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Relevance and novelty of the research. Places of the partisan war became
especially important and significant during the period of the Lithuanian National
Revival. At that time the public focus was on the search of bodies of the freedom fighters
and memorialisation thereof. Subsequently, this work was overtaken by official
authorities and today the public opinion is that the issue of memorialisation of the
partisan war is to be dealt with mainly by relevant official authorities. However, the
efforts to institutionalise the memorialisation process turned out to be rather fruitless. So
far memorialisation is done mainly by means of personal initiatives to retrieve, foster
and preserve the memory.

With the wave of emotions during the National Revival and the first years of the
Restoration of Independence of Lithuania having slowed down, in-depth researches into
the places of the partisan war and the heritagisation thereof became a relevant and
integral part of researches into history of Lithuania of the 20™ century. Professional
archaeological surveys that were started in the partisan war places in 2010 revealed the
importance of conducting examinations of such places.® Exploratory and investigative
expeditions aim at extending and deepening the knowledge about the places of partisan
war, finding the answers to the many yet unanswered questions about the number of
bunkers and hiding-places and their installation, the networking of the partisans’ liaisons
and supporters, and exploring the setting of the birthplaces and residential places of the
freedom fighters.

Though over two decades have passed since restoration of independence, the
Lithuanian heritage protection authorities still do not have the guidelines providing for
legal protection of partisan war places and describing the procedure for preservation and
maintenance of such places. With the view to deal with this important issue, in 2014 the
Department of Cultural Heritage (hereinafter the “Department™) set up the Fifth Council
for assessment of immovable cultural heritage. This Council was assigned with taking
care of the places that have an exceptionally commemorative value. Having in mind the

identified limited attitude towards partisan war places both in the public and among

! Petrauskas, G., Lietuvos laisvés kovos sajiidzio §tabo bunkerio Daugéliskiy miske tyrimai. ATL 2010
metais. 2011, p. 515-522; Vélius, G., Lietuvos partizany bunkerio Balandiskio kaime tyrinéjimai. ATL
2010 metais. 2011, p. 523-527; Vélius, G., Partizany vadavietés bunkerio Ménai¢iy kaime tyrinéjimai.
ATL 2010 metais. 2011, p. 527-531.



authorities, scientific researches play an important role in highlighting the significance
and diversity of such places within the context of the modern times history.

The novelty of the thesis is also revealed by methodological access to the sources.
In the thesis, the history of partisan war is viewed through own sources, i.e. the ones that
were left by the partisans. The magnitude of complex researches reveals itself firstly
from the practical aspect, but not theoretical. The references made to the work carried
out in different science fields such as history, archaeology, sociology, political sciences,

psychology etc., help to reveal the interdisciplinary characteristics of the research.

Proposition of the research is irregular, inconsistent and often contrary
assessment of partisan war places by authorities and in the society. For many years
marking of partisan war places was a matter of conspiracy, graves of partisans were
visited in secret, and bunkers and underground hiding-places were masked with
branches. Parents would secretly show these places to their children and grandchildren
and tell them stories about the past war. Shortly after the events, the survivor partisans
were showing these places to their supporters, thus striving to preserve the history of the
freedom fights under occupation conditions. At the same time the Soviet regime devoted
all efforts to delete all memories about the partisan war and deliberately were destroying
memorable places were the war has been taking place. From a wider perspective, such
destruction of places related to particular historical events is characteristic to many
nations and states that have witnessed war or massacre.” However, the lengthy Soviet
occupation in the East Europe prevented from smooth and consistent cognition of
partisan war spread through the places where these events took place.

The public opinion that was prevailing during the Soviet era was significantly
affected and changed by political transformation during the National Revival, but still
the approach towards the partisan war places remained rather narrow. In the independent
Lithuania that attitude was based on the cult of the casualties and praise of the sufferers
and victims. In fact, this is a typical image of war among Lithuanians, originating from
the heroic story about Pilénai. In length of time, this image became the symbol of fight

for freedom and independence. Motiejus Stryjkovskis (Maciej Stryjkowski), the writer

% Truc, G., Memory of places and places of memory: for a Halbwachsian socio-ethnography of collective
memory. International Social Science Journal, 2011, vol. 62, p. 153.
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inspired by the Renaissance spirit, praised the freedom ideals and justified suicide in the
Christian society. During the interwar period, the story of Pilénai was presented as a
sample of sacrifice for the homeland.® Actually, the names of Margiris, Margis and
Pilénai were often used as partisans’ alias and were incorporated in the names of the
units and parties participating in the war.”

Due to random selection of partisan war places by participants of the fights for
freedom and their relatives, many of such places were eliminated from the memory and
eventually the spread of the partisan war that has once existed has shrunk to several
objects bearing individual memory. It was not possible anymore to make a coherent
story, because the places which were usually of martyred nature, were linked not by a
consecutive course of the event (leaving for partisan war — period of fighting —
arrest/death), but by death, the dominant component of the event chain. As a result of
such position, which was partially determined by political trauma during the Soviet
regime, even today the assessments of partisan war made in the political, cultural and
public environments are based on the stories about a heroic death, and most of the
partisan war places that are currently protected by the state (actually 89%) are of
martyred nature, i.e. places where partisans perished or were buried and their graves.

Today the official authorities which are in charge of memorialisation and
heritagisation of partisan war places recognise this war and consider it to be the nation’s
fight for independence; they are developing the conception of history based on patriotic
motives, but that conception is very formal one and defined by law provisions. The
future professional and state-level policy on the history of the partisan war has to be
shaped by joining various state and private initiatives. Only a consistent, but not
sporadic, recognition of the past partisan war will allow creating a new attitude to the
events that took place during the partisan war, which in turn will help to make a fresh

interpretation of the fights for freedom.

The object of dissertation is the places of Lithuanian partisan war having the

historic and/or memorial value that existed in 1944—-1953. The thesis analyses the value

* Baronas, D., Ma¢iulis, D., Pilénai ir Margiris: istorija ir legenda. Vilnius, 2010, p. 157, 213, 298.
% Petrauskiené, A., Laisvés kovotojy prisiminimai: 1944—1953 m. partizaninio karo dalyviy vardynas.
Acta Museologica Lithuanica, 2015, t. 2, p. 299-300, 316.
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of different partisan war places as well as wilful actualization of that value which is done
be means of memorialisation and/or heritagisation carried out by the society and official
authorities. In the present case memorialisation is directly related with the places as
geographical units, and therefore other forms of memorialisation (such as museums,
works of literature, films, street-names etc.) are not discussed in the dissertation.

The goal of dissertation is to thoroughly analyse the partisan war places and then
reconstruct the restore partisan war spread. In order to achieve this goal, the following
tasks are set:

1. To analyse the contribution of official and municipal authorities in
memorialisation and heritagisation of partisan war places in 1990-2016;

2. To analyse the role of non-governmental organisations and social initiatives in
the field of memorialisation of partisan war places;

3. To classify all partisan war places that are known today, identify and define their
exact names, and present with ideas of how these places could be actualized;

4. On the basis of the obtained results of the research into partisan war places, to

make a new interpretation of this war.

Research methods. In the thesis, the methods pertaining to liberal arts and social
sciences were used, combined with each other, and their interdisciplinary was
maintained. The empirical research into partisan war places is complemented and
extended by the theoretical perspective of the culture of commemoration. The
dissertation tries to find a link between theoretical works and empirical material, where
data obtained during exploration are used to justify and illustrate the theoretical ideas.

With the view to define places of partisan war, method of fieldwork was employed.
During the fieldwork, the method of non-structured and targeted interviews with
contemporaries of the partisan war and initiators of the memorialisation was extensively
used. Exploratory expeditions, which included measurement, description and
photorecording of partisan war places also played an important role in the research work.
The partisan war places were described in succession and the analytical descriptive
method was used; also, each partisan war place was linked to other places, and the links
between different partisan administrative structures and the persons acting therein were

being sought.



Analysis of documents also played an important role in the research, because the
state policy of memorialisation and heritagisation of partisan war must be analysed on
the basis of legislative acts. Having combined the conclusions of this analysis and the
results of fieldwork, recommendations addressed to the official authorities were
produced and conclusions representing the matter of the research were drawn up.

Historical method was chosen to analyse the synthetic scientific interpretation of
the underground Lithuanian partisan state. With the help of theoretical considerations,
the author attempted to find symbolic manifestations of the partisan war in the modern

public culture of commemoration.

Research sources and historiography. The first data group is comprised of the
sources from the partisan war years. They all are linked by the historical time and space.
The second large group of the sources used in this research is comprised of legislative
acts which present the picture of how this phenomenon was manifesting itself and
spreading in cultural, legal, and political forms in the independent Lithuania.

So far the partisan war has been investigated in Lithuania from a rather limited
point of view; according to this view, the object under investigation and the knowledge
sources are limited, and importance of the written documents is emphasized, meanwhile,
the other data usually remains of the secondary importance. In these researches often the
social and cultural context is not taken into consideration, persons, i.e. participants of the
partisan war, are dissociated from the history of their afterward life, historical events and
participating persons are analysed apart from the geographical places. The worst thing is
that the conclusions are drawn up on the basis of not scientific means, but personal
impressions, one’s favour or hostility, or the data of only one group of sources. Such
analyses are quite and the defined schemes of historic events are fragile. With the view
to emphasize and show the necessity to conduct complex researches in this field, this
thesis choses an alternative attitude to the sources of partisan war and creates a new four-
part research model based on the written sources, oral history knowledge and
archaeological/anthropological data about the partisan war places and objects.

In the thesis, the partisan war places are firstly viewed as a geographical space and
the field of culture of commemoration. The historiography of researches is comprised of

the scientific studies conducted by historians, archaeologists, sociologists, political
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scientists, psychologists and art critics. Interdisciplinary access is the only reliable
method allowing (re)construction of partisan war spread.

Theoretical models and the main definitions wused in the thesis.
Memorialisation, heritagisation, the partisan war places and the landscape of the partisan
war are the conjunctive concepts of the research, representing the matter of the research.
The use of these and other definitions in the recent studies on the history of Lithuania,
scientific publications, monographies and heritage protection is not yet clearly
established and thus is often argued about. The time has come to unify the definitions
describing the history of the partisan war, heritage, phenomena, cultural and social
environment pertaining thereto, which are used in the spoken and written language,
especially scientific works and heritage protection. Due to the shortage of the concepts
defining the Lithuanian partisan war history, loan translation is used. Thus, the
undergoing research also induces to look for words and concepts and their definitions
anew.

Memorialisation and heritagisation are related with the culture of commemoration
in the modern society. As historic events move away, the nation (or the part thereof)
becomes concerned about preservation of the memory pertaining to the past time. This is
how various forms of memorialisation occur, commemoration and holidays are arranged,
which usually become a recurring ritual. These processes are usually analysed from the
aspect of collective memory theory.”

According to the Dictionary of the Lithuanian Language, the word to memorialise
(“jamzinti”’) is derived from the primary form of the word without the prefix (“amzinti”)
and has the meanings of ,,to make eternal” and “turn to the eternal”®. A thing becomes
eternal when it is transferred from generation to generation, and is perpetually restored
anew, and thus such thing oversteps the age limits of a single person and connects
several generations instead. Therefore, memorialisation firstly manifests itself not
through the eternal existence, but rather via human memory and wilful preservation
thereof. The public memory is alive as long as there are people transferring and

accepting that memory, and when a considered process of communication takes place.

® Halbwachs, M., On Collective Memory. Chicago; London, 1996.
6 Lietuviy kalbos Zodynas, t. . A-B. Vilnius, 1968, p. 125

10



Furthermore, the known cases of memorialisation of the partisan war firstly
emphasize the importance of preservation, but not the eternal existence. This is
illustrated by Instructions to the Society of the Lithuanian Freedom Fighters Union dated
15 March 1949 that addressed the partisan leaders and provided for spiritual and social
preparation of the fighters and the tasks and aims of society, which indicate that the
society shall develop activities, in order to memorialise the fight lead by the Sqjidis and
the epoch of that fight.”

Though there are many different forms of memorialisation, from the general aspect
they can be classified into two main groups. The first group encompasses cultural acts
(songs, books, street-names, commemorations etc.), where focus is on the events and
participants thereof. The other group of memorialisation forms covers the geographical
space, where the main role is played by the location. Contrary to the first group, here the
location is the central axis that preserves the memories of the past events and persons.
According to the sociologist G. Truc, the memory lives as long as there is someone to
take care of it, because otherwise the place of memory may become a dead
phenomenon®.

A wilful protection and memorialisation of a place usually is done by visual means,
or by planting of trees, and/or mounting of commemoration marks (crosses, monuments,
memorials) and arranging Christian sanctification ceremonies pertaining thereto.
Memorialisation of the place in such a way has dual importance. Firstly, the aim to give
a sense to the place comes out. The place, the event that took place there and the people
who have been acting there are given prominence, and the memory is activated. The
initiators of memorialisation are concerned about preservation of the place. In the second
case, a very important role is performed by communication. A commemorative mark
becomes an intermediate between the place and its visitor. In this case the initiators seek
to leave a message in the community or society’s memory. The memory of the place is
activated by a wilful community’s aim to preserve the place, as well as among the

individual persons having no direct links to the persons who have been acting in that

"LYA, f. 3377, ap. 55, b. 220, I. 182
® Truc, G., Memory of places and places of memory: for a Halbwachsian socio-ethnography of collective
memory. International Social Science Journal, 2011, vol. 62, p. 153.
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particular place, who from identity aspect perceive themselves as a part of that
collective.® The link between the latter and the place occurs as a memory-cognition.

Differently from the extended use of the concept of memorialisation, the term
heritagisation (“jpaveldinimas”) is still discussed by the linguists. Its usage is limited,
and it is more often used among the scientists working in the field of culture heritage.
The concept of heritagisation was firstly introduced in the scientific literature by the
cultural historian Rasa Cepaitiené, and was further developed by other cultural historian
Agné Vaitkuviene.

The main segment of the word heritagisation is heritage. The interpretation of this
word is discussed in detail and justified in the research of the linguist Jonas
Klimavi¢ius.®® Having analysed the difference between the legacy and heritage, architect
Jurgis Bucas pointed out that legacy is what is left for us by the past, whereas heritage is
something that belongs to us lawfully, and heritage values are the things that we
recognise as the matter of the culture™.

Studies in the field of heritage protection show that today the meaning of heritage
is already defined and raises no further discussions. According to the traditional concept,
a legacy becomes a heritage when one or another value is assigned to it, which is
legalised by means of regulations set by the official authorities, i.e. when places and/or
objects become a part of heritagisation [are inherited]. Even though the Lithuanian word
“paveldas” (i.e. heritage) is associated with the word meaning “legacy”, these two
words are connected only in part. Here an important role is played by political and
statutory actions. However, the latest studies into the concept of heritage can both
expand and even eliminate its boundaries, and attention is paid to the heritage of the
minorities and non-dominant groups.

In the heritagisation process the central role is provided to the awareness of the
events and people, and factographic component of authenticity prevails. Deliberately

created rituals and the awareness are the means to revive the memory of particular place.

% Safronovas, V., Lietuvos atminimo politikos tendencijos po 1990 mety. In: NikZentaitis, A., sud., Nuo
Basanaviciaus, Vytauto DidzZiojo iki Molotovo ir Ribbentropo. Atminties kultiiros transformacijos XX-
XXI a. Lietuvoje. Vilnius, 2011, p. 23.

0 Klimavi¢ius, J., Zodziai kryzkeléje. Paveldas ir veldinys; palikimas ir paminklas, palaikas.
Terminologijos vagos, 1994, kn. 1, p. 8-17.

" Buéas, J., Kai kurie kultiiros vertybiy sampratos ir apskaitos klausimai. Kultiros paminklai, Nr. 1,
1994, p. 135.
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In the current context of the heritage protection that memory is institutionalised and
defined by laws. As a result, the awareness by performing heritagisation processes
facilitates protection of the memory, whereas memorialisation helps to preserve the
memory with the help of commemorative marks and rituals which convey the
knowledge. Traditionally, the memory is fostered by private persons and public activists
who are related to that memory, whereas the awareness, or the knowledge, is fostered by
the official authorities. The memory and awareness are more likely to link the society to
the state, rather than separate them.

Another important concept used in this research is partisan war places. The
definition of a place in the context of heritage protection was analysed by R. Cepaitiené.
Even though in different scientific and cultural fields the word place has a rather wide
meaning, in this research it means a geographical unit having a historical story, whereas
visual and/or emotional marks revive the memory of that place. Considering the human
role in creation of such places, they are considered to be a part of the collective memory.

Deliberately selected places become a factor determining the collective memory;
however, sociologists emphasize the importance of cognition of both territorial and
symbolic location. Here the place of memory or the memory of place is being sought, or,
in other words, one seeks to place a memory somewhere. Cognition of the place and
telling of its story in the society depend on the needs and aims of the researcher; also, the
connection between the researcher and the object under research as well as the personal
researcher’s experience play an important role. Interpretation of the place is closely
related to the chosen method to cognize and perceive it. In the dissertation, in order to
cognize the partisan war places and make scientific interpretation, the modern conflict
archaeology was chosen; with the help of studying the concrete places, this method
actualizes the historical story, and that story becomes a part of the public modern culture
of commemoration.

The modern conflict archaeology covers the First and the Second World Wars, the
Spanish Civil War, the Cold War, military dictatorships in the Latin America in the
sixties-eighties of the 20™ century and other military conflicts. Besides, studies are also
carried out in the places of war and resistance (trenches, bunkers), in the buildings that

have become the objects of war (e.g. schools, hospitals), and battles sites.
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After half a century or even more, the occupied areas and the areas that were
covered by the conflict zones may appear quite different and provide no reminders of the
historical events. These areas are settled by new inhabitants, and the setting is often
changed unrecognizably. Nevertheless, these places, despite the absence of visual marks,
still are associated with material and non-material cultural heritage. The archaeological
findings in these places allow setting the boundaries of the territory pertaining to the
events, revive memories of the witnesses and inspire imagination of the young
generation. In general, the object of the modern conflict archaeology is situated in the
community’s memory, and thus researches into conflicts of the 20™ century are most
relevant and most sensitive research field to the society. Great results have been
achieved thanks to cooperation with the society, witnesses to the events who were able to
show the places, identify the discovered findings and relate them to the historical figures.

In order to objectively cover the historical events in the public and academic
domain, a balance must be found, and political powers cannot interfere with and
influence the findings of the scientific researches. According to the archaeologist Gabriel
Moshenska, researches into military conflicts in the 20" century decrease the gap
between the local and national history.”® Usually researches into modern conflict
archaeology incorporate many sections of the society and are willingly joined by schools
and museums. Therefore, the success of the research and significance and value of the
place are determined both by scientific goals and the aim to use researches for the
purpose of education. From a certain point of view, a local community becomes a part of
the undergoing research; the members of the community participating in the research
often rewrite local and personal historical stories.

Theoretical and methodical aspects of the modern conflict archaeology discussed
above allow analysing the studies into partisan war places that are performed in
Lithuania and make qualitative assessment. The first archaeological research of the
Lithuanian partisan war places were performed after restoration of independence; for
today, there have been over 30 research into the places evidencing the fights and deaths

of the Lithuanian partisans carried out and documented. Most of these studies are related

2 Moshenska, G., Contested Pasts and Community Archaeologies: Public Engagement in the
Archaeology of Modern Conflict. In: Forbes, N., Page, R., Pérez, G., eds., Europe’s Deadly Century.
Perspectives on 20th Century Conflict Heritage. Swindon, 2009, pp. 73-76.
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with the places of burial of the remains of the partisan war participants and partisans’
bunkers.

Archaeological research methods provide with more possibilities to cognize the
partisan war places. In the dissertation, these methods help to discuss the newly
presented concept of partisan war landscape. The scientific concept of a landscape
emerged in between the end of the 19" century and beginning of the 20" century, but the
traditional (passive) meaning of the landscape started to change barely in the eighties of
the 20" century, when researches were joined by anthropologists. Today various
theoretical assessments of the landscape are made by experts of different science fields.
The thesis does not aim at analysing different concepts of the landscape and, as it is
based on the empirical data, it refers to the insights of several landscape anthropology
and archaeology theoreticians. The British anthropologist Eric Hirsch in the introductory
section of the book “The Anthropology of Landscape. Perspectives on Place and Space”
points out that landscape should be interpreted as a cultural process which can be
understood by making references to the fieldwork, descriptions of places and
interpretations.® The importance of fieldwork is also highlighted in the collection of
articles by the US anthropologists Pamela J. Stewart and Andrew Strathern “Landscape,
memory and history: anthropological perspectives”.'* Recording of a place is an integral
part of the archaeological concept of the landscape.

With division of the space in Europe in the 20™ century having turned to long
lasting military activities, the signs of conflicts started to emerge in the country’s
landscape. The battles and fighting that took place during the First and the Second World
War amended the maps of many countries. Archaeologist Gillian Carr distinguishes
landscapes of occupation as a separate type of conflict landscapes. Being restricted by
new authorities and the military, the landscape submits to the new conditions brought by

occupation and changes people’s lives. Landscapes of occupation are formed by both the

3 Hirsch, E., Introduction: Landscape — Between Place and Space. In: Hirsch, E., O‘Holand, M., eds.,
The Anthropology of Landscape. Perspectives on Place and Space. Oxford, 1995, p. 2

4 Stewart, P. J., Stratherno, A., eds., Landscape, memory and history: anthropological perspectives.
London, 2003, pp. 1-15.
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environment inhabited by civilians and the space covered by the army or used for other
military purposes, but here the essential condition is an occupant and its actions.™

Partisan war landscape is close to the concept of the landscapes of occupation;
however, due to the activities of resistance movement and the war that lasted over the
decade, the specific places having attributes that are characteristic to the partisan war
only appeared. While developing the concept of the partisan war landscape, with the
view to define its main attributes and create possibilities for making adjustments
considering the society’s needs, in the dissertation the landscape management paradigm
of heritage places'® has been chosen, as it is the most suitable in pursuing the set goal
and tasks.

The empirical part of the thesis was written on the basis of territorial concept of the
place; in this part different partisan war places and the historical events that occurred
there enable coming back to the perception of the space at that time. In the dissertation,
the partisan war landscape is considered to be a reality phenomenon, firstly a physical
construct, the chronological boundaries of which are directly related with hostilities,
whereas territorial boundaries cover the areas where these activities took place. The
studies into the sources of partisan war were performed from perspective of historical
time, meanwhile, the author of dissertation chose the archaeological and anthropological
aspect to the landscape, which enables speaking about the connection of the time and
space. On the basis of the practical results of such connection, the dissertation presents a

new interpretation of the partisan war in the context of commemoration.

Dissertation structure. The thesis is comprised of introductory part, four chapters,
conclusions, the list of sources and references, and appendixes.

The first chapter analyses the work related with the state policy of partisan war
heritage and partisan war places, i.e. how these places are recorded, preserved, marked
and managed. The main focus is on the analysis of activities of the Genocide and

Resistance Research Centre of Lithuania (hereinafter the “Centre”) and the Department.

5 Carr, G., Landscapes of Occupation: A Case Study from the Channel Islands. In: Forbes, N., Page, R.,
Pérez, G., eds., Europe’s Deadly Century. Perspectives on 20th Century Conflict Heritage. Swindon,
2009, p. 35.

' Budas, I., Krastotvarkos pagrindai. Kaunas, 2001.

16



The second chapter focuses on the analysis of activities of non-governmental
organisations and social initiatives. In addition, the author discusses the different attitude
of generations towards memorialisation of the partisan war. Conclusions on the activities
of the official authorities and public organisations are compared and their differences are
pointed out.

The third chapter is devoted to all presently known categories of partisan war
places, their definitions, classification, as well as their interrelations which link the
places to the partisan war landscape. Insights of advisory nature with regards to this
landscape are presented.

The last chapter presents theoretical and methodological material and connects the
empirical data about geographical locations of the partisan war with the theoretical
underground state model which are also the basis for substantiating and formulating the

scientific hypothesis of the dissertation about the underground Lithuanian partisan state.

Defence statements

1. Fragmented location of the partisan war places is determined by the absence of a
coherent and clearly formulated state policy regarding the partisan war and dominance of
public initiatives. As a result, many partisan war places, which in some cases were
especially genuine, were not taken care of in due time and eventually were forgotten and
destroyed. Processes of memorialisation and heritagisation that are carried out by the
official authorities shall further exist only due to personal initiatives of the people
working in these authorities, unless a grounded conception is drawn up.

2. The partisan war landscape is comprised of various locations recalling the events
which took place in 1944-1953. It is filled up by the places that emerged during and
after the active partisan war period. The totality of such places, but not separate points
which have been actualized by various commemoration measures, allows to get
knowledge about the past partisan war space and adjust that space to the cultural needs
of the society.

3. (Re)construction of the partisan state is a new historiographic interpretation of
partisan war. It is based on combination of fours groups of the sources (documents,
spoken history, objects and places), and the crucial role is performed by the places

representing the partisan war spread as a whole.
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Results and conclusions

1. The partisan war of 1944-1953 has been one of the focuses of politicians
already in the first years of the restored Independence of Lithuania. However, throughout
the entire period of Independence places of the partisan war were discussed very rarely.
The conducted dissertation research shows that a belated attention of the official
authorities to the partisan war places determined the physical status of these places and
in some cases the destruction of some genuine places.

There are two principal official authorities namely, the Centre and the Department,
which are in charge of the partisan war places. Their activities are regulated by a number
of resolutions that were adopted at the outset of the Independence period and were
amended at later time. The analysis of the laws and long lasting activities revealed the
deficiencies which have prevented from creation and successful implementation of the
state policy into memorialisation and heritagisation of the partisan war places.

2. Up to now activities of the Centre in the field of partisan war places take the
form of inventory and memorialisation, but these activity trends are very fragmented in
the state level. When performing inventory of the partisan war places, the places and
locations of the commemorative marks are recorded and described in the publications.
The human historical memory is narrowed to the places selected by the official
authorities and the monuments erected therein. If the Centre was registering the places,
but not monuments pertaining to the partisan war, one would have been able to speak
about the history of the partisan war, but not the memory of the partisan war, during the
first years of the restored Independence. Having concluded that monuments are the main
witnesses to the partisan war, description of partisan war places mainly focuses on the
description of the monument and its photographs. From this aspect, the state policy into
memorialisation of the partisan war actually damages the authentic story of the fights for
freedom. Consequently, instead of speaking about a coherent and in-depth cognition of
the partisan war spread on the state level, one has to speak about the register of
monuments erected at the outset of the National Revival by social initiatives in the
places of the perished and buried freedom fighters instead.

Memorialisation programs adopted by the Centre dissociate the story about the
event from the precise place of that event, and thus the places of events that have been

preserved by the partisans and their relatives become meaningless, and due to defected
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state policy the events prevailingly remain without any places assigned to them.
Considering such situation, reconstruction of the partisan war space becomes invalid.
The state policy into memorialisation of the partisan war changes and creates historical
facts, but not just presents them. Despite the importance of the partisan war places from
the anthropological, sociological, historical, archaeological and many other aspects,
today they are deprived of their role. Consequently, the lack of scientific researches
erode the foundation of the state policy that is being implemented by the Centre.

3. Analysis of the data of Department Register deals with the partisan war places
and induces to finding out how the history and/or theoretical and practical heritage
protection are linked. For quite a long time, and even today, the partisan war places and
included in the heritagisation on a random basis and without following any conception.
The activities of the official authorities eventually were largely affected by the spirit and
moods of the National Revival, and have remained hardly changed until now. In 2014
the Fifth Council for Assessment was set up; it included more partisan war places in the
Register, but such work has no justified theoretical grounds, and there was not a coherent
conception ever created. Therefore, heritagisation, despite the institutionalisation of this
field, has been depending and is still depending in certain scope from the specialists
pursuing ones’ personal initiatives. A heritage policy which is directly determined by the
personal understanding of heritagisation, or favouring one or another group or region of
cultural values, cannot be deemed to be the state level policy.

4. Results of the analysis of legislative acts and the Register data rebut the
opinion that exceptionally high attention was being paid to the heritage places of partisan
war at the state level throughout all the twenty six years of the restored Independence,
especially during the National Revival. Due to the failure to define provisions of the
relevant state policy, there have been no scientifically grounded state programs in the
fields of memorialisation and heritagisation. Any attempts to apply a wider perspective
to the diversity of partisan war places would remain in the decision-making stage. As a
result, activities of memorialisation and heritagisation of the partisan war places
performed without having any conception inadmissibly split the former partisan war
spread. In many cases memorialisation at the state level was the outcome of spontaneous,
private initiatives. Legislative acts providing for memorialisation were adopted

following the undergoing processes. Meanwhile, heritagisation processes were defined
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and included in the scheduled state programs, but many of the resolutions remained
presented in the written form, and hardly any provision has actually been implemented.

5. The issue of the partisan war places was addressed by the freedom fighters and
their relatives far earlier than by the official authorities; since the very beginning of the
Independence period, the focus on the partisan war places was based not on the programs
prepared by specialists, but rather on ideological and sometime even random choices.
The work done during the National Revival and the first years of the restored
independence helped to get over the political traumas, but at the same time many
significant partisan war places were destroyed. Hasty non-professional excavation of
fighters’ remains and restoration of partisan bunkers and underground hiding-places in
authentic locations actually were destroying the heritage values one by one.

The first generation (that of the contemporaries) and the third generation (that was
born and grew up in the independent Lithuania) memorialising the partisan war connect
historic events with the period of the restored independence of Lithuania. Meanwhile,
the second generation that grew up under the Soviet rule express its interest in the
partisan war places especially rarely. These individual cases occur more because of
individual position, but not the collective memory of that generation. Thanks to the
initiatives of the non-governmental organisations and the society, focus on the partisan
war places undergoes revival and is presented as an example to the official authorities
that implement programs associated with inventory, memorialisation and heritagisation
of the partisan war places.

6. The wars of the 20™ century in one or another way involved people of many
European states. The First and the Second World Wars and the Cold War affected
political, economic, social and cultural aspects of people’s lives, as well as their living
setting. The wars left destroyed cities and towns, exploded bridges, desolated
homesteads and new mass graves. All these traces have become the part of the cultural
landscape of the 20™ century. In the dissertation, the research into partisan war places
was conducted by applying the method of archaeological studies. This method facilitated
inclusion of the Lithuanian experience to the common European context of the modern
conflict archaeology.

Seeking to resist the Soviet occupation, Lithuania started a new, i.e. partisan, war

and military acts that lasted for almost a decade have left a lot of places of this war
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throughout the entire country, and today these places can be studied by scientists and are
recognized by the society members. The partisan war space can be restored only with the
help of complex conception of the landscape. A coherent analysis of partisan war places
and the documents related to partisans encourages to develop the already existing
understanding of the partisan war and to look for new ways to interpret this war.

7. The landscape of the partisan war is rich and diverse, but until now nobody has
defined or thought over it. The fieldwork and coherent inventory of partisan war places
help to obtain more information about the partisan war spread. Integration of freedom
fighters’ birthplaces, communication points, supporters’ homesteads and other places to
the story of the partisan war presents a detailed social and cultural identity of the
partisan. At the very beginning of the National Revival some of the partisan war places
(places of perish, places where the remains of the casualties were buried, graves)
attracted much attention, whereas other places were memorialised and/or included in the
heritagisation in isolated cases only. In order to cognize the partisan war spread, one has
to view the totality of war places as a particular unified system where one place is
closely related with another one, e.g. a bunker with supporter’s home and/or
communication post, or a campsite with a site of the battle. Also, the site where fighters
perished is interrelated with the location where the dead bodies were desecrated or
buried, or the grave. From the very beginning of the independent period the history of
partisan war was especially personalised; eventually, the places were being just selected,
and the landscape of the partisan war was divided into individual locations, which were
separated from the general story of the partisan war. A limited number of the places
represented the memorialisation initiatives during the National Revival, but not an
extended and diverse picture of the partisan war places.

Partisan war landscape links various places of fights for freedom and enables
discussions not only about individual objects (bunkers, battle sites, sites of perish and
other places), but also about the entire story of all these places as a whole. The historic
places that emerged during the partisan war have retained the memories of these places,
and thus incorporation of such places into the general story of the fights for freedom
using the communicative memory will help to significantly extend the possibilities for

cognition of that particular period.
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8. As a result of the Soviet occupation period, the subsequent traumatic memory
of the freedom fighters and the absence of a coherent state policy, the wide spread of the
partisan war places has turned into sporadic and often unrelated places. Ignoring the
assessments of partisan war that have existed so far, the dissertation focuses on the
(re)construction of the partisan state. Consistent historical research based on four groups
of sources reveals new possibilities to interpret the partisan war. The author tries to find
a new story which would allow speaking not about the consequences of the partisan war,
but searching for an in-depth understanding thereof. The concept of the partisan state is
best grounded by the picture of the whole of things, i.e. all types of partisan war places,
documents and items pertaining to the freedom fighters, recollections. The main role in
the partisan state is performed not by individual stories, but their connection, not by
individual places, but the whole of them.

The partisan state is a theoretical derivation of the underground state and is based
on all attributes which are characteristic to this definition. The partisan governing
authorities, legislative acts, the army, management of the territory in present and future
tense and many other important phenomena legitimize the scientific hypothesis of the
partisan state. This legitimation is also related with the social environment and political
position based on democratic principles that existed in the interwar independent
Lithuania.

The traces of the partisan war can be found in any forest, village or town and every
place where during the partisan war period people believed in the idea of a free and
democratic Lithuania. A conceptual shift from one point to the dimensional conception
of the partisan war helps today to look at the partisan state as a place of memory.

Every place of the partisan war, even when the precise details and facts are not
known, has to be considered firstly as a part of the partisan state. This aim should be
pursued by academic society, official authorities and public organisations in educating
the civil society that has awareness and follows the principles of democracy.
Furthermore, in the context of globalisation issues, the idea of the partisan state may
help to foster the national community, where the symbols of the past are used to create
myths that make one feel proud of. The partisans were fighting for the statehood and
nationality, and this part of the history is especially relevant in preserving one’s own

foundation of the values in the context of the liberating policy.
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Disertacijos santrauka lietuviu kalba

Tyrimo aktualumas ir naujumas. Partizaninio karo vietos niekada nebuvo tokios
svarbios ir reikSmingos, kaip Atgimimo metais. Tuomet visuomenés démesys buvo
sutelktas j laisvés kovotojy palaiky paieska, jamzinima. Véliau | §j darba jsijunge
valstybés institucijos, tode¢l Siandien vieSojoje erdveéje laitkomasi nuomones, kad
partizaninio karo jamzinimo klausimas — pirmiausiai atitinkamy valstybés institucijy
veiklos laukas. Taciau nepaisant méginimy jamzinimg institucionalizuoti, to padaryti i$
esmes nepavyko. Jis iki Siol daugiausia reiSkiasi kaip asmeninés iniciatyvos ieSkoti,
puoseléti, saugoti atminimg. Atsliigus Atgimimo ir pirmyjy Nepriklausomybe atkiirusios
Lietuvos mety emociniam pakilimui, visapusiSki partizaninio karo viety tyrimai ir
jpaveldinimas yra aktuali, neatsiejama XX a. Lietuvos istorijos tyrimy dalis. Partizaninio
karo viety tyrimy svarbg atskleid¢ 2010 m. jose pradéti profesionaliis archeologiniai
tyrinéjimai.

Pra¢jus daugiau nei dviem deSimtmeciams nuo Nepriklausomybés atkiirimo,
Lietuvos paveldosauga vis dar neturi gairiy, kuriomis remiantis partizaninio karo
vietoms biity suteikiama teisiné apsauga, jos saugomos ir tvarkomos. Sio klausimo
svarbg liudija 2014 m. prie Kultiros paveldo departamento (toliau — KPD) sudaryta
penktoji nekilnojamojo kultiiros paveldo vertinimo taryba. Jai pavesta rupintis i$skirtinai
memorialing verte turin¢iomis vietomis. ISrySkintas ribotas poZitiris | partizaninio karo
vietas vieSojoje ir institucinéje aplinkoje atskleidzia moksliniy tyrimy svarba siekiant
pabrézti jy reikSmg ir jvairuma naujausiyjy laiky istorijos pasakojime.

Darbo naujumg pabréZia ir metodologiné prieiga prie Saltiniy: j partizaninio karo
istorijg darbe Zvelgiama per savus — partizany paliktus — Saltinius. Kompleksiniy tyrimy
svarba tampa akivaizdi pirmiausia ne teoriniu, bet praktiniu pozitriu. Remiantis
skirtingy mokslo atstovy — istoriky, archeology, sociology, politology, psichology ir kity
— darbais i8rySk¢ja tyrimo tarpdalykiSkumas.

Tyrimo problema — nevienodas, nenuoseklus, daznai priesingas partizaninio karo
viety vertinimas institucinéje aplinkoje ir vieSojoje erdveje. Daugel] mety partizaninio
karo viety zenklinimas buvo konspiratyvus, partizany kapai lankomi slapta, o bunkeriy ir

zeminiy duobés maskuojamos Sakomis. Tévai vaikams ir vaikaiiams patylomis rodé
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Sias vietas ir pasakojo dar neseniai pasibaigusio karo istorijg. Kautynes iSgyvene
partizanai, tuoj po ivykiy tas vietas rod¢ savo réméjams, taip okupacijos sglygomis buvo
sickiama iSsaugoti laisvés kovy istorijg. Tuo paciu metu sovietai slopino partizaninio
karo atmint] ir sgmoningai naikino atmintinas partizaninio karo vietas.

Atgimimo metais jvykes politinis virsmas sovietmeciu vyravusias viesgsias
nuostatas pakeité pastebimai, taiau pozilris ] partizaninio karo vietas buvo labai siauras.
Jis nepriklausomoje Lietuvoje buvo paremtas zuvusiyjy kultu, kentéjusiyjy ir auky
iSkélimu. Tai, beje, budingas lietuviy karo vaizdinys, kurio iStaky reikia ieSkoti
herojizuotame Pilény pasakojime.

Laisvés kovy dalyviy ir jy artimyjy nesgmoningai vykdoma partizaninio karo viety
atranka didele dali buvusiyjy iSbrauké 1§ atminimo kultiiros lauko, tod¢l buvusig
partizaninio karo erdve sutrauké ] pavienius individualig atmintj turin¢ius objektus.
Nuoseklus pasakojimas buvo nebejmanomas, nes vietas, dazniausiai martirologinio
pobidzio, jungé ne nuosekli jvykio schema (iS¢jimas partizanauti — kovos laikas —
areStas/ziitis), bet vienos jvykio grupés — mirties dominavimas. Tokia, i§ dalies
sovietmeciu patirtos politinés traumos, laikysena léme, kad iki Siol partizaninio karo
vertinimai politingje, kultiirinéje, visuomeninéje aplinkoje remiasi didvyriSkos mirties
pasakojimu ir dauguma — net 89 % Siandien valstybés saugomy partizaninio karo viety

sudaro martirologinio pobtdzio — partizany zities, uzkasimo vietos ir kapai.

Disertacijos objektas — istoring ir (arba) memorialing vert¢ turin¢ios 1944-1953 m.
Lietuvos partizaninio karo vietos. Darbe nagrin¢jama ne tik skirtingy partizaninio karo
viety verté, bet ir sgmoningas tos vertés aktualizavimas, pasireiSkiantis jamzinimo ir
(arba) jpaveldinimo forma visuomeneés ir valstybés institucijy atstovy déka. Jamzinimas
Cia tiesiogiai siejamas su vietomis kaip geografiniais elementais, todél kitos jamzinimo
formos (muziejai, literatiiros kuriniai, filmai, gatvévardziai ir pan.) disertacijoje
nenagringjamos.

Tyrimo tikslas — visapusiskai istirti partizaninio karo vietas, jy pagalba rekonstruoti
partizaninio karo erdve. Siekiant tikslo jgyvendinimo iSkelti Sie uZdaviniai:

1. ISnagrinéti valstybés institucijy ir savivaldos indél; 1990-2016 m. jamZinant ir

ipaveldinant partizaninio karo vietas;
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2. ISnagrinéti nevyriausybiniy organizacijy ir pilietiniy iniciatyvy vaidmenj
partizaninio karo viety jamzinimo srityje;

3. Suklasifikuoti visas Siandien zinomas partizaninio karo vietas, tiksliai nustatyti ir
apibrézti jy pavadinimus, pateikti jy aktualizavimo galimybes;

4. Remiantis gautais partizaninio karo viety tyrimo rezultatais, pateikti nauja Sio

karo interpretacijg.

Tyrimo S$altiniai ir istoriografija. Pirmgja duomeny grupe sudaro partizaninio
karo mety Saltiniai. Visus juos vienija istorinis laikas ir erdveé. Antroji didelé Sio tyrimo
Saltiniy grupe, kurig daugiausia sudaro teisés aktai, iSrySkina reiSkinio raiSkg ir sklaida
kulttirinémis, teisinémis, politinémis formomis nepriklausomos Lietuvos metais.

Iki Siol partizaninio karo tyrimams Lietuvoje budingas siauras pozitris, kuris
apriboja tiriamg objekta ir jo pazinimo Saltinius, o pabréZiant raSytiniy dokumenty
svarbg, kitiems duomenims paprastai suteikiamas antraeilis vaidmuo. Tyrimuose
dazniausiai nekreipiama démesio ] socialinj ir kultlirinj konteksta, asmenys -
partizaninio karo dalyviai — atsiejami nuo likusiy jy gyvenimo istorijos puslapiy,
istoriniai jvykiai ir veikiantys asmenys nagrin¢jami atskirai nuo geografiniy viety.
Siekiant pabrézti ir parodyti kompleksiniy tyrimy butinybe, Siame darbe pasirenkamas
alternatyvus poziliris | partizaninio karo Saltinius ir i§ raSytiniy Saltiniy, sakytinés
istorijos Ziniy, archeologiniy/antropologiniy duomeny apie partizaninio karo vietas bei
daiktus kuriamas naujas keturdalis tyrimy modelis.

Darbe | partizaninio karo vietas zvelgiama pirmiausia kaip ] geografing erdve ir
atminimo kultiiros laukg. Tyrimy istoriografija sudaro istoriky, archeology, antropology,
sociology, politology, psichology, menotyrininky mokslinés studijos. Tarpdalykiné
prieiga — tai vienintelis patikimas buidas, kuris leidzia (re)konstruoti partizaninio karo

erdve.

Teoriniai modeliai ir pagrindinés darbe vartojamos sgavokos. Jamzinimas,
jpaveldinimas, partizaninio karo vietos, partizaninio karo kraStovaizdis — tyrimo
jungiamieji ir jo esme nusakantys terminai.

Jamzinimas bei jpaveldinimas — susij¢ su atminimo Kkultira S$iandieninéje
visuomeng¢je. Istoriniams jvykiams nutolus tauta (arba jos dalis) susiriipina praéjusio
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laikmecio atminties apsauga. Taip atsiranda jvairiomis formomis pasireiSkiantys
jJamZinimo veiksmai, yra rengiami minéjimai ir Sventés, kurie paprastai tampa
pasikartojanéiu ritualu. Sie procesai dazniausiai tyrinéjami kolektyvinés atminties
teorijos lauke.

Remiantis Lietuviy kalbos Zodynu, zodis jamzinti laikomas vediniu i§ amzinti ir
Zzodyne turi reikSmes ,,padaryti amzing* bei ,,daryti amzing®, taiau amzina yra tai, kas
perduodama 1§ kartos ] karta, kas nuolatos i§ naujo atkuriama, tod¢l tai iSeina uz vieno
zmogaus amziaus riby, sujungia kelias Zmoniy kartas. Taigi, jamzinimas pirmiausia
reiSkiasi ne per amzing biiv], bet per Zmogaus atmint] ir sgmoningg jos saugojimg.
VieSoji atmintis gyvuoja tol, kol yra ty, kurie atmintj perduoda ir priima, vyksta
apgalvotas komunikacijos procesas.

Samoningas vietos saugojimas, jamzinimas dazniausiai reiskiasi vaizdiniu budu,
medZiy sodinimu ir (arba) atminimo Zenklais (kryZiais, paminklais, memorialais),
krik§¢ioniSkomis jy Sventinimo apeigomis. Tokiu biidu vietos jamZinimas svarbus
dvejopai. Pirmuoju atveju iSryskeja jprasminimo siekis. Vieta, ten vyke jvykiai ir veike
asmenys sureikSminami, suaktyvinama atmintis. Taip jamZinimo iniciatoriai ripinasi
vietos islikimu. Antruoju atveju labai svarbus vaidmuo tenka komunikacijai. Atminimo
7enklas tampa tarpininku tarp vietos ir jos lankytojo. Siuo atveju iniciatoriy tikslas —
palikti Zinig bendruomenés arba visuomenés atmintyje. Tokiu biidu vietos atmintis
suaktyvinama ne tik sgmoningo bendrijos siekio saugoti, bet ir tarp pavieniy, tiesioginiy
sasajy su ten veikusiais asmenimis neturin€iy zmoniy, suvokianiy save to paties
kolektyvo dalimi tapatybés poziiiriu. Pastaryjy rySys su vieta reiSkiasi kaip atmintis-
Zinojimas.

PrieSingai nei jsiSaknij¢s jamzinimo termino vartojimas, jpaveldinimas Vvis dar
kalbininky neapsvarstytas. Jo vartojimas ribotas, placiau bidingas kultiiros pavelda
tiriantiems mokslininkams. Pirmoji jpaveldinimg | moksling literatiirg jvedé kultiiros
istorike Rasa Cepaitiene, i$plétojo kita kultiiros istoriké Agné Vaitkuviené.

Pagrindiné Zodzio jpaveldinimas dalis yra paveldas. Paveldosaugos specialisty
tyrimai rodo, kad paveldo reikSmé Siandien jau iSgryninta ir platesniy diskusijy
nebekelia. Klasikiné koncepcija teigia, kad palikimas paveldu tampa tada, kai jam
suteikiama vienokia ar kitokia verté, kuri valstybés institucijy aktais jteisinama, t.y.
vietos ir (arba) objektai jpaveldinami. Nors zodis paveldas démesj kreipia j paveldéjima,
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prasmes poziiiriu Sis principas tik 1§ dalies tikslus. Svarby vaidmenj ¢ia vaidina
politiniai, jstatymais gristi veiksmai. Taciau naujausi paveldo sampratos tyrimai plecia, 0
kartais ir visiSkai naikina jo ribas, démesio sulaukia mazumy ir nedominuojanciy grupiy
paveldas.

Ipaveldinime svarbiausias vaidmuo tenka jvykiy ir asmeny Zinojimui, vyrauja
faktografinis, autentiSkumo démuo. Per samoningai kuriamas apeigas ir Zinojima
palaikoma konkre€ios vietos atmintis; Siandienos paveldosaugos kontekste ji yra
institucionalizuojama, apibréziama jstatymais. Tokiu biidu Zinojimas jpaveldinant leidzia
1§saugoti atmintj, o jamZinant — atmintis 1§saugoma per zenklus ir ritualus, kurie suteikia
Zinias. Atmintj paprastai puoseléja privatlis ir su ja susij¢ asmenys — visuomenininkai,
Zinojimg — valstybés institucijos. Tac¢iau atmintis ir Zinojimas visuomen¢ su valstybe
labiau susieja, nei atskiria.

Dar vienas $iame tyrime svarbus terminas yra partizaninio karo vietos. Vietos
samprata paveldosaugos lauke analizavo R. Cepaitiené. Nors jvairiose mokslo ir kultiiros
srityse vieta suprantama labai placiai, Siame tyrime ja vadinamas geografinis vienetas,
turintis istorinj pasakojimg, o vizualiniai ir (arba) emociniai zenklai palaiko gyva jos
atmint]. Atsizvelgiant | Zmogaus vaidmenj kuriant vietas, jos laikytinos kolektyvinés
atminties dalimi.

Vietos pazinimas ir jos pasakojimo sklaida visuomeng¢je priklauso nuo tirianciojo
poreikiy ir tiksly, taip pat svarbus tyréjo ir tiriamo objekto rySys, asmeniné tyréjo
patirtis. Vietos interpretacija glaudziai susijusi su pasirinktu jos pazinimo ir suvokimo
biidu. Disertacijoje partizaninio karo viety pazinimui ir jy mokslinei interpretacijai
pasirinkta naujausiyjy laiky konflikty archeologijos prieiga, kuri per konkreciy viety
tyrimus istorin] pasakojima suaktualina ir jis tampa Siuolaikinés visuomenés atminimo
kulttros dalimi.

Okupuotos, | konflikty zong patekusios vietovés praéjus pusei ir daugiau amziaus
1SoriSkai gali nebepriminti istoriniy jvykiy. Jose jkurdinami nauji gyventojai, aplinka
daznai neatpazjstamai pakeiiama. Taciau S§ios vietos, daznai nebeturédamos jokiy
regimy zenkly, vis tiek yra siejamos su materialiniu ir nematerialiu kulttiros paveldu. Jy
archeologiniai radiniai leidzia apibrézti jvykiy teritorija, liudininkams grazinti
prisiminimus, zadina jaunosios kartos vaizduot¢. Naujausiyjy laiky konflikty

archeologijos objektas paprastai yra bendruomenés atmintyje, todé¢l XX a. konflikty
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tyrimai visuomenei yra pati artimiausia ir jautriausia tyrimy sritis. Puikiy rezultaty
pasiekta bendradarbiaujant su visuomene, jvykiy liudininkais, kurie gali nurodyti vietas,
atpazinti ir susieti aptiktus radinius su istorinémis asmenybémis.

Archeologiniai tyrimy metodai iSplecia partizaninio karo viety pazinimo galimybes.
Remiantis jais disertacijoje kalbama apie naujai formuojamg partizaninio karo
krastovaizdzio sampratg. XIX a. pab. — XX a. pr. prasidé¢jo kraStovaizdzio mokslinés
sampratos paieskos, taCiau tradiciné (pasyvioji) kraStovaizdzZio reikSmée eéme kisti tik XX
a. devintajame deSimtmetyje, kuomet | tyrimus jsijungé antropologai. Siandien
Jvairiausius teorinius kraStovaizdZio vertinimus pateikia skirtingy mokslo Saky
specialistai. Nesiekiant analizuoti skirtingy krastovaizdzio sampraty, Siame, empiriniais
duomenimis grjstame darbe, remiamasi keliy krastovaizdzio antropologijos ir
archeologijos teoretiky jzZvalgomis

XX amziaus Europos istorijoje erdvés dalyboms peraugus } ilgai trunkancius
karinius veiksmus, konflikty Zenklai émeé ryskéti Salies krasStovaizdyje. Pirmojo ir
Antrojo pasaulinio karo metais vyke musSiai, kautynés perkonstravo daugelio valstybiy
zemelap]. Archeologé Gillian Carr kaip atskirg konflikty krastovaizdzio riisiy iSskiria
okupacinj krastovaizdj. Varzomas naujosios valdzios ir kariuomenés jis pakliista
naujoms — okupacijos — salygoms ir kei¢ia zmoniy gyvenimg. Okupacinj kraStovaizd]
formuoja tiek civiliy gyvenama aplinka, tiek kariuomenés apgyvendinta ar kitoms
karinéms reikméms naudojama erdvé, ta¢iau esminé sglyga — okupantas ir jo veiksmai.

Partizaninio karo krastovaizdis — artimas okupacinio kraStovaizdzio sampratai,
taciau prasidéje pasiprieSinimo veiksmai bei deSimtmetj trukes karas 1émé specifiniy, tik
partizaniniam karui biidingy, viety atsiradimg. Plétojant partizaninio karo krastovaizdzio
sampratg, apibréziant jo esminius bruozus ir formuojant pritaikymo visuomeneés
poreikiams galimybes, disertacijoje pasirenkama kraStotvarkiné paveldo viety
paradigma, kuri tinkamiausia siekiant jgyvendinti iSkelta tiksla ir uzdavinius.

Remiantis teritorine vietos samprata paraSyta empiriné¢ darbo dalis, kurioje
skirtingos partizaninio karo vietos, jose vyke istoriniai jvykiai suteikia galimybe sugrizti
prie to meto erdvés suvokimo. Partizaninio karo krastovaizdis disertacijoje suprantamas
kaip tikrovés reiSkinys, pirmiausia fizinis konstruktas, kurio chronologinés ribos
tiesiogiai susijusios su karo veiksmais, o teritorinés ribos apima vietoves, kur tie
veiksmai vyko. Iki Siol plétoti daugiausiai Saltinotyriniai partizaninio karo tyrimai buvo
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vykdomi istorinio laiko perspektyvoje, disertacijoje pasirinkta archeologiné ir
antropologiné¢ kraStovaizdzio prieiga leidZia kalbéti apie laiko ir erdvés jungti. Remiantis
Sios jungties praktiniais rezultatais, disertacijoje sililoma nauja partizaninio karo

interpretacija atminties lauke.

Ginamigji teiginiai

1. Nuoseklios, aiskiais atrankos principais suformuotos partizaninio karo
valstybinés politikos nebuvimas, taip pat visuomeniniy iniciatyvy dominavimas lémé
viety fragmentiSkuma. Jo déka didelé dalis partizaninio karo viety, tam tikrais atvejais
itin unikaliy, laiku nesulauké deramo démesio, tod¢l buvo pamirstos ir sunaikintos. Be
pagristai parengtos koncepcijos valstybés institucijy vykdoma jamzinimo ir jpaveldinimo
veikla ir toliau iSliks asmeninémis institucijose dirbanciy darbuotojy iniciatyvomis.

2. Partizaninio karo kraStovaizdj sudaro jvairios 1944—1953 m. jvykius menancios
vietos. Jy lauka uZzpildo aktyvaus partizaninio karo laikotarpio ir po aktyvios veiklos
atsiradusios vietos. Jy visuma, o ne pavieniai, jvairiais atminimo jrankiais aktualizuoti,
taskai leidzia paZinti tuomet buvusig partizaninio karo erdve, ja pritaikyti kultliriniams
visuomenés poreikiams.

3. Partizany valstybés (re)konstravimas — nauja partizaninio karo istoriografiné
interpretacija. Ji grindziama remiantis keturiy Saltiniy grupiy (dokumenty, sakytinés
istorijos, daikty ir viety) apjungimu, kur vietos, perteikiancios partizaninio karo erdve

kaip visuma, vaidina ypatingg vaidmenj.

Rezultatai ir iSvados

1. 1944-1953 m. partizaninis karas nuo pat pirmyjy atkurtos Lietuvos
Nepriklausomybés mety trauké politiky démesj. Taciau partizaninio karo vietoms per
visg Nepriklausomybés laikotarpj démesys buvo rodomas iSimtinai retai. Disertacijoje
atliktas tyrimas rodo, kad valstybés institucijoms laiku neatkreipus démesio |
partizaninio karo vietas, buvo nulemta jy fiziné buklé, dalis unikaliy viety jvairiomis
aplinkybémis buvo sunaikintos.

Partizaninio karo vietomis riipinasi i§ esmés dvi valstybinés institucijos — LGGRTC
ir KPD. Jy veiklg reglamentuoja dar Nepriklausomybés mety pradzioje priimti, véliau
papildyti nutarimai, ta¢iau jstatymy ir ilgametés veiklos analizé vercCia kalbéti apie
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trikumus, kurie iki Siol neleido sukurti ir s€ékmingai jgyvendinti valstybinés partizaninio
karo viety jamzinimo bei jpaveldinimo politikos.

2. LGGRTC veikla partizaninio karo viety srityje iki Siol reiSkiasi kaip
inventorizacija ir jamzinimas, taciau $ios veiklos kryptys valstybiniame lygmenyje labai
fragmentuotos. Atliekant partizaninio karo viety inventorizacija yra fiksuojamos ir
leidiniuose aprasomos vietos, kur stovi atminimo Zenklai. Taip Zmoniy istoriné atmintis
susiaurinama iki valstybés institucijy parinkty viety ir jose pastatyty paminkly. Viety, o
ne paminkly registravimas LGGRTC biity leides kalbéti apie partizaninio karo istorija, o
ne apie partizaninio karo atmint] pirmaisiais atkurtos Nepriklausomybés metais. Jtikéjus
paminklais, kaip pagrindiniais partizaninio karo liudytojais, viety apraSe didziausias
démesys teko paminklo apra$ymui, jo nuotraukai. Siuo poZitiriu valstybiné partizaninio
karo jamzinimo politika yra zalinga autentiSkam laivés kovy pasakojimui. Tad
valstybiniame lygmenyje tenka kalbéti ne apie nuosekly ir visapusiSska partizaninio karo
erdvés pazinimg, o apie Atgimimo pradzioje Zmoniy iniciatyva kovotojy Ziities,
uzkasimo ir palaidojimo vietose pastatyty paminkly registra.

LGGRTC jamzinimo programos atriboja jvykio pasakojimg nuo tikslios vietos,
todél paciy partizany ir jy artimyjy iSsaugotos jvykiy vietos nebetenka reikSmés, deél
ydingos valstybinés politikos jsigali jvykio bevietiSkumas. Susidarius tokiai padéciai,
partizaninio karo erdvés rekonstrukcija netenka galios. Tokiu bidu valstybiné
partizaninio karo jamzinimo politika ne perteikia, o keicia ir kuria istorinius faktus. Nors
partizaninio karo vietos svarbios antropologiniu, sociologiniu, istoriniu, archeologiniu ir
daugeliu kity poziiiriy, Siandien jos netenka savo vaidmens. Tokiu budu moksliniy
tyrimy stoka ardo LGGRTC vykdomos valstybinés jamzinimo politikos pamatus.

3. KPD Registro duomeny analizé sugrazina prie partizaninio karo viety ir vercia
1eSkoti dermés tarp istorijos ir (arba) paveldosaugos teorijos bei praktikos. Ilga laikg
buvo ir daznai Siandien jpaveldinamos partizaninio karo vietos be jokios atrankos ar juo
labiau koncepcijos. Atgimimo mety nuotaikos ilgainiui nulémé valstybiniy institucijy
veiklg ir be didesniy pokyciy yra gyvos iki Siol. 2014 m. buvo sukurta penktoji
Vertinimo taryba, ji pradéjo didinti partizaninio karo viety skaiCiy Registre, taciau Siam
darbui nesuteiké jokio tvirtesnio teorinio pagrindo, nebuvo sukurta nuosekli koncepcija.
Ipaveldinimas, net ir institucionalizavus $ig sriti, priklausé, ir tam tikru mastu

tebepriklauso, nuo asmenine iniciatyva besivadovaujanciy specialisty. Paveldo politika,
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kuri tiesiogiai priklauso nuo asmeninés jpaveldinimo sampratos, palankumo vienai ar
kitai kultiiros vertybiy grupei bei regionui, negali buti laikoma valstybine.

4, Teises akty ir Registro duomeny analizé paneigia nuomong, kad partizaninio
karo paveldo vietoms visus dvideSimt SeSerius atkurtos Nepriklausomybés metus, o ypac
per Atgimima, valstybiniu lygmeniu buvo skiriamas iSskirtinai didelis démesys.
Moksliskai pagristy valstybiniy programy nebuvimas jamzinimo ir jpaveldinimo srityje
susijes su nesuformuotomis atitinkamos valstybinés politikos nuostatomis. Bandymai
pazvelgti | partizaninio karo viety jvairove placiau likdavo nutarimy lygmenyje.
Nekonceptuali partizaninio karo viety jamzinimo ir jpaveldinimo veikla buvusia
partizaninio karo erdve neleistinai suskaldé. Valstybinis jamzinimas daugeliu atveju
buvo spontanisky, privaiy iniciatyvy rezultatas. Teisés aktai apibréZiantys jamZinimg
¢jo kaip pasekmé vykstanciy procesy. Tuo tarpu jpaveldinimas prieSingai — planiniy,
valstybiniy programy dalis, daugelis nutarimy pirmiausia iSreiksti popieriuje, todé¢l liko
nejgyvendinti.

5. Kur kas anksciau nei valstybés institucijos, démesj | partizaninio karo vietas
atkreipe laisveés kovotojai ir jy artimieji, tad démesys partizaninio karo vietoms nuo
Nepriklausomybés pradzios buvo rodomas ne specialisty paruostos programos principu,
bet idé¢jiniais, kartais atsitiktiniais pasirinkimais. Per Atgimimo ir pirmuosius atkurtos
Nepriklausomybés metus buvo atlikti darbai, kurie iSgydé politines traumas, taciau tuo
pac¢iu metu daugelis vertingy partizaninio karo viety buvo sunaikintos. Skubotas
neprofesionalus kovotojy palaiky atkasimas, partizany bunkeriy ir Zeminiy atstatymas
autentiSkose vietose viena po kitos naikino paveldo vertybes.

Pirmoji (amzininky) ir trecioji (nepriklausomoje Lietuvoje augusiy ir gimusiy)
partizaninio karo jamzintojy kartos sujungia istorinius jvykius su atkurtos
nepriklausomos Lietuvos laikotarpiu. Sovietmeciu augusi antroji karta partizaninio karo
vietoms démesj rodo idimtinai retai. Sie atvejai labiau susije su individualia jamZintojy
laikysena, ne su tos kartos kolektyvine atmintimi. Nevyriausybiniy organizacijy ir
pilietiniy iniciatyvy déka démesys partizaninio karo vietoms i§ dalies sugrizta, yra
teiktinas kaip pavyzdys valstybés institucijoms, jgyvendinan¢ioms partizaninio karo
viety inventorizavimo, jamzinimo ir jpaveldinimo programas.

6. XX a. kary dalyviais tapo daugumos Europos Saliy gyventojai. Pirmasis ir
Antrasis pasauliniai bei Saltasis karas keité ne tik politinj, socialinj, ekonominj, kultairinj
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tauty gyvenimg, bet ir gyvenamgja erdve. Karams pratizus liko sugriauti miestai,
susprogdinti tiltai, iSdraskytos sodybos, naujos masinés kapinés. Visos Sios Zymes tapo
XX a. kulttrinio krastovaizdzio dalimi. Partizaninio karo viety tyrimams disertacijoje
pasitelktas archeologiniy tyrimy metodas. JO pagalba lietuviSkoji patirtis buvo jtraukta i
bendraeuropinj naujausiyjy laiky konflikty archeologijos konteksta.

PasiprieSinusi sovietinei okupacijai Lietuva prad€jo naujg — partizaninj — karg ir
beveik deSimtmet] truke kariniai veiksmai Salyje paliko daugybe partizaninio karo viety,
kurios Siandien gali biiti tirlamos mokslininky, yra atpazjstamos visuomenés nariy. Tik
kompleksinés kraStovaizdzio sampratos pagalba galima atkurti partizaninio karo erdvg.
Nuosekli partizaninio karo viety, kartu su jomis ir partizany dokumenty analizé vercia
18pleésti ligSioling partizaninio karo sampratg ir ieSkoti naujy minéto karo interpretacijy.

7. Partizaninio karo kraStovaizdis spalvingas ir jvairus, taciau iki $iol nebuvo
apibréztas, apmastytas. Pazinti partizaninio karo erdve leidZia lauko tyrimai ir nuosekli
partizaninio karo viety inventorizacija. Laisvés kovotojy gimtiniy, rySiy punkty, réméjy
sodyby ir kity viety integravimas ] partizaninio karo pasakojimg iSsamiai atskleidzia
socialing ir kultiiring partizano tapatybg. Nuo Atgimimo pradzios dalis partizaninio karo
viety (kovotojy zities, jy palaiky uzkasimo vietos, kapai) sulauké padidinto démesio,
kitos buvo jamZzinamos ir (arba) jpaveldinamos tik pavieniais atvejais. PaZinti
partizaninio karo erdve jmanoma viety visumg regint kaip tam tikra vieninga sistema,
kurioje viena vieta glaudziai susijusi su kita, pavyzdziui, bunkeris su réméjo sodyba ir
(arba) rysiy punktu, o stovyklavieté su kautyniy vieta. Ziities vieta neatsicjama nuo
niekinimo, palaiky uzkasimo vietos arba kapo. Nuo Nepriklausomybés pradzios
partizaninio karo istorija buvo labai suasmeninta, tod¢l buvo vykdoma stipri viety
atranka, partizaninio karo krastovaizdis iSskaidytas j pavienes vietas, jos atskirtos nuo
bendro partizaninio karo pasakojimo. Ribotas viety skaiius atspindéjo Atgimimo mety
jamzinimo iniciatyvas, bet ne platy ir jvairy partizaninio karo viety lauka.

Partizaninio karo kraStovaizdis sujungia jvairias laisvés kovy vietas ir leidzia
kalbéti ne apie pavienius reiskinius (bunkerius, kautyniy, Ziities bei kitas vietas atskirai),
bet apie vieninga jy visumos pasakojimg. Partizaninio karo metais atsiradusios istorine
verte turin€ios vietos savyje iSsaugojo viety atmintj, tod¢l naudojantis komunikacine
atmintimi tokiy viety jtraukimas j bendrajj laisvés kovy pasakojima Siandien gerokai
praplecia to laitkmecio pazinimo galimybes.
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8. Sovietinés okupacijos metai, véliau trauminé laisvés kovotojy atmintis ir
nuoseklios valstybés politikos nebuvimas platy partizaninio karo viety laukg paverte
taskinémis, daznai tarpusavyje nesusietomis vietomis. Atsisakius ligSioliniy partizaninio
karo vertinimy, disertacijoje démesys sutelktas 1 partizany valstybés (re)konstrukcija.
Nuoseklus istorinis tyrimas, paremtas keturiomis Saltiniy grupémis, atskleidZia naujas
partizaninio karo interpretavimo galimybes. Darbe ieSkoma naujo pasakojimo, kuris
leisty kalbéti ne apie partizaninio karo pasekmes, bet ieSkoti jo giluminés sampratos.
Geriausiai partizany valstybe pagrindzia visumos — visy rasiy partizaninio karo viety,
laisves kovotojy dokumenty, daikty, prisiminimy — vaizdas. Pagrinding vietg partizany
valstybéje uzima ne individualios istorijos, bet jy jungtis, ne pavienés vietos, o jy
visuma.

Partizany valstybé — teorinis pogrindzio valstybés vedinys yra grindziamas visais
apibrézimui biidingais bruozais. Partizany valdZia, teisés aktai, kariuomene, teritorijos
valdymas esamuoju ir biisimuoju laiku bei daugelis kity svarbiy reiSkiniy legitimuoja
partizany valstybés moksline hipoteze. Si legitimacija taip pat susijusi su tarpukario
nepriklausomos Lietuvos socialine aplinka bei demokratiniais principais pagrijsta politine
laikysena.

Partizany valstybés pédsaky yra miSke, kaime ir mieste, kiekvienoje vietoje, kur
partizaninio karo metais buvo tikima laisvos demokratinés Lietuvos idéja. Konceptualus
poslinkis nuo vieno taSko prie erdvinés partizaninio karo sampratos leidzia | partizany
valstybe Siandien zvelgti kaip j atminties vieta.

Kiekviena partizaninio karo vieta, net nezinant tiksliy detaliy ir fakty pirmiausiai
turéty buti laikoma partizany valstybés dalimi. Toks turi buti akademinés bendruomeneés,
valstybiniy institucijy, visuomeniniy organizacijy siekis ugdant demokratiniais principais
besivadovaujancia, sgmoningg pilieting visuomen¢. Dar labiau, partizany valstybés idéja
praeities simboliai pasitarnauja kuriant pasididziavimo vertus mitus. Partizanai kovojo
uz valstybinguma ir tautiSkuma, tad §i istorijos dalis ypa¢ aktuali siekiant i§saugoti savgjj

vertybinj pamatg liberal¢jancios politikos kontekste.
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