning of the nineties due to disagreements between Lithuanians and Poles
during the struggle for the restoration of Lithuanian independence and threats
raised by Soviet leaders to take away the Vilnius and Klaipéda regions from
Lithuania. The crimes perpetrated by the Home Army against civilians, and the
collaboration of these civilians with the Nazis, were emphasised in order to dem-
onstrate the illegitimacy of Polish actions in the region; in 1994 the Home Army
was declared a criminal organisation (Nikzentaitis 2004, 17). A status equal to the
position of anti-Communist post-war resistance was assigned to veterans of the
Territorial Defence Force, emphasising their objective of restoring independence
and their refusal to fight with the Nazis. In 2004 their commander, general Povi-
las Plechavicius, was posthumously awarded the supreme award of the Republic
of Lithuania, which had previously been given to the commander of the Home
Army in the Vilnius region, general Aleksander Krzyzanowski. In 1994, after
the signing of the Lithuanian-Polish Friendship Treaty, the conflict became less
relevant. The conflict also lost its relevance due to the dominant memory policy:
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in the hegemonic national narrative the fight for independence took the central
position and questions of territorial integrity became marginal (op cit, 18).

Today the conflict between both groups of former enemies seems to be
resolved at the political level as well as in many official arenas of remembrance
culture. The memories held by both groups are recognised within the memory
culture: monuments for civil victims and fighters from both sides are built and
commemoration practices are performed. The Declaration of Reconciliation
between veterans of both sides, supported by the president of Lithuania, was
signed between both sides in 2004.

Memory strategies of
veterans of the Lithuanian Territorial Defence Force

The construction of positive group identity and unproblematic communica-
tive memory has not been an easy task for either group: both have undergone
not only traumatic war experience and post-war persecution, but also collective
traumas of defeat in military operations and in respect of the aims they pursued.
The guilt and responsibility for civil victims is another important moral problem
for both groups of veterans.

When struggling for recognition of their memories, veterans of the Lithu-
anian Territorial Defence Force follow the main template of the dominant Lithu-
anian narrative, stressing their attempts to fight against the Soviets and avoiding
claims of collaboration with the Nazis. However, they rarely present themselves
as heroes; the patriotic motives and unrealised goals of anti-Soviet resistance
are probably insufficient for the heroic narrative. Some tension is felt about their
identity as ‘pure’ defenders of Lithuanian independence and there are also signs
of shame and guilt in the narratives. The massacre of Polish civilians is depicted
as a collective responsibility, although it is an unpopular topic, and the Polish
Home Army is blamed for provoking fights and murders. The veterans generally
present themselves as victims of German and Soviet aggressors. The narratives
about the Nazi repressions after the self-disbanding of the Defence Force help
veterans avoid claims of collaborating with the Nazis. The experience of suffer-
ing after war (many had experienced Soviet repressions) also takes an important
place in their narratives, simultaneously expressing the roles of victim and fighter
against the Soviet regime. Stories about war experience and post-war suffering
are told in detail, thus possibly expressing the “biographical necessity for narra-
tion’, which is characteristic of traumatic war memories, affects the present and
future of a narrator’ life, and contributes to the collective justification when
presenting oneself as a victim (Rosenthal 1991, 40).
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The Declaration of Reconciliation lessened the memory conflict, but neither
side participated actively in the subsequent reconciliation (common commemo-
ration ceremonies and other events) and some experts state that this process
has been fraught with difficulty (Degutis & Komar 2006, 11-12). However, the
apology-forgiveness ritual started a new phase in the attitudes of members of
both groups towards each other, and to some degree in Lithuanian-Polish rela-
tions in general. The apology-forgiveness transaction “signifies the removal of
a threat to the social bond” (Scheff 1994, 136) and helps “to acknowledge and
integrate the power of the historical content but move forward” (Tint 2010, 251).

The feelings of beginning a new phase are expressed in the comments of the
leaders of both veterans’ organisations. According to the chairman of the Union
of Territorial Defence Force Soldiers “[...] after signing the declaration as if
a stone fell down from our hearts, all our anger and hatred ended” (XXI amziaus
horizontai 2004); a similar opinion was expressed by the chairman of the Polish
Home Army veterans in Lithuania: “We are Christians, so we must forgive each
other. During the war we were on different sides of the barricades. It should not
have happened, but nobody can change history” (op cit). As the later behaviour
and narratives of the members of both groups demonstrates, this apology was
not completely successful. Yet, members of both groups often cite this ritual when
expressing their will to achieve reconciliation and social solidarity.

The realisation of the reconciliation at the level of Territorial Defence Force
veterans’ communicative and individual memory seems to be hindered by the
emotional importance of memories of the pre-war territorial conflict with the
Poles and emotions connected to the trauma of defeat by the Home Army, espe-
cially when these emotions relate to losses of combatants and civilian Lithu-
anians (in this conflict, the Territorial Force, poorly trained and lacking experi-
ence, suffered more defeats and heavier losses than the Home Army (Karbo-
wiak 2007-2008; Bubnys 1998)). Some veterans confessed that they approve of
reconciliation, but personally and emotionally they still cannot forgive when
remembering the combatant and civilian Lithuanians killed by the Home Army.
The emotional importance of these memories may also be based on influential
pre-war national narratives, in which ‘the question of Vilnius' took an important
place, and the image of the Pole as enemy was very strong. Lithuanians were the
victims and Poles the aggressors in this narrative. These old cultural templates,
though not corresponding to present memory cultures, may exert influence on
personal memory: “Their [cultural templates’] efficacy lies in the fact that they
circulate in cultural spaces which antecede, and thus are part of the constitu-
tion of, personal memory. [...] Templates do not always work in the service of
a dominant national narrative” (Ashplant et al 2000, 36). The relevance of ‘the
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question of Vilnius’ for this group’s memories is also illustrated by the commen-
tary of the former chairman of the veterans’ union, in which the claims of Poles
for this territory are reiterated: “I always knew that Poles still have their objec-
tives in Vilnius region, but we made this step in order to make consensus easier
for everyone” (VR4, 2006). Though the status of victim of German and Soviet
aggression applies to both conflicting groups, some veterans of the Lithuanian
forces dispute the ‘equality’ of the victimhood of the Home Army in comparison
to their own at the level of communicative and individual memory.

Thus, although the positive self-image of this group is strongly supported
by the dominant narrative, contradictory and problematic aspects of their mem-
ory are present that invoke the strategy of victimisation. This strategy partly
helps them overcome the tension between pride and shame, alleviating traumas
of defeat and guilt and contributing to the construction of the group’s positive
self-image. However, this does not fully resolve these tensions: the lack of ability
to forgive and other emotions connected to the shame of defeat remain an obsta-
cle for complete resolution of memory conflict between former enemies at the
level of individual and group memory, although this conflict is resolved and
peripheral at the level of memory culture. However, despite emotional obstacles,
the apology-forgiveness ritual is perceived in this group as a point of departure
from which to ‘move forward’

Memory strategies of veterans of the Polish Home Army

The experience of veterans of the Polish Home Army is problematic in the con-
texts of dominant Lithuanian narrative and the negative attitudes of some social
groups. The role of hero attributed to them in the Polish narrative helps to main-
tain collective and personal dignity, but all members of this group emphasise the
importance of recognition in Lithuanian contexts for them as well. Two memory
strategies are applied in their narratives, presented for a Lithuanian audience
in order to avoid conflicting points in their memories: the strategy of victimisa-
tion and the strategy of deliberate amnesia.

The strategy of victimisation is the main means of normalisation of their
experience in present Lithuanian contexts. The heroic aspects are not mentioned
in the narrative presented for the Lithuanian audience. In contrast to Polish
historiography, in which Lithuanians are depicted as the main occupiers, only
two enemies are named - the Soviets and the Nazis (“Two bandits — Hitler and
Stalin - divided our countries” (AK3, 2006)). As in the Polish narrative, partici-
pation is defined as defence of the homeland from German and Soviet occupa-
tion, although in Poland the regional aspect is emphasised: “You must defend
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the homeland where you live” (AKs, 2006). Lithuania and Poland are portrayed
as victims of the war and of the pact between two demonised aliens, thus both
sides of the conflict are presented as ‘equal victims. This common victimisation
helps to create solidarity between former enemies (Tunbridge & Ashworth 1996,
106).

The role of victim also alleviates the trauma of territorial loss: “Soviets cap-
tured Vilnius and gave it to whom they wanted” (AK3, 2006). This common
victimisation also helps those affected to look for unifying points in history:

“We were suffering together during the Soviet period” (AK1, 2006). Similarly
to the dominant Lithuanian narrative (and in contrast to the Polish narrative),
the ‘Soviets in the narratives of Polish Home Army veterans seem to be a greater
enemy than the Nazis.

The narratives of Home Army veterans contain ‘amnesias’ and partial deni-
als of facts unhelpful to the formation of a positive self-image. This strategy was
probably chosen as a defensive reaction in the situation of tension between the
national narratives of Lithuania and Poland and negative assessment of their
experience still present in some manifestations of Lithuanian memory dis-
course. The strategy of deliberate amnesia is applied to the topics of the mas-
sacre and rebellion of civilians, the anti-Lithuanian character of their struggle,
and partly also to the themes of episodic collaboration with Nazis and the Red
Army, as well as battles with Lithuanian forces. Responsibility for the massacre
of civilians is avoided mainly by denying the involvement of the Home Army
unit to which they belonged (“Those were local conflicts, members of the local
population killed them, not us” (AKs, 2006)); some veterans recognise the mas-
sacres but assign responsibility at the level of the individual.

In the narratives of the veterans of the Home Army, the war experience is
presented fragmentarily, while long and detailed narratives are told about post-
war Soviet repression. Similarly to accounts by veterans of the Lithuanian forces,
the narratives of post-war suffering, apart from strengthening the role of the
victim, can also be told as ‘cover-stories’; in situations were a group is faced with
the question of political responsibility, it is possible that ‘cover-stories’ will appear
which deal with personal suffering and serve to normalise the past (Rosenthal
1991, 40).

Among Lithuanian veterans reconciliation is evaluated positively, as an impor-
tant sign of the recognition of their memory in Lithuanian contexts and as a sig-
nificant step towards social consensus. Even though the collective apology-for-
giveness ritual itself means recognition of guilt and repentance at the public level,
in this case the detachment between the past and present created by this ritual
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also serves as a motive to forget the problematic past. According to Thomas
Scheff (1994), only acknowledged shame helps to create solidarity.

However, both sides of the conflict appeal for reconciliation as a positive
ritual, which is important for consensus (although some Home Army veterans
confessed that only the younger generation would be able to resolve the conflict:
‘Nothing will change until those born before 1950 die” (AK3, 2006)). Again, the
need for acceptance of the contemporary political situation, and for loyalty, is
also admitted: “At that time we thought we were behaving properly. Poland was
here, but now it is not. If you did not emigrate, you have to be loyal” (AK1, 2006).

Although “acknowledging differing national narratives is seen as a key ele-
ment to working with parties in long-term, identity-based conflict” (Tint 2010,
250), the narratives reveal the importance of the apology-forgiveness ritual for
both groups, even when the narrative of the opposite group is not fully acknowl-
edged. Both groups see this ritual as an important point of departure that opens
a new phase as well as possibilities for the processes of reconciliation and the
establishment of social cohesion. Narratives indicate that the dividing line
between past and present made by this public ritual also serves as a basis for
contemporary and future changes of communicative and individual memory.
This confirms the importance of collective apology-forgiveness rituals, as stressed
by Bernhard Giesen:

«

Only collective rituals can mark the opposition between past and future and
heal the fundamental breakdown of commonality between perpetrators and
victims. Just as traditions that attempt to continue the past require rituals of
commemoration, so rupture between past and present, too, requires rituals
of repentance and cultures of memory (Giesen 2004, 154).

Thus, in the case of Home Army veterans’ memories, strategies of victimisa-
tion and amnesia help to avoid conflicts with the dominant Lithuanian narra-
tive and with former war enemies’ memories. However, the strategy of amnesia
in general is considered to have little effect on reconciliation and social cohe-
sion: the process of reconciliation requires an acknowledgment of responsibility
(Tint 2010, 250; Scheff 1994, 64), while “deliberate amnesia appears likely to be
successful only in the short term” (Tunbridge & Ashworth 1996, 109). Despite
the apology-forgiveness ritual also significantly reducing the contradictions of
the Home Army’s memory in relation to Lithuanian remembrance culture and
conflict with former enemies, the absent full acknowledgment of the shameful
events of the past impedes complete resolution of memory conflict. However,
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the rising marginality of this conflict in Lithuanian memory culture also works
in favour of conflict resolution.

Memory strategies of
veterans of the Red Army 16th Lithuanian Rifle Division

After the collapse of the Soviet Union, the roles of members of this group as ‘hero-
liberators” became irrelevant, and their part in an army officially recognised
as occupational began to look rather ambiguous. In order to maintain positive
individual and group identity, the veterans had to reinterpret and normalise their
memories according to contemporary discursive contexts.

The common means of normalising the memories of this group of veterans,
which appears in all narratives, is the strict separation of the war and post-war
periods, stressing different logic and assessment criteria for these periods: accord-
ing to one of the veterans, “the war is quite a different thing, it is clear with whom
we were fighting” (16D1, 2006), and occupation was performed “by the NKVD,
not the army” (16D1, 2006). Another common feature is the depoliticisation of
the war experience as part of the victimisation strategy: the war is presented
in veterans’ narratives only as the war ‘against’ fascism, but not ‘for’ any aim,
and its experience is separated from political goals and consequences. The war is
perceived as an alien war in which they were involved violently: “People perished
for nothing. The soldier won the war, but Stalin and the Communist party made
profit from this victory” (1616, 2006). The soldier is treated as the main figure
of the war — both as hero and victim of an alien war between two dictators and
regimes. The victimisation is also expressed by means of ‘anthropologising’ and
‘individualising’ memory. In this case the perspective of an individual helps to
depoliticise the memory and disassociate it from the present narrative of Soviet
occupation. The motif of violent conscription emphasised in some narratives also
corresponds to the role of victim. The heroes in the narratives are not abstract
symbols, but concrete individualised soldiers. Therefore the monuments the
veterans accept are mainly tombstones with the names of perished soldiers: “Only
respect for perished people should be expressed in the monuments. There was
and there is no idea in this war, only violence; we were expelled like serfs. Eve-
rybody knew that we would die” (16D3, 2006). In some stories the glory of the

dead soldier is also transferred to the enemy, thus ignoring the political aspects
of the war:

Every monument of the perished soldier must be respected. All was done
by people, Gods and [political] power must not be glorified. I saw German
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prisoners in Germany, then I was against them. Now I think that the soldier
was not guilty because he was mobilised, I can forgive the squaddie, but
I cannot forgive the 8S workers, they were not at war, but killed innocent
people (16D6, 2006).

Apart from common features, three slightly different memory strategies can be
identified in the accounts of Red Army veterans. The first one is based on the
Soviet/Russian narrative of the Great Patriotic War, with the Soviet soldier pre-
sented as a heroic liberator from fascism. The continuity of Soviet commemora-
tion practices and the institutional recognition of their memory and relations
with veterans in Russia are especially important for veterans following this strat-
egy. The treatment of the Red Army as occupiers is avoided by separation of war
and post-war periods and logics, and by emphasising the arguments of ‘liberation
from fascism. The Soviet soldier is presented as a hero in this group of accounts.

The other group of narratives is similar to the first, but the interpretations it
contains are based on the transnational discourses of the struggle against Nazism,
and the veterans stress the anti-fascist ideology and their membership in the
transnational community of war veterans. The soldier in these narratives is rep-
resented as a hero and a victim simultaneously.

The strategy of victimisation is expressed most ‘genuinely’ in the third group
of narratives. War memory is presented only from the ‘anthropologising’ per-
spective with the status of victim attributed not only to a single soldier, but also
to the entire division and to the whole country. This group of narratives lacks the
heroic motif, and the ideological schemata of the ‘Great Patriotic War’ are not
important and insufficient for the meaning making of the veterans’ war experi-
ence. Memories of traumatic experience take an important place in these narra-
tives in which suffering, inhuman behaviour, and the numerous and meaningless
losses are emphasised. The experience of all veterans of the 16th Lithuanian Rifle
Division is traumatic to a great degree. The division was sent unprepared and
in haste to its first battle. In the battle in the vicinity of Oriol, as well as in the last
battle in the Baltics, many units of the division suffered heavy casualties. This
experience still remains important for veterans:

It is impossible to forget. Even now I see in my mind fields with killed people,
a range of dead men at every five or six steps, this way they were sent into
attack. But there were some empty places. [t means that in this place some-
body remained alive and crawled out (16D6, 2006).
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Some members of this group already felt the dissonance between their experience

and official interpretations during the Soviet period and perceived their and their
unit’s experience as that of a victim of manipulation by command. In their opin-
ion, the meaningless deaths of numerous combatants could have been avoided,
but were part of the plan (this opinion is confirmed by present publications from

Russian and Lithuanian historians, as well as other documents):

At the very beginning, when our division was sent into battle, it was wiped
out. It seems they wanted as few Lithuanians as possible to return to Lithu-
ania. We did not speak about these episodes formally. We said confidentially
that it was done on purpose because there were some soldiers from the pre-
war period in the division. Many of them were killed, many deported to the
camps, but some remained, entered the party and swore allegiance to Russia
(16D3, 2006).

Therefore the activities of this group of veterans and their organisations are today
aimed not only at commemorative practices, but also at the reconstruction of
the more ‘authentic’ history of their division than the official Soviet version; they
perceive this reconstruction as a duty towards their dead comrades. The themes
of nationality and Lithuanian patriotism can also be found in the war narratives
of this group: “They wanted to kill more Lithuanians, especially at the end of the
war” (16Ds, 2006).

The victimhood narrative of the 16th Lithuanian Rifle Division veterans is
recognised in present public discourse and by a large part of society, while the
claims of ‘collaboration with occupiers’ have become less numerous. The status of
this group as a victim is recognised even by the members of post-war anti-Soviet
resistance — the heroes of the dominant national narrative. According to the
opinion of the chairman of their organization “there were patriots among them
as well, a lot of them perished meaninglessly, they were betrayed” (LLKS1, 2006).
The depoliticising tendency of interpreting war memory from an individualised,
‘anthropologising’ perspective, according to which all ‘ordinary’ participants are
presented as victims, has also become popular in the public discourse of war
memory. The typical attitude is illustrated by the following quotation:

A human attitude wins: at first it is necessary to respect the memory of those
who were fighting on the foreign fronts, who died or returned with wounds
or were disabled. It is even more important that in these historical cataclysms
and divisions of occupants there were few parents and grandparents who
were able to choose - either to go to the forest, deep underground, fly away
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from Lithuania or with clenched teeth put on the overcoat of the Red Army
soldier (I8kauskas zo11).

Conclusions

The results confirm the complexity of interaction between various levels of mem-
ory. At the communicative level of war memory, the assessments of political
discourses of remembrance culture are negotiated and mitigated to a great extent.
However, the traumatic aspects of war experience may also cause contradictions
and problems that are not present in remembrance culture.

The strategy of victimisation characteristic of the ‘post-traumatic’ era pre-
vails on the communicative and individual levels of the war memory of all three
groups. The cases analysed reveal that the victimhood narratives in war memo-
ries can help to reduce contradictory and conflicting issues, especially when the
role of persecutor can be attributed to ‘alien’ forces. However, although victim-
hood narratives offer communities of memory a high status and a positive self-
image, they are not easily applicable to the memory of the ambivalent experiences
of those who have participated in war.

Among the cases analysed, the strategy of victimisation most successfully
helps to diminish the contradictions between the dominant, national anti-Soviet
narrative and the experience of the war veterans who participated on the side of
Soviet occupation. These contradictions are mitigated by presenting Red Army
veterans as passive victims of alien aggressors and by relating the group memory
to the global discourses of anti-Nazi resistance. Transnational discourses of war
memory according to which the war is approached from the perspective of the
individual human being, also support the image of victimhood and help to depo-
liticise this group’s memory.

The strategy of victimisation also helps to reduce the points of conflict in the
communicative and individual war memories of ethnic groups — former war
enemies — despite the remaining contradictions between the dominant national
narratives of both groups. However, although the role of victim helps to reduce
the trauma of defeat and partly shift responsibility to external forces, the emo-
tions connected with ethnic identity and war trauma, as well as the morally
unacceptable experience of persecuting civilians, create obstacles to the construc-
tion of a positive self-image and complete conflict resolution for both groups
of veterans. In the memory of Lithuanian Territorial Forces veterans, emotions
related to the trauma of defeat and guilt hinder the adoption of a positive image
of heroic independence fighters. Conflict resolution at the communicative and
individual level of the memory of these veterans is also impeded by the emotional
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inability to forgive based on the old cultural templates and the traumatic memory
of defeat. In the memory of veterans of the Home Army, attribution of victim
status is facilitated by the strategy of amnesia, which partly allows ignorance of
the role of perpetrator; the status of victim also helps this group to cope with
the trauma of defeat. Here the apology-forgiveness ritual plays a more significant
role than among veterans of Territorial Forces, even though the lack of any abil-
ity to acknowledge the shameful past also impedes complete conflict resolution.

The cases analysed confirm that “traumatic experience of suffering and shame
are generally not integrated with ease into positive self-images” (Kéresaar et al
2009, 32). In addition the analysis also contributes to research revealing “the
impossibility of a clean break with the past in view of the moral, emotional and
political resistances to a quick fix” (Rigney 2012, 254).

Veterans’ war memories reveal the importance of public apology-forgiveness
rituals in resolving memory conflicts based on ambiguous traumatic experience.
This is true even when the public process of reconciliation is initially less sup-
ported by the informal levels of memory and no common alternative narrative of
the problematic past is established, as the different narratives of opposing sides
are not fully acknowledged by conflicting groups. This confirms the multiple
functions of these rituals and the multidirectionality of the ways of reconciliation
(Tint 2010, 250; Rigney 2012, 252).

Interviews

Author’s fieldwork material, 18 interviews in total, conducted in Lithuania, 2006.

Respondent

index Date of interview Sex Age
AK1 February 2006 Male 77
AK3 March 2006 Male 83
AKs March 2006 Male 84
LLKS1 April 2006 Male 77
VR4 March 2006 Male 92
16D1 February 2006 Male 79
16D3 March 2006 Male 82
16D5 April 2006 Male 82
16D6 April 2006 Male 85
186

Conflicting memories of World War Il participants in Lithuania

Newspapers

[skauskas, C. (2011) 16-ji lietuviskoji divizija — slovinti ar smerkti?, Atgimimas 17, 6 May, 4.

XXI amziaus horizontai 2004 = Lietuvos vietinés rinktinés ir Armijos krajovos Susitai-
kymo deklaracija (2004) XXI amziaus horizontai, "XXI amziaus” priedas apie Lietuvg
ir pasaulj 17, 8 September, 1.
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The Stalinist prison camp in Estonian life stories:
depicting the past through continuity and discontinuity

Tiiu Jaago

Abstract. This chapter discusses the use of the concept pair of ‘continuity-
discontinuity’ in Estonian life story research. The concepts are used in both
history and literary studies to describe the dynamics of Estonian culture
under different foreign authorities. One of the premises for life story research-
ers is that the standpoints presented in public discourse are also represented
in life stories dealing with the Soviet period in Estonia. Two problems are
raised in this chapter. Firstly, how discontinuity and continuity are revealed
in autobiographic descriptions of life in Stalinist prison camps. Secondly,
to what extent the time of narrating influences the presentation of the past
through discontinuity rather than continuity, and vice versa. Eighteen nar-
ratives from the Estonian Life Stories collection of the Estonian Cultural
History Archives are analysed. Nine stories date from the end of the Soviet
period (1989-1991), the remaining nine from the late 1990s. Analysis shows
that episodes describing life in the prison camps are presented following the
same narrative strategies, regardless of whether the stories were told at the
end of the Soviet period or ten years later. However, it appears that authors of
the earlier autobiographical narratives engage in public debates on Estonian
history, which authors of the later narratives do not. In prison camp episodes
discontinuity (the takeover of government in Estonia, change in the narrator’s
social status, etc.) and continuity (humane behaviour, finding balance in one’s
culture) are intertwined. When narrators reflect on the political context of
their lives, the rhetoric of discontinuity generally comes to the fore.

This chapter is part of oral history research, focusing on strategies that narrators
and researchers use to interpret the Estonian past. Continuity and discontinu-
ity are analytical tools with which to present the past that emerged in the 1990s
and 2000s, both in discussions held on the self-descriptions of Estonian culture
(for example Krull 1996; Jansen 2000; Pilv 2008; 2011) and in studies on life
stories (Koresaar 2005; Aarelaid-Tart 2012). In the self-description of culture,
interruption marks a situation in which one’s ‘own’ culture is interrupted by

A. Kannike & M. Tasa (eds) (2016) The Dynamics of Cultural Borders. Ab})roaches to Culture
Theory 6, 189-204. University of Tartu Press, Tartu.
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The Dynamics
of Cultural Borders
Edited by Anu Kannike & Monika Tasa

Borders — of either the physical, geopolitical, personal or
intangible variety — are areas of intense activity that sub-
stantially contribute to the dynamics of culture. Changes in
borderlines and boundaries, as well as negotiations and self-
reflection within and across those borders, have significant
influence, from’shifting routes in familiar landscapes to cop-
ing with controversial memories. The issues analysed in this
volume — mainly based on the Baltic Sea region — demonstrate
the sophistication of practices across borders that have been
redrawn because of social rupture, ideological conflict, or
physical movement.
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