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SUMMARY

This doctoral dissertation is a comparative study of collective memory
(re)constructed in the Lithuanian and Latvian literary press of the late
1980s and the early 1990s. The title of the work indicates its three key
thematic and problematic areas that can be summarised as the
following keywords collective memory, literary press and Revival.

Research object and researched material

The main researched object is the Lithuanian and Latvian collective
memory (re)constructed in the literary press. The comparative study
aims to determine and compare the most symptomatic images of the
Lithuanian and Latvian past of the late 1980s and the early 1990s that
are predominant in textual reflections and to define the outlines of the
conceptual discourse they are developing as well as the reflections of
the historical and sociocultural context. The research focuses mostly
on the memory of ethnic and national communities but also covers
some other aspects.

The collected material and the comparative research highlight not
just the parallels, similarities and differences between the Lithuanian
and Latvian collective memory and culture of commemoration, but
also the peculiarities of the Revival’s culture and literary press.
Therefore, the dissertation complements not only the research of the
collective memory of the aforementioned nations but also the culture
of commemoration of the Revival and the literary and cultural press.

The multifaceted focus of the dissertation’s research covers diverse
and highly varied material which includes artistic, publicistic
(essayistic) and critical texts. For its selection, the theoretical model
of the integrated programme “The Culture of Memory in Lithuania”
(supervisor Alvydas Nikzentaitis), which was implemented by
historians during 2009-2013, was used. As a result of the broad scope
of the object and the research material as well as the variety in memory
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forms that are promoted in public communication, several different
elements of the culture of memory that are reflected upon in the texts
and that highlight the intensity of the development of the culture of
commemoration during that period of time have been included in the
research:

» material forms of memory (e.g. street names, urban objects,
public spaces, memory institutions, monuments and other
heritagisation practices)

 non-material (so-called soft) forms of memory (e.g. noteworthy
days, anniversaries, myths about cities and the state, national symbols,
mythological and cultural heroes, literary texts),

« analysis of the discourse of the culture of memory (e.g. debates
about the past, reflections on traumatic, historical experiences,
speeches on special occasions and other commemorative acts and
gestures),

» creators and carriers of the culture of memory (state policy, non-
profit organisations, social groups and communities, progenitors of
national culture, political and public figures).

Thus, the research includes episodic discussions of various
structural elements of collective memory and the culture of
commemoration: cultural products as forms and contents of memory,
the prevalent trends of the culture of memory, the commemorative and
communicative practices and processes that determine those trends,
contextual material, and the conceptual discourse created by using
them, notable examples of interaction between cultural and
communicative memory. The research also examines, in fragmented
fashion, the dynamic and changes of collective memory: cases of
continuity, conflict, and transformation. The research of textual
representations is complemented, concisely, by contextual data which
makes it possible to determine the more accurate functions and
meanings that the studied episodes of memory held for the Revival-
period society.



Research sources

The primary source of the research is the Lithuanian and Latvian
literary publications of the national revival (shortened as Atgimimas
or the Revival, Atmoda) during the late 20" century, which is
chronologically defined as the period of 1988-1992. The term of the
Revival functions in the dissertation as a summarised chronological
reference and cultural category which describes an intense, mass,
overall national, civic, political, cultural, social movement and
change. Its chronological boundaries were chosen based on the
concept of the late 20" century’s ref(v)olution (ref(v)oliucija), which
is characterised by the identical chronological period. This definition
is also the result of the more significant political and social events in
Latvia and Lithuania during that time, the re-establishment of
independence in 1990, which served as their culmination, and the
development and characteristics of the cultural press.

Most of the material consists of literary publications published by
the Lithuanian and Latvian writers’ unions: the weekly Literatira ir
menas and the monthlies Pergalée (Metai since 1991) and Nemunas,
their almost analogous Latvian counterparts Literatira un Maksla,
Karogs (Flag in English) and Avots (Source or Spring in English).
They are occasionally complemented by cultural and social
periodicals: the Lithuanian weekly Siaurés Aténai, monthlies Kultiiros
barai, Metmenys, Sietynas, daily newspaper Kauno tiesa, Latvian
journal Zvaigzne (Star in English), newspapers Rigas Balss (The Voice
of Riga in English), Lauku Avize (Newspaper of the Village in
English), Diena (Day in English). Research also includes additional
publications that are outside the chronological boundaries of the
Revival, the more noteworthy texts of diaspora authors and sources
that expand the research material and the historical perspective,
highlighting the dominant characteristics of the content.



Relevance of the subject

The dissertation gains relevance thanks to the viability and
multidimensionality of the research of its main object, collective
memory, as well as the uniqueness and multiple meanings of the
Revival period and the significance and multifunctionality of the
literary press, which reported on the topicalities and realities of the
time.

The Revival period of the late 20" century is a multifaceted process
of change and transition, a societal breakthrough, an intense, dynamic
and comprehensive transformation. These sociocultural changes are
highly productive and creatively integrating: in the marginal situations
of change, fundamental cultural and historical shifts are brought to the
foreground, changes related to ideology and values occur, and the
search for an individual as well as collective identity are intensified.

The Revival is also defined as a reconstructive, restitutional
sociocultural transformation. The conceptual discourse of the time
was dominated by the motif of returning. One of the key tasks that
emerged was the filling-in of the historical interruption, the “white
spots of history” that were concealed during the Soviet occupation, the
search for and repossession of authentic memory, which occurred in
various ways.

In terms of the changes in the cultures of memory during the late
20" century, the cases of Lithuania and Latvia are also representative
of the cultures of memory in other countries and societies.
Quantitatively, both Baltic nations are small and the historical events
that affected their fates are a part of the collective memory of most of
them; however, at the same time, these are countries that are sizable
enough for their collective memory to be complex and multifaceted.

More detailed sociocultural and interdisciplinary research of the
Revival is highly significant: during this period, the conservative basis
of the collective memory of the 21 century Lithuanians and Latvians
was formed, as well as the foundation of their identity which is based
on it and has remained relatively stable for a long period of time,
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occupying a dominant position. The events of the re-establishment of
independence during the late 20" century are still among the most
important for the residents of Lithuania and a new culture of memory
is forming on their basis. Moreover, the first generation of people born
after the re-establishment of independence has already grown up. The
collective memory of this generation borders this period, but it is
already interpreted differently, it includes less personal historical
experience. Even though, as the number of live witnesses decreases,
the primary authenticity of this experience is lost, wider opportunities
emerge for an open analysis and assessment of the past.

During the Revival, a new culture of the press and publicistic
writing was forming. Literary press and the overall public
communication sphere of the time also included manifestations of the
changes of historical discourse, sociodynamics, and a new wave of
intense (self-)expression. The cultural press was a particularly lively,
dynamic sociocultural phenomenon. Literary and cultural periodical
publications in Lithuania and Latvia had undoubtedly become an
intense, influential and unifying cultural, social and political force,
which performed many more functions than before the Revival or after
it. Before 1991, the circulation of the most popular magazines and
newspapers had reached 100,000 copies, they enjoyed a high demand.
Thus, the literary, cultural press of the Revival is an area which
deserves separate consistent research and which is not limited to the
fields of journalism, communication, or literary science, but also
should be researched as a part of cultural heritage.

In spite of the significance and relevance of the Revival, the public,
especially in Latvia, is divided in their assessments of this period, and
there is a sore lack of its in-depth sociocultural research. The more
prevalent research focuses on the memory of either the Soviet times
or the independence period. However, in-depth comparative studies of
the collective memories of Lithuanians and Latvians as well as the
literary, cultural press or the culture of the Revival are even rarer, their
perspectives are more theoretical rather than practical and aspectual or



individual-case analyses are dominant; therefore, this dissertation is
the first more detailed work of this kind.

For a long time, the ethnolinguistic, ethnocultural heritage served
as the foundation of the Baltic cultural memory; however, now the
memory of the Balts more and more often becomes a part of the
memory of the regional, geopolitical Baltics. Combining locality with
regionality, an alternative, broader, tension-reducing model of
cultural, ethnocentric regionalism could be developed. The search for
a dialogue-based model of national memory in Lithuania and Latvia is
still one of the more important tasks, and its development has made it
evident that the history of international interactions and the parallels
between them can unveil new connections and relations.

Seeking to avoid preconceived schematisation, it is worthwhile to
examine more closely individual cases of memory reconstruction, to
analyse and compare what and how is remembered first in the literary
press of Lithuania and Latvia during the selected period. The live,
relevant memory of the Balts, which is (re)constructed in parallels, is
almost completely lost, though simultaneously it is yet undiscovered,;
therefore, each more in-depth study contributes to its development and
uncovers the national peculiarities of the kindred nations.

Aim and objectives

The main aim of the research is to perform a comparative analysis of
the (re)constructed collective memory and the culture of
commemoration in the Lithuanian and Latvian literary press during
1988-1992, and, according to its results, to characterise in broad terms
the manifestations of the Balts’ memory and determine the differences
and similarities between the national identities that are based on them.
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To achieve this aim, the following objectives are established:

Theoretical:

* based on theories of collective memory, to define the principal
concepts of memory used in the research (communicative, cultural
memory, culture of commemoration, memory policy);

« to concisely discuss the methodologies of comparative research
of memory, media, communication and sociocultural studies as well
as their compatibility;

» to reveal the relationships between collective memory and
identity, to highlight the aspects of collective memory dynamics and
sociability;

« to construct the most appropriate methodological approach by
combining comparative analysis with theories on collective memory
and applying sociocultural methods of textual research.

Practical:

« to construct the framing of the research by using theories of
collective memory and applying sociocultural methods of textual
research: to select the most relevant, representative and symptomatic
texts of literary periodicals and uncover the shared layers and
comparative aspects of their analysis;

« to research the content of (re)constructed collective memory in
the Lithuanian and Latvian literary periodicals in order to describe its
type and principal components based on the dominant episodes of the
past, their semantic axes, and other most common characteristics;

« to research the relationship between the discourse created in the
Lithuanian and Latvian literary press during 1988-1992 and the
general context of the researched time period;

« to justify the potential of comparative researches of the collective
memory of the Balts as well as the culture and literary press of the
Revival in the late 20" century by uncovering their extraordinary
characteristics;

* by comparing the forms and contents of the expressions of
collective memory in the Lithuanian and Latvian literary periodicals
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on the basis of selected comparison aspects, to reveal and analytically
describe the principal components of the memory of both Baltic
nations as well as their typological similarities and differences, and
define their interrelations and national specifics.

Research methodology

The theoretical framework of the research consists of the concept of
collective memory by Maurice Halbwachs and the theories on
communicative and cultural memory by Jan and Aleida Assmann.
Memory is perceived as a phenomenon which is shaped and
(re)constructed during communication on the basis of the past and
which supports group identity and (self-)definition. The work also
relies on the concepts of places of memory by Pierre Nora and
collective identity by John R. Gillis and Anthony D. Smith.
Additionally, the study is based on theoreticians that defined the
media, communicative rituals as well as practices of mythologisation
and heroisation. By combining the theoretical assumptions of these
scientists and adapting them for the selected material and the specific
cases of analysis, a unique theoretical framework is constructed.

The broad spectrum of the issues tackled in the dissertation
determines the interdisciplinary, integrated character of the research.
The interdisciplinarity is the result of the multi-layered phenomenon
of memory, which falls within the purview of the fields of history,
sociology, psychology, political science, anthropology, media, and
other fields. The dissertation combines several research methods:
analysis of discourse, sociocultural, textual and contextual analysis, as
well as analytical-descriptive and comparative methods.

The structuring of the research material and the construction of the
framing for the analysis begins with the quantitative selection of texts.
The selected sociocultural methodology for their reading and
interpretation predetermines a contextual, discoursal analysis of
sources which includes their historical, sociological, textological,
literaturological, culturological, and ideological aspects. The
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theoretical assumptions of Michel Foucault’s concepts of public
discourse, applied in the research, underline the issue of the
relationship between the text and the context: text is perceived as a
formation affected by context, but also as a factor which affects
context itself. The conceptual content is perceived not as an objective
reality but as a construct, a representant.

The dissertation holds the cognitive view, which is also supported
by the general understanding of episodic memory applied in
psychology: both individual and collective memory is incapable of
rebuilding the entirety of the past; therefore, it first chooses and
preserves the episodes that are the most essential based on certain
criteria and circumstances. Thus, memory, especially cultural, can
only be discussed in a fragmented manner, by examining its individual
parts; for this reason, this study too does not aim to cover the entirety
of memory. While researching parts of memory, it is helpful to make
use of the assumptions of cultural thematology by claiming that, when
structuring the sociocultural context, the thematic aspects of
representative reflections of the past, as certain contents of discourse,
outline the more noteworthy moments of culture, socium, and
historiographical chronology, and indicate the dominant episodes of
the collective memory. The latter can be divided into the following
generalised groups of categories, such as psychological state (e.g.
torment), ideological position (e.g. nationalism, European-ness,
Western-ness), social classification (e.g. exiles), temporal topography
(e.g. the interwar, the Soviet times, the period of Independence),
personalities and mythological, cultural heroes (e.g. Lacplésis,
Maironis, the Grand Dukes of Lithuania).

For a more in-depth empirical research, the more notable, affecting
publications by the more prominent Lithuanian and Latvian authors
have been chosen that have recurrent themes and that give relevance
to the contexts of the past. In order to avoid bias and reveal the
inconsistencies of the discourse, the research also includes
publications that offer more controversial, alternative interpretations.
Therefore, the conducted empirical study is a qualitative analysis of
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their themes and discourse: it uncovers the episodes and images of the
past as well as figures and places of memory (and their meanings) that
are dominant in the reflections and that function in the study as the
thematic axes of the (re)constructed discourse of memory; they are to
be perceived as the aspects which localise and characterise the
memories of the nations and countries of Lithuania and Latvia in the
cultural chronology.

The research employed the inductive principle: separate research
cases were analysed; after systematising them, the concluding remarks
are presented. The breadth of this study, which employs several
different methods and theories, unveils the multidimensional potential
held by the comparisons between the Lithuanian and Latvian Revival
culture, collective memory, and sociocultural identity.

The structure of the dissertation

The dissertation consists of the following five parts: introduction,
theoretical section, analytical-empirical section, conclusions, and the
list of sources and literature. The structure of the work was determined
by the chosen theoretical and methodological presuppositions of the
research as well as by the material itself, in addition to the
(re)constructed context of the examined time period. The introduction
discusses the time period of the Revival in the late 20" century in order
to highlight its multidimensionality and uniqueness, to describe the
memory discourse developed during this period as well as the more
intense moments of the dynamics and statics of (re)constructed
collective memory and cultures of commemoration, and to emphasise
the importance of literary press.

The theoretical section of the dissertation consists of two chapters:
“The concept of collective memory and the theoretical assumptions of
the research” and “The function of collective memory in the press”.
The first chapter presents a detailed definition of collective memory,
discusses its relationship with the cultures of memory and
commemoration as well as the distinction between cultural and
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communicative memory, and identifies their more significant
elements and dimensions. Separate sub-chapters of this section are
dedicated to the discussion of the issues relevant to the object of the
dissertation’s research: the relationship between collective memory
and sociocultural identity and the regions and communities of
memory.

The second theoretical chapter explores the multifaceted role of the
literary press during the Revival time period and the characteristics of
the communication medium. It underlines the media rituals typical of
the latter that performed the function of social integration and shaped
the collective memory and the self-image of the communicating
community members. The significance of symbolic forms of
expression is emphasised: the events of the past and the people who
had become certain value codes or symbols are established by
practices of mythologisation and heroisation as universalised,
idealised images, cultural monuments.

In the analytical section of the work, an empirical study is
conducted. This section consists of three chapters: “The dominants of
the Baltic cultural memory”, “The dominants of the Baltic
communicative memory”, and “The dimensions of transnational
memory”. These chapters distinguish and compare the dominants of
collective memory (re)constructed in the Lithuanian and Latvian
literary press: the most typical, symptomatic images of the past and
their meanings.

The dominants of cultural and communicative memory are defined
using national, political, mythological and cultural-historical
dimensions or separate, specific conceptual aspects. Some
significance to their discussion is held by Vasily Safronov’s insights
about the potential of the research of memory in the historiography of
Lithuania. According to him, the primary theory of collective memory
is not always suitable for the research of the modern times, as in the
latter there is no clear boundary between cultural and communicative
memory; therefore, it is more purposeful to examine the trends of the

15



meanings created by the media in the public sphere and the
communication medium rather than the cultural level of a specific
group’s memory. Thus, the dissertation presumes that in dynamic
sociocultural processes these components are often intertwined and
interact with one another; for this reason, the proposed structuring is
more functional and conditional rather than defined by strict
boundaries.

The section of the dissertation dedicated to cultural memory
highlights the principal ideological positions that were prevalent in the
press of the Revival period, the images of national, historical-cultural,
mythological heroes that are (re)constructed in the discourses of the
past, their conceptual aspects, and the practices of actualisation.
Underlining the moments of transformation, the movements of
dynamics and the heterogeneity of the discourse, individual sub-
chapters cover the cases of deconstruction, demythologisation and
deromantisation in the literary press.

The research section dedicated to communicative memory focuses
the most on the traumatic discourse of the Lithuanians’ and Latvians’
collective memory of the late 20" century, particularly the reflections
of the exiles and the diaspora. Separate sub-chapters bring into
consideration the agrarian, natural tradition, which was
(re)constructed in the literary press and which underscored the trends
of sacralisation and mythologisation, as well as urban memory and
heritage, especially the similarities and differences between the
memory cultures of Latvia and Lithuania.

The final chapter of the research section delves into the issues of
transnational, geopolitical memory which integrate local, national and
global, international phenomena and construct new models of (self-
)definition of identities that are based on those phenomena. In the
discussed cases of the expressions of ethnocentrism or
multiculturalism and multinationalism, the aim is to emphasise the
fragmented nature of multifaceted identities, the intersections between
memory and identities, as well as competing versions of memory.
Most of the research focuses on the reflections that bring attention to
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the national communities of Latvia and Lithuania (Jews, Germans,
Poles, Russian speakers). The final sub-chapter is dedicated to the
discussion of the perspectives of the regional model of the Baltics and
the Balts, as well as the peculiarities of the memory of the Balts and
the Baltics.

Defended statements

« The literary, cultural press of the late 20'" century was one of
the factors that contributed to sociocultural changes and performed a
significant role in the development of the Lithuanian and Latvian
culture of memory of the Revival period.

* The literary press of 1988-1992 supports the suggestion that a
new culture of memory and new communities of memory formed in
Lithuania and Latvia during the Revival period.

*The literary press of 1988-1992 substantiates the fact that
memory and reflections of the past are some of the most significant
components of the individual and sociocultural identity of the time
thanks to which the Revival is defined as a reconstructive, restitutional
sociocultural change.

* The collective memory (re)constructed in the Lithuanian and
Latvian literary press of 1988-1992 is dominated by the following
general components: national tradition, experience of exile-diaspora,
reflections of the interwar and the Soviet times, agrarian-natural
tradition and the urban heritage, the memory of the national minorities,
and regional memory.

Conclusions

As evidenced by the conducted research of the dissertation, the

Lithuanian and Latvian literary, cultural press of 1988-1992

functioned not just as a channel of the media, a communicative,

informational instrument which reflected the realities of the Revival

and imparted its dynamics and changes as well as ideological and
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creative conflicts, but also as a factor which influenced the
sociocultural circumstances. The press also intensively performed one
of the key tasks of the late 20" century’s Revival: the filling-in of the
historical interruption, the “white spots of history” that were concealed
during the Soviet era, the seeking and repossession of authentic
memory. The conceptual discourse of the Revival was dominated by
the motifs of “return”, “preservation”, and ‘“restoration”, which
determined the retrospective, restitutional projections of a
“conserved” identity. Literary periodicals used memorial and
communicative rituals to develop a distinctive culture of memory and
commemoration.

Promotion of the ideology of memory also manifested as a certain
form of secondary, symbolic existence and thinking, which signified
manifestations of both conscious (re)constructive establishment,
national defence and resistance as well as of conservative
consciousness, in addition to a moment of an ideological crisis.

In summary, the principal discoursal functions of (re)constructed
forms of memory in the researched literary periodicals of the Revival
period can be defined as the following:

- communicative-informational (literary press as an open, public
sphere, a mass communication channel and medium: discussions were
developed on memory-related issues, lists, documents, letters and
other sources of exiles and people who disappeared in the diaspora
were published);

- ontological-metalinguistic (memory-related reflections as a form
of symbolic, secondary existence, ritualistic practices of
mythologisation, absolute, timeless past, existence in the forms of
memory communities);

- reproductive-mimetic (the culture of Revival and statehood,
communicative, memorial rituals of the media, continuity and
cyclicality of traditions, actualisation of the interwar heritage);

- testimonial (testimony of experience and the past, pursuit of
historical, social justice and the truth);
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- identification (construction of an individual, sociocultural
identity, writing of sociobiographies);

- functional-pragmatic (heritage (re)construction, actualisation and
structuring of the past);

- ethical-moral (conflictual moments of transnational memory,
motif of victimisation, discourse of guilt, problematic cases of the
interaction between collective memory and national identities, the
division between the culture of commemoration and social memory);

- emotional-therapeutic (publicising of traumatic memory, self-
reflection);

- social-mobilising (development of communitarianism and
collective identities, integration of society);

- political-ideological (competing memories, memory politics,
and positions of power of the Lithuanian and Latvian national
minorities).

These conceptual aspects of the memory (re)constructed in the
literary press are not strictly separated from one another; thus, they
complemented each other and, while interacting with one another,
they created a multifaceted, multivocal memory discourse, a dynamic
relationship between the creators, conveyers of memory and the
public. Even though the discourse which constructed the memory
culture of the Revival period, particularly its first year, was rather
monologous and homogenic, reflections contributed to the
development of a multifaceted, heterogeneous, multivocal formation
consisting of various elements of different content and genres. Its
research has revealed dynamic moments of the transformation of
collective memory: interactions between the cultural and
communicative and the individual and collective memory,
transformation of archival cultural memory into the active, live one.

The Lithuanian and Latvian literary press of 1988-1992 mostly
constructed the national, national-collective memory (i.e. cultural,
communicative ones and their interaction), but the transnational (i.e.
cross-border, international, regional) memory was also actualised.
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The foundation of the cultural memory of Lithuanians and
Latvians which was (re)constructed in the literary press of the Revival
period, as well as the Revival itself, can be described in 4 more notable
interacting  dimensions  (national, cultural, political, and
mythological):

- The parallel of the national dimensions highlighted the following
more notable characteristics of the components of Lithuanian and
Latvian national tradition: a comparison between two of the more
significant pioneers of national culture who dominated the cultural
memory of the late 20" century and who were actualised during the
Revival, the ideologists Ernests Brastins from Latvia (1892-1942) and
Stasys Salkauskis from Lithuania, as well as between the principles of
their national ideologies, revealed that both nations had a constant
conservative layer of national tradition which was represented by the
aforementioned ideologues, as well as fundamental principles of the
concept of nationality. The latter were attempted to be returned to the
cultural circulation and instilled in the consciousness of the
contemporary society with the help of didactic, reproductive,
memorial methods and the example of cultural and national role
models and ideologues. In the case of the Latvian ideologue, it was
mostly based on the ancient religion of the Balts and other Baltic
heritage, the measure of the self-contained value of universalised
Latvianness, whereas in the case of Lithuanians, it relied on the
Catholic tradition of culture, the relationship with Europeanness,
Westernness. Critical distance was a necessary condition for the
reconsideration, as a result of which these ideologues found
themselves in a borderline position between memory and oblivion, and
thus they were reflected upon more in the culture of commemoration,
but they did not receive more intense, individual interpretations in the
society of the time. In other words, even though they were actualised,
they functioned more as accumulative, stable components of cultural
memory, but did not become active factors that create collective
identities.
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- The parallel of the cultural-historical dimensions singled out the
following cultural heroes, figures of the late 19" century’s national
movement who appeared in the Lithuanian and Latvian cultural
memory of the Revival: Rainis (real name Janis Pliek$ans, 1865—
1929), Andrejs Pumpurs (1841-1902), and Kri§janis Barons (1835—
1923) in Latvia, Maironis, Jonas Basanavicius, Kristijonas Donelaitis,
Vincas Kudirka, Vydanas in Lithuania. Reflections of Latvians were
dominated by the individualised, canonised model of cultural heroes,
in which they were perceived as universums, expressions of national
and political ideals. Symbolic, personified forms of national
expression were prevalent. Their most striking example is the
reflections that actualise Rainis. The “pantheon” of the individual
national heroes of Lithuanians is more fragmented, scattered, and it
functioned more passively than the Latvian one in the communicative
memory, whereas the conceptual contents were connected to
statehood. The most actively used ones were Maironis and
Brazdzionis, who, like Rainis, functioned not just as figures of cultural
memory but also as components of communicative memory that were
developing the societal identities of the Revival period.

- The parallel of the mythological dimensions underlined the
following characteristics of the folk, mythological or legendary,
legendised heroes who were the most actively actualised during the
Revival (Latvia’s Lacplesis, Lithuania’s Grand Dukes Vytautas and
Gediminas): in the Latvian case, the mythological dimension of
cultural memory manifested as a stable, canonised one, while in the
Lithuanian case it was fragmented, lacking a single dominant hero,
who was symbolically replaced by the legendised, mythologised
images of Vytautas and Gediminas. Thus, Latvians returned to the
historised, contemporised mythical, abstract time, whereas
Lithuanians looked back at the mythologised traditions of statehood.
This trend also reflected the most prominent overall difference
between the two nations’ cultural memories: the Latvian one was
dominated by the folk, mythological dimension (historised), while the
Lithuanian one by the historical, political dimension (legendised).
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There were cases of deromantisation as well: those worth mentioning
include Lacplesis trimda un varonu conference (Lacplésis in the Exile
and the Conference of Heroes, 1990) by Dzintars Sodums (1922—
2008), published in the Latvian literary press, as well as Kéves dels
Kurbads (Son of a Mare, 1990) by Janis Turbads (real name Valdis
Zepas, 1932-1996) and poetic interpretations of Grand Dukes and
their relatives by Sigitas Geda. These works, the story of Lacplésis’
monument, and the cases of duke monumentalisation that sparked
discussions in Lithuania signified the moments of renewed
development of culture of commemoration, while the active reactions
to these issues by the public at large demonstrated the functioning of
the aforementioned heroes in the communicative memory and brought
the intersections between the officially regulated cultural and the
dynamic social memory to the forefront.

- The parallel of political dimensions highlighted the
characteristics of the commemoration of culture of two presidents,
Karlis Ulmanis (1877-1942) and Antanas Smetona, who were
associated with the interwar culture as well as traditions of national
statehood and who were actualised the most and re-embedded in the
collective memory during the Revival period. In the literary press and
the overall public sphere of the time, the reflections on the Latvian
politician were much more intense. Positive factographical
representations of Ulmanis, which were building his heroised,
mythologised portrait, were dominant. There were sporadic critical
evaluations and attempts to demythologise this politician. Smetona
was less mythologised in the literary press, and he was discussed more
pragmatically and laconically. In the diaspora, these political figures
received contrasting assessments: Ulmanis tended to be criticised
more, whereas Smetona was sought to be re-embedded in the
collective memory.

During the Revival period, the literary press underwent not just
guantitative but also qualitative changes; a new culture of memory and
new communities of memory were forming. Moreover, the discussed
period was culturally heterogeneous; in five years, the transformation
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of traditions and ideologies, which caused an identity shift, occurred
both at individual and collective levels. Differences in the collective
memories of different generations, as well as in their relationships
with culture, have also been observed. The newly emerged creators,
representatives of the diaspora and national minorities held
discussions in the literary press and the overall public sphere, rejecting
nationalism and the established, regulated norms. The changes were
reflected in the literary fiction as well. During the Revival, Gavelis
became one of the more prominent and rebellious critics of national
ideology. His work utilised a particularly large “repertoire of
[negative] modernist aesthetics”. The publication of his novels
Vilniaus pokeris (Vilnius Poker) and Jauno Zmogaus memuarai
(Memoirs of a Life Cut Short) (1989) was scandalous and contributed
to the transformation of the time.

Comparing these cases of deconstruction of Lithuanian and
Latvian authors, their essential difference can be summarised as the
following: for Latvian authors, the foundation remains based on
mythology, folklore, and the diaspora’s experience; meanwhile, for
Lithuanians, the foundation is the urban heritage, national traditions,
and the realities of the late Soviet period.

The communicative memory (re)constructed in the Lithuanian and
Latvian press of the Revival period in the late 20" century can be
partly described in terms of three main dimensions: traumatic,
agrarian-natural, and urban.

- The traumatic dimension emphasised the experience of exile and
the Soviet times, which was dominant in the communicative memory.
The reflections of the Baltic nations expanded on and universalised
the concept of exile and “internal emigration”.

The Lithuanian literary press actualised the experience of the exile
culture of the commemoration of this tragic experience: individual,
autobiographic, archival traumatic experience became a part of
communicative (and later cultural) memory. The literary press was
where the more detailed reflections on the first exile were published
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and a culture of exile commemoration started forming, which was
characterised by the martyrological motif of suffering, the heroisation
and poetisation of the strength of the exiles, their loss of the homeland
as well as their return. Individual memories of the exiles were
assimilated into the discourse of trauma, silent heroism and poetics of
the exile became a part of the overall myth of the exile. Collective
memory underwent qualitative changes. Reflections on exile moved
from the periphery to the central, dominant position and started
performing sociocultural functions that integrate the nation and the
society.

In the Latvian literary press, reflections were more frequent on the
experience of the diaspora and emigration (trimda in Latvian) which
underlined the multifaceted external and internal foreignness:
foreignness to oneself, to the environment, to the relatives, and to
Latvia. The myth of return was dominant motif in Lithuanian
reflections on emigration. It became the principal component of
diaspora literature and their literary biography. The main aim of the
reflections in the press was to bring back the departed, physically,
culturally and morally distanced ones to the Lithuanian cultural space,
to disclaim saying Who Departed Never to Return. The return of the
poet Brazdzionis was a long-awaited historical, national, cultural
event, a political gesture.

In the Latvian literary press, more critical cases of articulation of
the exile history as well as the discourse of guilt have been observed.
The experience that they reflected implied exclusion more clearly,
being in the periphery, otherness, tense relationship with the Latvian
national community. During the Revival, in order to return the
diaspora and integrate them in the national context, their memory
became a part of the Latvian national culture and identity, but its scope
did not reach state-level.

- The agrarian-natural dimension of memory highlighted the
reflections of the agrarian, natural tradition and the cultural mentality
it birthed that were dominant in the Lithuanian and Latvian
communicative memory. The cultural mentality’s reflections were
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conveyed using the destructive imagery of agrarian, rustic culture and
disappearing landscape that expressed the collective psychosocial
sensibilities of the time. Simultaneously, continuity was pursued and
emphasis was placed on regional, local memory of a place, which
became a part of the national, collective memory. In both nations,
using agrarian basis, typologically rather analogous symbolic
narratives reminiscent of the rustic, agricultural epic of the Balts were
constructed, as well as mythologised, ritualised communal narratives
of memory. However, the tendencies of romantisation and
sacralisation were more pronounced in Lithuania, while archaicness
and connections to nationality were more dominant in Latvia. The
image which expressed symbolic, pragmatic, and sacred conceptual
aspects of land was at the centre of the Latvians’ reflections.

- The urban dimension accentuated the most prominent fragments
of the collective memory which was actualised in the Revival’s
literary press and cultural heritage of the Lithuanian and Latvian
capitals, Vilnius and Riga. Even though the reflections primarily
underlined the national contexts of their history, multiculturalism and
multinationalism were also singled out. The historical and
contemporary national composition of the cities had an impact on the
development of a more diverse culture of memory and transnational
memory. The developed images of these two cities as cultural
signifiers were dualistic and a bit atypical to the Balts’ memory: even
though the archaic dimension was dominant in the Latvian agrarian
memory, modernist direction was emphasised in the actualisation of
urban culture and heritage. The image of Riga as a Western, European,
nautical city was cultivated. The collective memory and sociocultural
identity of the Latvian capital was more defined by the social, societal,
natural, and topographical components. However, at the same time,
the “street-name conflicts” in Latvia’s capital actualised the national
memory, whose development included heavy involvement from the
public.

In the memory discourse of Vilnius, the mythological, legendary
dominant of the Duke Gediminas, the static, regulated tradition of
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statehood was more significant. The focus was not on the sociocultural
individuality of the city, which was either already lost or still
undiscovered, but on representative, national, state identity. The
discussions were primarily not about the (re)storation of a modern,
European city, but about the return to the mythical past — the capital
of the progenitors, the mythologised space-time, which encompassed
the interwar and the times of the ancient Balts.

The transnational memory underscored the multiculturalism of
Lithuania and Latvia, the characteristics of the national communities’
competing memories, the more conflicting moments of the Baltic
region’s memory. Reflections in the literary press revealed that
conflicting memory resulted in the emergence of fragmented,
heterogeneous sociocultural identities. The stigmatised memory of the
national minorities was mostly related to some traumatic historical
event or phenomenon: in the case of the Germans, it was repatriation;
for Jews, it was the Holocaust; for the Russian speakers, it was the
Soviet time; for the Poles, it was the occupation of Vilnius. During the
Revival, these historical moments were returned into the collective
memory and reconsidered. The formation and construction of
integrated memory culture was slow and fragmented in both countries,
mainly initiated by national minorities. The examples of literary
biographies, confirmed by symbolic physical returns (visits of Litvak
writer Meras, the Polish poet Mitosz) were very important.

One of the alternative sociocultural identity models of the region
that emerged in the literary press was the regional, geopolitical
memory of the Baltics and the ethnocultural memory of the Balts. The
former was unveiled in the context of the Revival as a projection of a
region united by the tragic experiences of the war and the Soviet times.
The Baltic elegies by lvask is one of the great example. The author
(re)constructs dramatic moments of the Baltic history based on his
personal experience and individual memory, as well as mythologized,
cultural memory.

The latter mostly implied ethnolinguistic, ethnocultural unity,
national tradition, heritage of the ancient Balts. According to literary
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reflections, the parallels between the Lithuanian and Latvian
collective memory were mostly determined by the shared or similar
sociocultural circumstances and historical context of the Balts in the
20th century; some of them emerged from conscious search for
commonality, from individual interests, creative biographies or
autobiographies; sometimes they were encouraged by impulsive
flights of poetic enthusiasm. The memories of both the Baltic and the
Balts were also formed by individual initiatives as well as examples
of individual (auto)biographies and testimonies of unity.

The conducted analysis of the literary press of the Revival provides
the most validation for the existence of typologies and parallels
between the shared cultures of commemoration of Lithuanians and
Latvians in the late 20" century, whereas the study of specific cases of
the expression of collective memory and the content of reflections
reveals more differences rather than similarities between these
nations’ collective memories. Most of the differences were determined
by the specific political circumstances and historical development of
the states of Lithuania and Latvia.

SANTRAUKA

Si daktaro disertacija — lyginamasis kolektyvinés atminties,
(re)konstruojamos XX a. 9-0jo ir 10-ojo deSimtmeciy sanddros
lietuviy ir latviy literatiiringje spaudoje, tyrimas. Darbo pavadinimas
nurodo tris svarbiausius teminius ir probleminius jo laukus, kuriuos
glaustai galima jvardinti raktiniais Zodziais kolektyviné atmintis,
literatiriné spauda, Atgimimas.

Tyrimo objektas ir tiriamoji medZiaga

Pagrindinis  tiriamasis objektas — literatirinéje  spaudoje
(re)konstruojama lietuviy ir latviy kolektyviné atmintis. Lyginamuoju
tyrimu siekiama nustatyti ir palyginti tekstinése refleksijose
vyraujancius, simptomiskiausius lietuviy ir latviy XX a. 9-0jo ir 10-
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ojo deSimtmeciy sandiiros praeities vaizdinius, apibrézti jy kuriamo
reikSminio diskurso kontiirus, istorinio, sociokultiirinio konteksto
atspindzius. Daugiausia tiriama etniniy, tautiniy bendruomeniy
atmintis, bet jomis neapsiribojama.

Surinkta medziaga ir lyginamasis tyrimas iSryskina ne tik XX a.
pab. lietuviy ir latviy kolektyvinés atminties ir atminimo kultiiros
paraleles, panaSumus bei skirtumus, bet ir Atgimimo kultiros,
literatiirinés spaudos ypatumus. Tokiu biidu §i disertacija papildo ne
tik minéty tauty kolektyvinés atminties, bet ir Atgimimo bei
literatiirinés, kultirinés spaudos atminimo kulttiros tyrimus.

Ivairialypis disertacijos tyrimo laukas apima skirtingg ir labai
jvairiag medZziagg, kurig sudaro tiek meniniai, tiek publicistiniai, tiek
kritikos tekstai. Jg atrenkant, pasitelktas istoriky 2009-2013 m.
vykdytos kompleksinés programos ,,Atminties kultira Lictuvoje®
(vad. Alvydas Nikzentaitis) teorinis modelis. Plati objekto ir tyrimo
medZiagos apréptis, vieSojoje komunikacijoje aktualizuoty atminties
formy jvairové nulémé, jog i tyrima jtraukti keli skirtingi tekstuose
reflektuojami atminties kultiiros elementai, iSrySkinantys to meto
atminimo kulttiros formavimo intensyvuma:

* materialinés atminties formos (pvz., gatvévardziai, urbanistiniai
objektai, vieSosios erdvés, atminties jstaigos, paminklai ir kt.
ipaveldinimo praktikos),

 nematerialinés (vad. minkstosios) atminties formos (pvz.,
atmintinos dienos, jubiliejai, valstybés ir miesty mitai, nacionaliniai
simboliai, mitologiniai ir kultiiriniai herojai, literatiiriniai tekstai),

+ atminties kultiiros diskurso analizé (pvz., debatai praeities tema,
trauminés, istorinés patirties refleksijos, proginiai pasisakymai ir kiti
komemoraciniai aktai bei gestai),

 atminties kultiros kiréjai ir ne$éjai (valstybés politika,
visuomeninés organizacijos, socialinés grupés bei bendruomenés,
tautinés kultiiros pirmtakai, politiniai, visuomeniniai veikéjai).

Taigi tyrime epizodiSkai aptariami jvairlis, struktiiriniai
kolektyvinés atminties ir atminimo kultliros elementai: kultiiriniai
produktai, kaip atminties formos ir turiniai, vyraujancios atminties
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kultiros tendencijos, jas kurianCios atminimo ir komunikacinés
praktikos bei procesai, kontekstiné medziaga ir jais kuriamas
reikSminis diskursas, rySkesni komunikacinés bei kultiirinés atminties
saveikos atvejai. FragmentiSkai tiriama kolektyvinés atminties
dinamika ir kaita: testinumo, konfliktiSkumo ir transformavimosi
atvejai. Tekstiniy reprezentacijy tyrimg fragmentiskai papildo
kontekstiniai duomenys, leidziantys nustatyti tikslesnes tiriamy
atminties epizody funkcijas bei reikSmes Atgimimo meto visuomenei.

Tyrimo Saltiniai

Pagrindinis tyrimo Saltinis — XX a. pab. tautinio atgimimo (trumpiau
— Atgimimo, latv. Atmoda) laikotarpio, chronologiskai apibréziamo
1988-1992-yjy mety riba, lietuviy ir latviy literatiriné spauda.
Atgimimo terminas disertacijoje funkcionuoja kaip apibendrinta
chronologiné nuoroda ir kultiiriné kategorija, jvardinanti intensyvy,
masinj, visuminj tautinj, pilietinj, politinj, kultarinj, socialinj judéjima
ir kismg. Jo chronologinés ribos pasirinktos remiantis istoriky
chronologiSkai tapaciai apibréziama XX a. pab. ref(v)oliucijos
samprata. Tokig apibrézt] taip pat 1émé ir svarbesniy to meto politiniy,
socialiniy Latvijos ir Lietuvos jvykiy chronologija, kulminacinis
1990-yjy nepriklausomybés atgavimas, kultiirinés spaudos raida ir
ypatumai.

DidZiaja dalj medziagos sudaro lietuviy ir latviy Rasytojy sajungy
leisti literattiriniai leidiniai: savaitraStis Literatira ir menas ir
ménrastis Pergalé (nuo 1991 m. — Metai), Nemunas, jiems beveik
analogiski latviy Literatiira un Maksla, Karogs (liet. Véliava) ir Avots
(liet. Saltinis). Fragmentiskai juos papildo kultiring, socialiné
periodika: lietuviskas savaitrastis Siaurés Aténai, ménras&iai Kultiiros
barai, Metmenys, Sietynas, dienrastis Kauno tiesa, latviy zurnalas
Zvaigzne (liet. Zvaigzde), laikraséiai Rigas Balss (liet. Rygos balsas),
Lauku Avize (liet. Kaimo laikrastis), Diena. | tyrimg jtraukiamos ir
papildomos, Atgimimo chronologines ribas perZengiancios
publikacijos, svarbesni iSeivijos autoriy tekstai bei $altiniai,
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prapleCiantys tyrimo medziagg ir istoring matymo perspektyva,
iSryskinantys joje dominuojancius turinio ypatumus.

Temos aktualumas

Disertacijg aktualizuoja tiek jos pagrindinio objekto, kolektyvinés
atminties, tyrimy perspektyvumas ir daugiadémeniskumas, tiek
Atgimimo laikotarpio iSskirtinumas, daugiaprasmiskumas, tiek to
meto aktualijas ir realijas perteikusios literatiirinés spaudos svarba ir
daugiafunkciskumas.

XX a. pab. Atgimimas — jvairialypis kaitos ir peréjimo procesas,
visuomeninis proverzis, intensyvus, dinamiskas visuminis virsmas.
Tokie sociokultiiriniai kismai itin produktyvis ir kirybiskai
integruojantys: ribinése kaitos situacijose iSrySkéja esminiai
kultiiriniai, istoriniai poslinkiai, jvyksta ideologiniai ir vertybiniai
poky¢iai, suintensyvéja individualiosios ir kolektyvinés tapatybés
paieskos.

Atgimimas apibréztinas ir kaip rekonstrukcinis, restitucinis
sociokultiirinis kismas. ReikSminiame to meto diskurse vyravo
sugrizimo motyvas. Vienu svarbiausiy uzdaviniy tapo istorinio
pertriikio, sovietmeciu slépty ,,baltyjy istorijos démiy“ uzpildymas,
autentiSkos atminties paieSkos bei susigrazinimas, vykes paciais
jvairiausiais biidais.

Atminties kultiry kitimo XX a. pabaigoje atzvilgiu Lietuvos ir
Latvijos atvejai yra reprezentatyviis kity Saliy bei visuomeniy
atminties kultiroms. Abi balty tautos kiekybiniu pozitriu yra
nedidelés ir istoriniai jvykiai, paveike jy likimus, yra daugumos jy
kolektyvinés atminties dalis, taciau sykiu tai pakankamai didelés
valstybés, jog jy kolektyviné atmintis biity sudétinga ir jvairialypé.

Issamesni sociokultiiriniai, tarpdisciplininiai Atgimimo tyrimai itin
svarbiis: §iuo laikotarpiu suformuotas konservatyvusis XXI a. lietuviy
ir latviy kolektyvinés atminties ir ja paremtos tapatybés pagrindas,
kuris ilga laikg santykinai iSlieka pastovus ir uZima dominuojancig
pozicija. XX a. pabaigos Nepriklausomybés atkiirimo jvykiai Lietuvos
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gyventojams vis dar yra vieni svarbiausiy ir jy pagrindu formuojasi
nauja atminties kultiira. Be to, jau yra uzaugusi pirmoji gimusiyjy po
Nepriklausomybés karta. Pastarosios kolektyviné atmintis ribojasi
butent Siuo laikotarpiu, tadiau ji jau savaip interpretuojama, joje
maziau asmenings istorinés patirties. Nors, mazéjant gyvyjy liudytojy,
prarandama pirminé S$ios patirties autentika, atsiveria platesnés
galimybeés atvirai analizuoti ir vertinti praeit;.

Atgimimo metu formavosi nauja spaudos kultiira ir publicistinio
raSymo tradicija. Literatirinéje spaudoje bei apskritai vieSojoje to
meto komunikacinéje erdvéje taip pat pasireiské istorinio diskurso
kaita, sociodinamika bei nauja intensyvios (savi)raiSkos banga.
Kulttriné spauda buvo itin gyvas, dinamiSkas, sociokultiirinis
reiskinys. Literatiiriniai, kult@iriniai periodiniai leidiniai Lietuvoje ir
Latvijoje neabejotinai buvo tape intensyvia, paveikia, sutelkiancia
kultiirine, socialine, politine jéga, atlikusia daug daugiau funkcijy nei
prie§ Atgimimg ar po jo. Iki 1991-yjy populiariausiy Zurnaly,
laikrasc¢iy tirazai buvo pasieke 100 000 egzemplioriy ir tur¢jo itin
didele paklausg. Tad literatiriné, kultfiriné Atgimimo spauda —
atskiry, nuosekliy tyrimy verta sritis, neapsiribojanti zurnalistikos,
komunikacijos, literatiirologijos laukais, bet tyrinétina ir kaip kultiiros
paveldo dalis.

Nepaisant Atgimimo svarbos ir aktualumo, §j laikotarpj
visuomené, ypa¢ Latvijoje, vertina nevienareikSmiskai, i§samiy jo
sociokultiiriniy tyrimy dar labai triksta. Dazniau tyrinéjama arba
sovietmecio, arba jau Nepriklausomybés laikotarpio atmintis. O
i$samis, lyginamieji lietuviy ir latviy kolektyviniy atminciy, kaip ir
literatiirinés, kultiirinés spaudos ar Atgimimo kultiiros, tyrimai dar
retesni, jy perspektyvos daugiau teorinés nei praktinés, vyrauja
aspektinés ar atskiry atvejy analizés, tad §i disertacija — pirmas
iSsamesnis tokio pobuidzio darbas.

Ilga laikg baltiskosios kultlrinés atminties pagrindu buvo
etnolingvistinis, etnokultiirinis paveldas, taciau dabar balty atmintis
vis dazniau tampa regioninés, geopolitinés Baltijos atminties dalimi.
Sujungiant lokalumg bei regioniskumag, gali buti formuojamas
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alternatyvus, platesnis, jtampas Svelninatis kultiirinio, etnocentrisko
regionalizmo modelis. Dialogisko nacionalinés atminties modelio
paieskos Lietuvoje ir Latvijoje vis dar yra vienas svarbesniy
uzdaviniy, o ji plétojant, tampa akivaizdu, kad tarptautiniy saveiky
istorija ir tarpusavio paralelés gali atverti naujas jungtis ir rySius.

Vengiant iSankstinio schematizavimo, verta nuodugniau patyrinéti
atskirus atminties rekonstravimo atvejus, paanalizuoti ir palyginti, kas
ir kaip pirmiausia atsimenama pasirinkto laikotarpio Lietuvos ir
Latvijos literatiringje spaudoje. Paralelémis (re)konstruojama gyvoji,
aktualioji balty atmintis jau beveik prarasta, nors sykiu — dar neatrasta,
todél kiekvienas iSsamesnis tyrimas prisideda prie jos plétojimo bei
atskleidzia nacionalinius giminisky tauty ypatumus.

Tikslas ir uzdaviniai

Pagrindinis disertacinio tyrimo tikslas — atlikti lyginamaja 1988-1992
m. lietuviy ir latviy literatGrinéje spaudoje (re)konstruojamos
kolektyvinés atminties ir atminimo kultliros analizg, remiantis jos
rezultatais, bendrais bruozais charakterizuoti balty atminties apraiskas
bei nustatyti ja grindZziamy nacionaliniy tapatybiy skirtumus ir
panaSumus.

Tikslui pasiekti keliami tokie uzdaviniai:

Teoriniai:

« remiantis  kolektyvinés  atminties teorijomis, apibrézti
pagrindines tyrime vartojamas atminties koncepcijas (komunikaciné,
kultiiriné atmintis, atminimo kultiira, atminties politika);

» glaustai aptarti lyginamyjy atminties, medijy, komunikacijos ir
sociokoltiiriniy tyrimy metodologijas ir jy suderinamuma;

» atskleisti kolektyvinés atminties ir tapatybés sasajas, iSryskinti
kolektyvinés atminties dinamikos bei socialumo aspektus;

« derinant lyginamaja analizg ir kolektyvinés atminties teorijas bei
taikant sociokultirinius teksty tyrimo metodus, sukonstruoti
tinkamiausig metodologing prieiga.
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Praktiniai:

* pasitelkiant kolektyvinés atminties teorijas bei taikant
sociokultiirinius teksty tyrimo metodus, sukonstruoti tyrimo korpusa:
atsirinkti aktualiausius, reprezentatyviausius ir simptomiSkiausius
literatiirinés periodikos tekstus, atrasti bendrus jy analizés ,,pjivius® ir
lyginimo aspektus;

» iStirti (re)konstruojamos kolektyvinés atminties turinj lietuviy ir
latviy periodiniuose literatiros leidiniuose, siekiant pagal
vyraujancius praeities epizodus, jy semantines asis ir Kkitas
bendriausias ypatybes apibtidinti jos tipa bei pagrindinius démenis;

o iStirti 1988-1992 m. lietuviy ir latviy literatiirinés spaudos
kuriamo diskurso santykj su bendru tiriamo laikotarpio kontekstu;

* pagristi kolektyvinés balty atminties, XX a. pab. Atgimimo
kultiiros, literatlirinés spaudos lyginamyjy tyrimy perspektyvas,
atskleidziant jy iSskirtines ypatybes;

* pagal pasirinktus gretinimo aspektus lyginant kolektyvinés
atminties raiSkos formas ir turinius lietuviy ir latviy periodiniuose
literatiiros leidiniuose, atskleisti ir analitiSkai apraSyti pagrindinius
abiejy balty tauty atminties komponentus, tipologinius panasumus ir
skirtumus, nusakyti jy tarpusavio rysius ir tauting specifika.

Tyrimo metodologija

Teorinj tyrimo pagrinda sudaro Maurice’o Halbwachso kolektyvinés
atminties samprata, Jano ir Aleidos Assmanny komunikacinés ir
kultiirinés atminties teorijos. Atmintis suvokiama kaip komunikacijos
metu  besiformuojantis, praeities pagrindu (re)konstruojamas
reiskinys, palaikantis gruping tapatybe ir (savi)apibréztj. Darbui taip
pat svarbios Pierre’o Nora atminties viety bei John’o R. Gillio,
Anthony D. Smith’o kolektyvinés tapatybés sampratos. Tyrime
pasitelkiami ir medijg, komunikacinius ritualus, mitologizavimo,
herojizavimo praktikas apibréziantys teoretikai. Sujungiant Siy
mokslininky teorines prielaidas ir pritaikant jas prie atsirinktos
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medziagos bei konkreCiy analizés atvejy, konstruojamas savitas
teorinis korpusas.

Plati  disertacijos  problematika  suponuoja  tarpdalykinj,
kompleksinj  tyrimo  pobudj.  TarpdiscipliniSskuma  lemia
daugiasluoksnis atminties fenomenas, patenkantis  istorijos,
sociologijos, psichologijos, politologijos, antropologijos, medijy ir
kity sri¢iy studijy laukus. Disertacijoje derinami keli tyrimo budai:
diskurso, sociokultirinés teksto bei konteksto analizés, analitinis-
aprasomasis ir lyginamasis metodai.

Struktiiruojant tyrimo medziaga ir konstruojant analizés korpusa,
pirmiausia vykdoma kiekybiné teksty atranka. Pasirinkta
sociokultiiriné jy skaitymo ir interpretavimo metodologija,
suponuojanti konteksting, diskursing Saltiniy analize, jtraukiancig
istorinius, sociologinius, tekstologinius, literattirologinius,
kultdrologinius bei ideologinius jy aspektus. Taikomos Michelio
Foucault (Michel Foucault) suformuluotos viesojo diskurso sampratos
teorinés prielaidos aktualizuoja teksto bei konteksto santykio
problema: tekstas suvokiamas kaip konteksto veikiamas darinys, bet
sykiu — ir kaip konteksta veikiantis veiksnys. ReikSminis turinys
suprantamas ne kaip objektyvi duotybé, o konstruktas, reprezentantas.

Disertacijoje laikomasi kognityvinés nuostatos, kurig patvirtina ir
psichologijoje taikoma bendroji epizodinés atminties samprata: tiek
individuali, tiek kolektyviné atmintis nepajégi atkurti praeities
visumos, todél pagal tam tikrus kriterijus ir aplinkybes pirmiausia
atsirenka ir i$saugo esmingiausius epizodus. Tad apie atmintj, ypac
kulttrine, tegalima kalbéti fragmentiskai, aptariant atskiras jos dalis,
todél ir Sis tyrimas nepretenduoja perteikti jos visumos. Jas tiriant,
paranku pasitelkti kulttirinés tematologijos prielaidas, teigiant, kad
reprezentatyviy praeities refleksijy teminiai aspektai, kaip tam tikri
diskurso turiniai, strukttiruodami sociokulttirinj konteksta, apibrézia
rySkesnius kulttiros, sociumo istoriografinés chronologijos momentus,
nurodo dominuojancius kolektyvinés atminties epizodus. Pastaruosius
galima skirstyti i tokias apibendrintas kategorines grupes, kaip
psichologinés biisenos (pvz., kancia), ideologinés pozicijos (pvz.,
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tautiSkumas, europietiSkumas, vakarietiSkumas), socialiné apibréztis
(pvz., tremtiniai), laikiné topografija (pvz., tarpukaris, sovietmetis,
Nepriklausomybés laikotarpis), asmenybés ir mitologiniai, kulttiriniai
herojai (pvz., Lacplésis, Maironis, Lietuvos didieji kunigaiksciai).

ISsamesniam empiriniam tyrimui atsirenkamos Zinomesniy
Lietuvos ir Latvijos autoriy svarbesnés, paveikesnés, pasikartojanéios
tematikos, praeities kontekstus aktualizuojancios publikacijos.
Vengiant vienpusiskumo ir siekiant atskleisti diskurso netolygumus, j
tyrima jtraukiamos ir prieStaringesnés, alternatyvesnes interpretacijas
siiilancios, publikacijos. Tuomet vykdomas empirinis tyrimas —
kokybiné jy temy bei diskurso analizé: nustatomi refleksijose
dominuojantys praeities epizodai ir vaizdiniai, atminties figtiros ir
vietos, jy reikSmés, tyrime funkcionuojantys kaip (re)konstruojamo
atminties diskurso teminés aSys, suvoktinos kaip lietuviy ir latviy tauty
bei wvalstybiy atmintis kultirinéje chronologijoje lokalizuojantys,
charakterizuojantys aspektai.

Tyrime taikytas indukcinis principas — analizuoti atskiri tyrimo
atvejai, juos susisteminus, pateikiamos apibendrinamosios iSvados.
Toks keliy skirtingy metody ir teorijy plotmés tyrimas atveria
daugiamates Lietuvos ir Latvijos Atgimimo kultiiros, kolektyvinés
atminties ir sociokultlirinés tapatybés lyginimo perspektyvas.

Disertacijos struktiira

Disertacijg sudaro 5 pagrindinés dalys: jvadas, teoriné dalis, analitiné-
empiriné dalis, i§vados, Saltiniy bei literatiiros sgrasas. Darbo struktiira
nulémé pasirinktos tyrimo teorinés ir metodologinés prielaidos bei pati
medziaga, taip pat (re)konstruotas tiriamojo laikotarpio kontekstas.
Ivadinéje dalyje aptariamas XX a. pab. Atgimimo laikotarpis, siekiant
iSryskinti jo jvairiapusiSkumg ir iSskirtinumg, apibudinti jo metu
plétota  atminties  diskursg, intensyvesnius  (re)konstruotos
kolektyvinés atminties ir atminimo kultiiry dinamikos ir statikos
momentus, pabrézti literatiirinés spaudos svarba.

35



Teoring disertacijos dalj sudaro du skyriai: ,Kolektyvines
atminties samprata ir teorinés tyrimo prielaidos bei ,,Kolektyvinés
atminties funkcionavimas spaudoje. Pirmajame pateikiama iSsami
kolektyvinés atminties apibréztis, aptariamas jos santykis su atminties
ir atminimo kulttiromis, kultiirinés ir komunikacinés atminties skirtis,
iSskiriami svarbesni jy démenys ir metmenys. Atskiri Sios dalies
poskyriai skirti aptarti disertacijoje aktualizuotus tyrimo objekto
probleminius aspektus — kolektyvinés atminties ir sociokultlirinés
tapatybés rysj, atminties regionus ir bendruomenes.

Antrajame teoriniame skyriuje aptariamas jvairialypis Atgimimo
laikotarpio literatirinés spaudos vaidmuo ir komunikacinés terpés
ypatumai. Pabréziami pastarajai buidingi komunikaciniai medijy
ritualai, atlik¢ socialinio integravimo funkcijg, formave kolektyving
atmintj bei komunikuojanc¢iy bendruomenés nariy savivoka.
ISskiriama simboliniy raiSkos formy svarba: praeities jvykiai,
asmenybés, tap¢ tam tikrais vertybiniais kodais ar simboliais,
mitologizavimo ir heroizavimo praktikomis jtvirtinami kaip
universalizuoti, idealizuoti vaizdiniai, kultiiriniai paminklai.

Analitinégje darbo dalyje atliekamas empirinis tyrimas. Sig dalj
sudaro trys skyriai: ,,Balty kultiirinés atminties dominantés*, ,,Balty
komunikacinés atminties dominantés‘ ir ,,Transnacionalinés atminties
metmenys®. Juose i$skiriamos ir tarpusavyje gretinamos lietuviy ir
latviy literatirinéje spaudoje (re)konstruojamos kolektyvinés
atminties dominantés — budingiausi, simptomiskiausi praeities
vaizdiniai ir jy reikSmés.

Kulttrinés, komunikacinés atminties dominantés apibréziamos
tautiniais, politiniais, mitologiniais, kultariniais-istoriniais
metmenimis arba atskirais, konkreciais reikSminiais aspektais. Juos
aptariant svarbios Vasilijaus Safronovo jZvalgos apie atminties tyrimy
potencialg Lietuvos istoriografijoje. Pasak jo, pirminé kolektyvinés
atminties teorija ne visuomet paranki moderniyjy laiky tyrimams, nes
pastaruosiuose nebelieka aiSkesnés ribos tarp kultiirinés ir
komunikacinés atminties, todél tikslingiau tirti ne konkrecios grupés
atminties kultdirinj lygmenj, o medijy vieSojoje erdvéje,
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komunikacijos terpéje kuriamy reikSmiy tendencijas. Taigi
disertacijoje  laikomasi  prielaidos, kad dinamigkuose
sociokultliriniuose procesuose Sie démenys neretai yra susipyne ir
sgveikauja tarpusavyje, todél ir silomas struktGravimas daugiau
funkcinis, salygiskas, grieztomis ribomis neapibréztas.

Kulttrinei atminciai skirta tiriamoji disertacijos dalis iSryskina
pagrindines Atgimimo laikotarpio spaudoje vyravusias ideologines
pozicijas, praeities diskursuose (re)konstruotus tautiniy, istoriniy-
kultiiriniy, mitologiniy herojy vaizdinius, jy reikSminius aspektus bei
aktualizavimo praktikas. Pabréziant kaitos momentus ir dinamikos
judesius bei ryskinant diskurso heterogeniSkuma, atskiruose
poskyriuose  aptariami literatiirinégje =~ spaudoje  pasireiske
dekonstravimo, demitologizavimo, deromantizavimo atvejai.

Komunikacinés atminties tiriamojoje dalyje daugiausia démesio
skiriama trauminiam XX a. pab. lietuviy ir latviy kolektyvinés
atminties diskursui, ypa¢ tremties, iSeivijos patirties refleksijoms.
Atskiruose poskyriuose aktualizuojama literatirinéje spaudoje
(re)konstruota  agrariné,  gamtiSkoji  tradicija,  iSrySkinusi
sakralizavimo, mitologizavimo tendencijas, bei urbanistiné atmintis ir
paveldas, ypa¢ Latvijos ir Lietuvos sostiniy atminties kulttiros
panasumai ir skirtumai.

Paskutiniame  tiriamosios dalies skyriuje gilinamasi |
transnacionalinés, geopolitinés atminties problematikg, integruojancia
lokalius, tautinius bei globalius, tarptautinius fenomenus,
konstruojan¢ia naujus jais paremty tapatybiy (savi)apibrézties
modelius. Aptariamais etnocentrizmo bei daugiakultiiriSkumo ir
daugiatautiSkumo raiskos atvejais siekiama iSrySkinti daugiadémeniy
tapatybiy fragmentiskumg, atminties ir tapatybiy sankirtas,
konkuruojancias atminties versijas. Daugiausia tiriamos Latvijos ir
Lietuvos tautines bendruomenes (zydus, vokieCius, lenkus,
rusakalbius) aktualizuojancios refleksijos. Paskutinis poskyris skirtas
aptarti regioninio Baltijos ir kultiirinio balty modelio perspektyvas,
balty ir Baltijos atminties ypatumus.
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Ginamieji teiginiali

* XX a. pab. literatiiriné, kulttriné, spauda buvo vienas i$
veiksniy, lémusiy sociokulttrinius poky¢ius, ir atliko itin svarby
vaidmenj, formuojant lietuviy ir latviy Atgimimo laikotarpio atminties
kulttrg.

* 1988-1992 m. literatiriné spauda pagrindzia prielaida, kad
Lietuvoje ir Latvijoje Atgimimo metu susiformavo nauja atminties
kultiira bei atminties bendruomenés.

» 1988-1992 m. literatiriné spauda pagrindzia, kad atmintis,
praeities refleksijos — vienas svarbiausiy to meto individualios ir
sociokultiirinés  tapatybés komponenty, kuriais = Atgimimas
apibréztinas kaip rekonstrukcinis, restitucinis sociokultiirinis kismas.

» 1988-1992 m. lietuviy ir latviy literatirinéje spaudoje
(re)konstruojamoje kolektyvinéje atmintyje vyrauja Sie bendrieji
démenys: tautiné tradicija, tremties-iSeivijos patirtis, tarpukario,
sovietmecio refleksijos, agrariné-gamtiné tradicija ir urbanistinis
paveldas, tautiniy mazumy atmintis, regioniné atmintis.

ISvados

Kaip rodo atliktas disertacinis tyrimas, 1988—1992 m. lietuviy ir latviy
literatiiriné spauda funkcionavo ne tik kaip medijos kanalas,
informaciné, komunikaciné priemoné, atspindéjusi Atgimimo realijas
ir aktualijas, bet ir kaip aktyvus, paveikus kultarinis, politinis,
visuomeninis veiksnys. Ji intensyviai vykdé ir vieng svarbiausiy XX
a. pab. Atgimimo uzdaviniy — autentiSkos atminties paieSkas bei
susigrgzinimg. Aptariamuoju laikotarpiu refleksijose periodikoje
vyravo ,,(su)grizimo®, ,,(i§)saugojimo*, ,,atkiirimo‘* motyvai. Praeities
démuo apibréztinas kaip vienas svarbiausiy to meto spaudoje
dominavusiy (re)konstruotos individualios ir sociokultlrinés
tapatybés komponenty. Literatiiriniai, kultiiriniai periodiniai leidiniai
plétojo savita atminties ir atminimo kultiirg jvairiais memorialiniais
komunkaciniais  ritualais,  skirtingo  Zanro  publikacijomis:
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dokumentine literatiira, autobiografijomis, atsiminimais, proginiais,
jubiliejiniais tekstais, interviu su istorikais, kulttros paveldo globos
organizacijy atstovais, intensyviomis diskusijomis apie paminklus,
gatvévardzius, istoriniais dokumentais, tremtiniy sarasais, XX a.
pradZioje tautinio atgimimo metu aktualizuotais $altiniais. Si vie$ojoje
erdvéje plétota atminties ir atminimo kultiira sykiu buvo ir savita
buvimo forma, Zenklinusi tiek istorinio testinumo siekio, tautinés
steigties ir savisaugos, tiek konservatyvios, futurofobiskos samonés,
mitologizuoto mastymo apraiskas. Visi §ie poZymiai ir ypatumai —
savita Atgimimo kultiiros tipologija, kuria remiantis jis gali biti
apibréziamas ne tik kaip modernéjimo judesys, bet ir kaip
rekonstrukcinis, restitucinis sociokulttrinis kismas ir vyksmas.

1) Apibendrintai pagrindines (re)konstruoty atminties formas
tirtuose Atgimimo laikotarpio literatiriniuose periodiniuose
leidiniuose galima nusakyti deSimtimi prasminiy aspekty, i$skiriant
Sias funkcijas:

- komunikaciné-informaciné (literatiriné spauda — vieSosios
atminties medija, masinés komunikacijos priemoné: plétotos
diskusijos atminties tematika, vieSinti tremtiniy, iSeivijoje dingusiy
zmoniy sgrasai, dokumentai, laiskai ir kiti Saltiniai);

- ontologiné-metakalbiné (atminties refleksijos kaip simbolinio
buvimo ir mitinio mastymo forma, mitologizavimo tendencijos,
antlaikiska praeitis, egzistavimas atminties bendruomeniy pavidalais);

- reprodukciné-mimetiné (Atgimimo ir valstybingumo kulttra,
komunikaciniai, memorialiniai ritualai, cikliskas tradicijy testinumas,
tarpukario paveldo aktualizavimas);

- testimoning (istorinés patirties ir praeities liudijimas, teisingumo
siekis, tiesos deklaravimas, martirologinis diskursas);

- identifikaciné (individualios, sociokultlirinés tapatybés
konstravimas, autobiografijy, sociobiografijy raSymas);

- funkciné-pragmatiné (paveldo (re)konstravimas, praeities
aktualizavimas ir strukttiravimas);

- etiné-moraliné  (konfliktiski transnacionalinés atminties
momentai, viktimizavimo motyvas, kaltés diskursas, probleminiai
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kolektyvinés atminties ir tautiniy tapatybiy sgveikos atvejai, atminimo
kulttiros ir socialinés atminties sankirtos);

- emociné-terapiné  (trauminés  atminties  vieSinimas,
savirefleksija);

- socialiné-mobilizaciné (visuomeniskumas, bendruomeniskumo,
kolektyviniy tapatybiy kiirimas, nacionalizmo raiska);

- politiné-ideologiné (konkuruojancios tautiniy bendruomeniy
atmintys, atminties politika, galios pozicijos).

I8skirti kolektyvinés atminties metmenys néra grieztai vieni nuo
kity atskirti ir vieni kitus papildo, o sgveikaudami tarpusavyje, kuria
paveiky daugialypj, daugiabalsj atminties diskursg, dinamiska
atminties karéjy, nes¢jy ir visuomenés santykj. Nors Atgimimo
laikotarpio, ypac pirmaisiais jo metais, atminties kultiirg konstraves
diskursas ganétinai monologiskas ir homogeniskas, refleksijomis
kurtas jvairialypis, heterogeniSkas, daugiabalsis darinys, sudarytas i$
jvairiy skirtingo turinio elementy. Tiriant pastaruosius, isryskéjo
dinamiski kolektyvinés atminties kaitos ir transformavimosi
momentai: kultiirinés ir komunikacinés, individualios ir kolektyvinés
atminties sgveikos, autobiografinés ar archyvinés kultiirinés atminties
virtimas viesaja, veikligja socialine ar nacionaline atmintimi. XX a. 9
desimtmecio pab. literaturinés, kultiirinés spaudos, Rasytojy sgjungos
atstovai, literatiirologai, literatai ir kiti teksty autoriai Siuose
(re)konstravimo procesuose atliko sujungiancio, telkianc¢io tarpininko
ar net aktyvaus atminties kiir¢jo vaidmenj. Didzigja dalimi bitent jie
jtvirtino naujai aktualizuotas kultiirinés atminties figiiras. Neretai
Zinomesniy,  jtakingesniy  autoriy literatdirinés,  tekstinés
(auto)biografijos tapdavo kulttirinés atminties, sociobiografijos dalimi
ir atvirksciai — kolektyvinés atminties fragmentai, istorinés atminties
motyvai virsdavo jy kiirybos pagrindu.

2) Atgimimo metu lietuviy ir latviy literatiirinéje spaudoje vyko ne
tik kiekybiniai, bet ir kokybiniai poky¢iai, formavosi nauja atminties
kultiira bei atminties bendruomenés. 1988—1992 m. lietuviy ir latviy
literatiirinéje  spaudoje aktualizuota tiek etniné, nacionaliné
kolektyving (t. y. kulttriné, komunikaciné ar sgveikaujanti) atmintis,
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tiek transnacionaling (t. y. tarpvalstybing, tarptautiné, regioning) jos
projekcija. Aptariamas laikotarpis atminties kultGros poZidiriu buvo
nevienalytis, per penkerius metus epizodais tradicijy ir ideologijy
kaita, lémusi tapatybiy slinktj, vyko tiek individualiu, tiek
kolektyviniu lygmeniu. Pastebimi ir atskiry karty kolektyvinés
atminties ir santykio su tradicija skirtumai. Naujai iskile karéjai,
iSeivijos ir tautiniy mazumy atstovai literatirinéje spaudoje ir
platesnéje vieSojoje erdvéje plétojo polemines diskusijas, neigé
tradicionalizma, nusistovéjusias, reglamentuotas normas. Kaip
rySkesni dekonstravimo, demitologizavimo, deromantizavimo atvejai
minétini literatirinéje spaudoje publikuotas Dzintaro Suodumo
romanas Lacplésis tremtyje ir didvyriy konferencija, Ri¢ardo Gavelio
Vilniaus pokeris ir Jauno zmogaus memuarai, Sigito Gedos poezija.

3) Atgimimo laikotarpio literatiirinéje spaudoje (re)konstruotos
kultiirinés lietuviy ir latviy atminties pagrinda, o sykiu ir patj
Atgimimg galima apibiidinti 4 esmingesniais saveikaujanciais
metmenimis (tautiniu, kultiiriniu, politiniu, mitologiniu). Pastaryjy
skirstymas salygiskas, daugiausia nulemtas reglamentuotos, oficialios
valstybinés atminties kultiiros politikos, susijes su ideologizuotais,
politizuotais kultiiriniais, valstybiniais, tautiniais jos aspektais.

- Tautiniy matmeny paralelé iSryskino Siuos lietuviy ir latviy
tautinés tradicijos démeny ypatumus: gretinant du Atgimimo metu
aktualizuotus svarbesnius XX a. pab. kultiiringje atmintyje
figtiravusius tautinés kultiros pirmtakus, ideologus (latviy Brastinj —
lietuviy Salkauskj) bei jy tautiniy ideologijy principus, paaiskéjo, kad
abi tautos turéjo minéty ideology reprezentuojamg pastovy,
konservatyvyjj tautinés tradicijos sluoksnj, esminius tautiSkumo
sampratos principus, kuriuos didaktiniu, reprodukciniu, memorialiniu
btdu, kulthiriniy, tautiniy autoritety, ideology pavyzdziu méginta
sugrazinti ] kultiiring apytaka ir diegti ir | to meto visuomenés
savimong. Latviy ideologo atveju labiau remtasi sengja balty religija
ir kitu baltisku paveldu, savaiminés universalizuoto latviskumo vertés
matu, o lietuviy atveju — katalikiska kultiiros tradicija, santykiu su
europietiSkumu, vakarietiSkumu. KritiSkas nuotolis buvo biitina
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permagstymo forma, dél kurios Sie ideologai atsidiré tarpinéje
atminties ir uzmarsties pozicijoje ir daugiau buvo reflektuojami
atminimo kultiiroje, bet intensyvaus intepretavimo ir reflektavimo
visuomeng¢je nesulauké. Kitaip tariant, nors ir buvo aktualizuoti, jie
labiau veiké kaip kaupiamieji, stabiliis kulttrinés atminties démenys,
bet veikligja, kolektyvines tapatybes kuriancia atmintimi netapo.

- Kultiriniy matmeny paralelé iSryskino Siuos Atgimimo meto
lietuviy ir latviy kultirinéje atmintyje figliravusiy XIX a. pabaigos
nacionalinio judéjimo veikéjy, kultiiriniy herojy (latviy Rainio,
Pumpuro, Barono — lietuviy Maironio, Basanavic¢iaus, DonelaicCio,
Vyduno, Kudirkos) aktualizavimo ypatumus: latviy refleksijose
rySkesnis individualizuotas, kanonizuotas kultiiriniy herojy modelis.
Jame kultiiriniai herojai suvokti kaip visuotini universumai, tautiniy
idealy israiskos, vyravo simbolinés jasmenintos tautiSkumo raiSkos
formos. Ryskiausias jy pavyzdys — poeta Rainj aktualizavusios
refleksijos.  Vyravo  pozityvistinis  vertinimas.  Konstruotas
universalizuotas tautinius, zmogiskuosius, politinius, dvasinius ir
literatiirinius idealus sujungiantis poeto vaizdinys. Daugkartinis ir
intensyvus jo vertés ir svarbos liudijimas tekstuose jgijo patetikos ir
tapo viesu, ritualizuotu komunikaciniu aktu, zodiniu minéjimo ritualu.
Lietuviy individualiy kulturiniy herojy ,,panteonas‘ fragmentiskesnis,
labiau iSsiskaides ir kolektyvingje atmintyje veiké pasyviau nei latviy.
Prasminiai turiniai daugiausia sieti su valstybingumo tradicijy tgsa.
Intensyviausiai reflektuotas Maironis, kuris, kaip ir Rainis,
funkcionavo ne tik kaip statiska kulttirinés atminties figiira, bet ir kaip
visuomenines tapatybes kuriantis dinamisko komunikacinés atminties
diskurso démuo, Atgimimo simboliné figira.

- Mitologiniy matmeny paralelé iSrySkino $iuos Atgimimo metu
intensyviausiai  aktualizuoty folkloriniy, mitologiniy (latviy
Lacplésis), mitologizuoty legendiniy herojy (Lietuvos didieji
kunigaik$¢iai Vytautas, Gediminas) ypatumus: latviy atveju
mitologinis  kultlirinés  atminties matmuo vélgi  pastovus,
kanonizuotas, o lietuviy — fragmentuotas, néra vieno dominuojancio
herojaus, kurj simboliskai pakeité mitologizuoti Vytauto, Gedimino
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vaizdiniai. Taip latviy atveju sugrjZta j suistorintg, sudabartintg mitinj,
abstraktyji laika, lietuviy — atsigrezta  tarpukario valstybingumo
tradicijas. Si tendencija perteiké ir bendrajj ryskiausia $iy tauty
kultiiriniy atminciy skirtuma: latviy atveju dominavo folklorinis,
mitologinis, lietuviy — istorinis, politinis démuo. Tai pirmiausia
nulémé ir $iy tauty raidos skirtumai, véliau jtvirtinti ir literattrinémis,
kultiirinémis tradicijomis. Latviai visais laikais daugiausia rémési
folkloriniu, mitologiniu pagrindu, o lietuviai dazniau didziuvodamiesi
grezési | savo valstybingumo tradicijas. Daug atgarsio sulaukusi
Lacplésio paminklo istorija, Lietuvoje neiSsprendziamy gincy sukéle
kunigaiksciy jpaminklinimo atvejai signalizavo atnaujintos atminimo
kultiiros steigties momentus, o aktyvios visuomenés reakcijos Siuose
procesuose rod¢ ir §iy herojy funkcionavimg komunikacinés atminties
diskurse, isryskino oficialiosios, reglamentuotos kultirinés ir
dinami$kos komunikacinés atminties sankirtas ar samplaikas.
Lietuvoje ,,paminkly kovos® buvo intensyvesnés.

- Politiniy matmeny paralelé iSryskino dviejy Atgimimo
laikotarpiu labiausiai aktualizuoty, naujai kolektyvinéje atmintyje
jtvirtinty, su tautinio valstybingumo tradicijomis, tarpukario kultiira
siejamy politiniy figiry, latviy prezidento Ulmanio ir lietuviy
Smetonos, atminimo kultliros ypatumus. To meto literatiirinéje
spaudoje ir bendrai vieSojoje erdvéje daug intensyviau reflektuotas
latviy politikas. Vyravo pozityvios faktografinés Ulmanio
reprezentacijos, kuriomis kurtas heroizuotas, mitologizuotas jo
portretas. Taciau literatiiringje, kultiiringje spaudoje refleksijy biita ne
tiek jau daug, dauguma teksty parasyti politiniy, istoriniy interesy
turin¢iy autoriy. Biita ir pavieniy kritiniy vertinimy, bandymy
demitologizuoti §j politika. Smetona literatliringje spaudoje maZziau
mitologizuotas, aptartas fragmatiskiau, lakoniSkiau nei latviy politinis
veikéjas. Itin intensyviai reiSkeési istorikas Alfonsas Eidintas, siekes
paneigti mitologizuota, neigiamg Smetonos jvaizdj. Taciau iSeivijoje
minéti politiniai veikéjai vertinti prieSingai — Ulmanis labiau
kritikuotas, o Smetong siekta i§ naujo jtvirtinti kolektyvinéje
atmintyje.
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4) XX a. pab. Atgimimo laikotarpio lietuviy ir latviy spaudoje
(re)konstruotoje komunikacinéje atmintyje galima iSskirti tris
pagrindinius jg apibiidinancius metmenis: trauminj, agrarinj-gamtinj
ir urbanistinj, kurie nurodo svarbesnius vieSojoje erdvéje naujai
aktualizuotus ir visuomenés intensyviai reflektuotus kolektyvinés
atminties démenis.

- Trauminis matmuo apibrézé lietuviy ir latviy komunikacingje
atmintyje vyravusig (po)sovieting kent¢jimo patirtj ir ja paremta
sociokultiiring tapatybe. Tremtis tapo universalizuotu literattiriniy
biografijy ir asmeniniy liudijimy jvaizdziu, daugiausia sietu su
iSvietinimo, namy, gimtinés, artimyjy praradimo patirtimis, ,,vidinés
emigracijos* jausenomis. Skaudzias patirtis raSantieji itin intensyviai
reflektavo literatirinéje spaudoje. Lietuviy literatiiringje spaudoje,
tarpininkaujant Marcinkeviciui, Sajai, leidiniy redakcijos nariams,
pasirode Grinkeviciiités tremties atsiminimai pradéjo formuoti Sios
tragiSkosios patirties atminimo kultirg. Individuali, autobiografing,
archyviné trauminé atmintis tapo komunikacinés, o véliau ir kultiirinés
atminties  dalimi. Jos pagrindu (re)konstruota heroizuota,
mitologizuota, martirologinio pobtdzio tautiné, sociokultiiriné
tapatybé, kurioje vyravo kancios motyvas.

Latviy atveju intensyviau reflektuota iSeivijos (trimda) patirtis,
kurioje pabréztos iSorinio, fizinio ir vidinio svetimumo biisenos.
Lietuviy iSeivijos refleksijose vyravo sugrjzZimas motyvas.
Refleksijomis spaudoje siekta iSvykusius, nutolusius tiek fiziskai, tick
kultiiriskai, tiek moraliskai grazinti j lietuviy kultiirine erdve, sykiu
jtikinti, kad i$éjusieji vis délto sugrjzta. Poeto Brazdzionio sugrjzimas
buvo ilgai lauktas istorinis, tautinis, kultiirinis jvykis, politinis gestas.
Tiek latviy literattrinéje spaudoje refektuotas svetimumas, tiek
lietuviy sugriztanciyjy laukimas sykiu perteiké ir krizines Atgimimo
laikotarpio kintancios, nestabilios, fragmentuotos moderniyjy laiky
tapatybés biisenas.

- Agrarinis-gamtinis atminties matmuo isryskino lietuviy ir latviy
komunikacinéje atmintyje vyravusius agrarinés tradicijos bei jos
sukurto kultirinio mentaliteto kaitos atspindzius. Pastarieji perteikti

44



destrukciniais to meto kolektyvines psichosocialines jausenas
iSreiskusiais nykstancios zemdirbiskosios, valstietiSkosios kultiiros ir
krastovaizdzio vaizdiniais. Sykiu siekta testinumo, pabrézta regioniné,
lokali vietos atmintis, tapusi nacionalinés, kolektyvinés atminties
dalimi. Kaip ir iSeivijos patirties atveju, i$¢jimas, dramatiskas
gimtosios erdvés palikimas sietas su egzistenciniais, ontologiniais
poky¢iais, jtvirtintais ir literatirinémis biografijomis. Tipologiniu
poziiiriu abejose balty tautose agrariniu matmeniu konstruoti gana
analogiski, valstietiSkajj, zemdirbiSkajj epa primenantys simboliniai,
mitologizuoti, ritualizuoti bendruomeniniai atminties pasakojimai.
Tik lietuviy atveju labiau atsiskleidé romantizavimo, sakralizavimo
tendencijos, latviy — archajiSkumas ir sgsajos su tautiSkumu, kuriy
centre atsiduré simbolinis, pragmatinius ir sakralinius Zemeés
prasminius aspektus isreiskes vaizdinys.

- Urbanistinis matmuo dar labiau isryskino miesto ir kaimo, kaip i$
esmés skirtingy atminties ir individualios ir sociokultiirinés tapatybés
steigties viety, dialektikg. Atgimimo metu literatiirinéje spaudoje
aktualizuoti svarbesni Lietuvos ir Latvijos sostiniy, Vilniaus ir Rygos,
kolektyvinés atminties ir kultirinio paveldo fragmentai. Nors
refleksijomis pirmiausia pabrézti nacionaliniai jy istorijos kontekstai,
i$skirtas ir daugiakultiiriSkumas bei daugiatautiSkumas. Istoriné ir
tuometiné tautiné miesty sudétis turéjo jtakos jvairesnei atminties
kulttrai ir transnacionalinei atminciai atsirasti.

Plétoti balty atminciai kiek nejprasti, dvilypiai Siy miesty kaip
kultiiriniy Zenkly—vaizdiniai: nors latviy agrarinéje, Zemdirbiskoje
atmintyje dominavo archajiSkumo matmuo, aktualizuojant urbanisting
kultiira ir pavelda, pabrézta modernistiné kryptis. Juos apibendrintai
galima jvardinti taip: Rygos; kaip vakarietisko, europietisko, jlirinio
miestos ir mitologineg valstybingumo tradicija iSreiskiancio Vilniaus.
Latvijos sostinés kolektyving atmint] ir sociokultliring tapatybe labiau
apibrézé miesto socialiniai, visuomeniniai, gamtiniai, topografiniai
démenys, o aktualizuoti Vilniaus kolektyvinés atminties metmenys
pabrézé ne miesto sociokulttrinj, topografinj individualuma, kuris jau
buvo arba prarastas, arba dar neatrastas, bet reprezentacing tauting,
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valstybing tapatybe. Pastarajam itin svarbiis buvo ir istoriniy tautiniy
bendruomeniy (litvaky, lenky) atminties pasakojimai. Jie atvéré nauja,
atviresn¢ Vilniaus istoriografijos interpretavimo galimybe, kurioje
tautiniy bendruomeniy pasakojimai buvo integruojamas |
romantizuota tautinj, stigmatizuota trauminj nacionalinj naratyva.
Asmeninés, kirybinés kulttriniy figliry-atminties ne$éjy biografijos,
jy individuali atmintis dalyvavo kolektyvinés atminties diskurse.

5) Transnacionaliné atmintis iSryskino daugiakultiirés Lietuvos,
Latvijos tautiniy bendruomeniy konkuruojanciy atminciy ypatumus,
konfliktiskesnius Baltijos regiono atminties momentus. Refleksijos
spaudoje atskleidé, kad butent konfliktiSka, konkuruojanti atmintis
tapo pagrindiniu fragmentiSskos, nevienalytés transnacionalinés
kolektyvinés  tapatybés  démeniu.  Stigmatizuota  tautiniy
bendruomeniy atmintis stereotipiSkai sieta su kokiu nors trauminiu
istoriniu jvykiu ar kultiriniu reiSkiniu: vokieCiy atveju — su
repatriacija, zydy — su holokaustu, rusakalbiy — su sovietmeciu, lenky
— su Vilniaus praradimu. Atgimimo metu Sie istoriografiniai momentali
grazinti j kolektyvine atmintj ir naujai permastyti. Abejose valstybése
integralios atminties kultiros formavimasis vyko létai ir
fragmentiSkai, daugiausia tautiniy mazumy atstovy iniciatyva. Itin
svarbis buvo literatliriniy biografijy pavyzdziai, patvirtinti ir
simboliniais fiziniais sugrjizimais (lietuviy kilmés litvako Mero, lenky
poeto Mitoszo apsilankymai Lietuvoje).

Kaip vienas i§ alternatyviy sociokultiriniy regiono tapatybés
modeliy literatiirinéje spaudoje iSkilo regioniné, geopolitiné Baltijos
bei etnokultiriné balty atmintis. Pirmoji Atgimimo kontekste
atsiskleidé kaip geopolitiné tragiskyjy kary, sovietmecio patiréiy
suvienyto regiono projekcija. Ivasko eilérasciy ciklas Baltijos elegijos
— vienas rySkesniy $ios atminties pavyzdziy, kuriame poetas,
remdamasis tiek savo asmenine patirtimi ir individualia atmintimi,
tiek mitologizuota, kultiirine atmintimi, (re)konstruoja dramatiSkus
Baltijos istorijos momentus.

Antrosios pagrindu daugiausia tapo etnolingvistiné bendrysté,
tautiné tradicija, etnokultlirinis paveldas. Vienais atvejais kolektyviné
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balty atmintis nulemta iSoriniy veiksniy — bendry XX a. istorijos
momenty, sociokultiriniy aplinkybiy panasumo, kitais — kylanti i§
samoningy bendrystés paiesky, asmenisky raSytojy interesy,
kryptingy autobiografijy ar poetinés kiirybos.

Atlikta Atgimimo laiky literatiirinés spaudos analizé labiausiai
pagrindzia bendryjy XX a. pab. lietuviy ir latviy atminimo kulttry
paraleliy bei tipologijy buvima, o tiriant konkrecius kolektyvinés
atminties raiSkos atvejus, refleksijy turinj, labiau iSryskéja Siy tauty
bendros atminties skirtumai nei panasumai. Dauguma skirtumy
nulemti specifiniy Lietuvos ir Latvijos valstybiy politiniy aplinkybiy,
istorinés raidos. Pagrindiniu (re)konstruojamos bendros balty
atminties démeniu iSlieka tarpukario, sovietmecio, tremties-iSeivijos
patirties refleksijos, agrarinis-gamtiskasis matmuo bei kulttrinis,
etnolingvistinis paveldas.
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