‘ns, and processes of dissemination/reception, including

_ce: oral tradition; historical representation or interpreta-
ion; ideology; and myth.

Ji -s now expanded to encompass all these forms of his-
] velopment that received a less-than-enthusiastic response
" who define conventional history by its goals of objectivity and
and partiality of memory. Whatever the merits
1 .re is no doubt that the encompassing definition of memory
| ;.'Iﬁdherents across a wide range of disciplines, but even the

" oe that the breadth of the field indicates the need for a much
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e interdisciplinary field sits alongside that of oral history, the collection

: of autobiographical memory, with its much earlier provenance. From
tten histories to the early nineteenth century and Jules Michelet on the
volution, the memories of those who participated in events were consid-
e invaluable sources for the writing of history.* As historical research and
yecame a professional, academic discipline with an emphasis upon written
records in the mid-nineteenth century, autobiographical memory and oral
ost favor. In Britain, one of the pioneering accounts of “spoken history” in
d-twentieth century was George Ewart Evans’s Ask the Fellows Who Cut the
_l y published in 1954. This collection of memories of rural labor and life
olk in the late nineteenth and early twentieth centuries became part of the
ool syllabus in the 1960s.” In the United States, the revival of oral his-
itially followed a different direction, beginning with the development of an

lar focus upon the coll mory, founded in the late 1980s with story archive at Columbia University in 1948 for the memories of “significant
1 ¥ T e : ; 3 . .
Hisliioan collective memories and legacies of Nay; e .b_.sequently, in Britain and the United States, a new generation of post-
intended > 1145 recently been joined by the much azism, fascism, and ustorians came to value oral history as an often unique source of information
nded to facilitate j e newer journal M 9L
iy nterdISCI I]ﬂar e ¥ Emﬂr}’ S . A ¢ q'_.rllt' and " =] e 4 *
empirical and method p y “dialogue and debate on the theoretitl - perspectives of those outside political, social, or cultural elites.

ological issues
I ce
memory today.™ The first

with an article by Henry L.

Oral History (UK) and Oral History Review (U.S.), were founded in
2 ald 1973, the product of vibrant interdisciplinary oral history movements that

ntral to a collap
: orat
1ssue of the pe

. RDEdigEI‘ and

| Ive understanding ol
WJournal of Memory Studies kicked o

sht + - . i . .
st together researchers working in the academic, public history, and com-

A0ity sectors.”

__ have been anticipated that those engaged in collective and individual
" -:b‘l’aﬂce would have a great deal to say to each other. Yet, despite the shared
~ = SSUin the contexts, concepts, forms, and content of remembering, there has
__ _'__'-latively little interaction. Some scholars argue that autobiographical memo-
are irrelevant because they have no impact upon the public world. In Nancy
00d’s study of memory in postwar Europe, individual and collective memories

5 ey
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both avail th
em % :
Seubiectint or s;lvés;l 2f mechanisms like selection, narrativizatjc
primarily subject Emh' However, while the “emanation of
ectt X 1vidiial
past representjz the ‘::;ne l‘aws of the unconscious,” collective repr?d
Lo et dsc10}ls purpose of social groups.® In this il . d
despitedra permi ted a high degree of intentionality, whereas i argumg y _{ﬂrlgmaﬂy inten :
wing upon the same cultural mechanis s individy, _omory? pirst of all, he accepte
pose. Jay Winter and Emmanuel Sivan also di H}S) lacks a similar ey at “while the collect
of collective remembrance, and “Passijg ifferentiated between the ¢ 3"3__ herent body of people, -+ is individuals as group mem-
recollections of a silent individual,” or “Eh memory—understood as ; to suggest that memories are not individual
memory. ’ In these definitions ind;vidual ;mﬂ ps%}{:hﬂfﬂgicus'—‘ﬂie msz | active discourse with others within the
’ EInories w e AL ; : |
ere confined to the Itural groups such as the family or trade unu:::in, that the ]L'nd;ﬁi
b indivi llection were turne into meaningiul,
ly . dividual conscious staté,

psychology, presumed t
o lack conscious 3
PUI'IJDSE and therefg _ 1C ]
re irrelevant
g that «“a heavy object, suspended 1n air by means
id where it

work of historians.
One of th
e reasons why there has been a lack of engagement betwe
| ually rests 10 the vol
nvey the unfortunate image

ory studies and :
Susannah Radstone have Pﬂim;d ;uitf;hthe group.'® As Katharine _»13 [ sOme Ways, this metaphor can €0
as well as in specialist writings, is n{}:w % e concept of memory, in col , remembering individual as a marionette, rather than an active par-
domains beyond that of the inciividual* ﬂfr}idgenerauy taken to have ' ';ﬁr'ersatinnal social relationships. This impression s reinforced when
currently seems scarcely more conten tj' ¢ idea of Cu_ltm al or collective me ) -: ?quently asserted that the process of sharing recollections of the past
And Yﬁ_the question of how, or indeed :;;Stht;ﬂf;the idea 'F'f individual -j::_'ext of families and other small social groups harmonized individual
Zfii:iﬁeiﬁz 1:::}113 ;szznd the %nclividual—ﬂf}' h;rf fv?ci;gc:;?ﬁ:;iig:j contradictory memories faded away:
bt b sculty an c‘;re P?]SSIbl?_femains ...remarkably little investi-
e — vanishez-l C lleer aps ironically, it is personal autobiographi
oty , collapsed into an all-encompassing concept of ;
The difficulty origi : -
e —— ?;;‘i;;;zd ];vnh the {}T‘lglﬂal conceptual vocabulary around €
Halbwachs applied the ide E’ the S{{CIGlﬂgist Maurice Halbwachs in the
B e vl of Societ a ;1 cnllect}ve memory to the processes of reme.,.__-: |
B e tencid andet}}: rom th? individual to the group, as well as to { _
lective memory is the pla ose long in the past. Halbwach’s understanding ;
developments in bﬂthl?ch: Ehtﬂ Ay followed by an exploration of the theo
receptive environment fo }Tmanftles and social sciences that together crea":
W cosieqiicrioe gft;; e drevwal of his approach to memory from the
plete assimilation of ﬂllt()biﬂe EVE} opments in memory theory has been the o
Shdthienroblems with this 8:‘1 aph}cal‘ or personal memory into that of the gra ;;‘;; ;
i chapter. The e wl e sround e et concet sccond bl
collective mem : e round the current conc lity 0
st culu?::f Z];i::;FE:fatlﬁns for interpretive theory of theepwt:;l}lf r
remembering takes place in thmm that of Halbwachs’s life—within which
alternative approaches that i : wenty-first century, and will conclude WI
standing of the relationshi CZH provide a more nuanced and productive unde-'
the group. p between the memory of the individual and that
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idea of remember-

that memory 1S a faculty of the
e memory endures and draws

when he formulated the

fe wrote t
 pase in @ €0

01 3%+
1 a belief to assumin
. of very thin and nterlaced wires, act

not sufficient. .. tO show that indivi ‘

remember. It is necessary to place onese 1 pective of the group Of
ou pS. . ..One may say that the individual reme mbers by placing himself in the
Cnective of the group, but one may also affirm that the memory of the group

alizes and manifests tself in individual memories."
falbwachs included within these shared memories events beyond individual
jence, describing the latter as “historical memory” through which individu-
inked their own lives to the broader historical events .nd currents of their
_In a later essay he extended this to events beyond the human lifespan, draw-
attention to the importance of both place and commemoration, reflected
ough the prism of contemporary needs and perspectives, - cementing collec-
- memory for each generation. In “The Legendary Topography of the Gospels
1 the Holy Land,” for example, Halbwachs explored the ways in which “the col-
: memory adapts its recollections of the details of Christ’s life and
: where they occurred to the contemporary exigencies of Christianity,
' and aspirations.’”s These insights have generated extensive research,
0 particular, into the relationship between collective memory, ethnic conflict,

nd nationalism."

Jalbwachs’s conceptualization of ¢
stood as the aggregation of individual memories. He
process of remembering molds both personal and group m
ohesive whole, in accord “in each epoch, with the predominant th

ollective memory, theretore, should not be
believed that the deeply

emory into a
oughts of the
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c shift, one that led to acrimonious divisions among

| interpretation moved beyond its origins in literary
ore exclusively upon language

uent seismi

society.”'” This di : ; |
y imension of Halbwachs’s thought implied that some fopy
> ‘L :. 0 Cult”ra

CO ' |
llective consciousness shared by all those in the group and into which ina

memories are either in : (
reliEHhas Vi e ;ﬁi?;{jﬂﬂgri iieg n-;:u]' rgected. Halbwachs shared a B and psychnanalysis to focus m
" T v 0! bg&’ .
1le Durkheim, and the latter’s influence linguistic turn in cultural theory, variously subsumed under
3 turalism, was based upon the under-

seen in Halbwachs’s ap .
_ proach to the problem of mem ; g k.
ln th . - DI.Y' DurkhEIm w _|'-',-- i & T R 1 tI. C
” e E?CESSES through which social cohesion is achieved, and in the fis of postmodernism of poststru
I'm - ; 2 - :‘
i e ty ;ulturall ind social practices that integrated the individual int Fictig
created social harmony. Believin 0 the
- . ' g that memory performed a similar o
Inte ‘ ) €d a similar ¢
h s I.:uﬂmon’ Halbwachs’s approach to memory was driven b llar
the mechanisms of social cohesion. s
N Hzlb?richs s ideas about collective memory lay dormant for fifty years, an
€ end of the 1970s researchers wer j - > AN¢
, e more interested in the experienti y
tial TR ; xperiential and evi,
andzﬂnfteilt ‘f’f individual, or groups of individuals’ memory. As the oral o
s :,Cl*?tﬂgl-ﬂ Paul Thompson recalled, the first edition of his book The
pmi;: i:l f:ln in }917, was “very much a positivistic work. .. the main argum
€ value of these memories, and e
, whether or not they’re rel; -
decide whether , ‘ ey re reliable, and how:
or not they’re reliable. That 5
. : was the research traditi Sc
ln - u . . lﬂn I w Fj:r_":.
b ) f:ﬁm: ESSEIltlally a social scientific one.”'® By the time the second edition of
0ok was published ten years later it i o
er it included a chapter on “M hatt
reflecting the influence of P emory and the Se
new work by the Italian histori . N
Alessandro Portelli. E 5% Istorians Luisa Passerini
. Emphasizing the subjective and s . 3
bering, including si Hne X nd creative dimensions of reme
; g silences and distortions, Passerini e
. _ , ini and Portelli jointly transforn
the analytical and interpretive approaches to oral history." g o

. laneuage and discourse do not reflect the social and material world,
I Lle social or material reality separate from that

¢+ There was N0 accessl
""'guage and discourse. Consequently, the idea of correspondence
e and reality, at the core of empirical history, was considerably

- “|anguage intervenes between human beings and their world,” impos-

¢ culturally established meanings.”

:? for conventional approaches to history were profound. A raft
e o historical analysis, such as agency, intentionality, and
ce, no longer appeared to drive human consciousness. At the most extreme
's’tstructuralist continuum, the thinking, reasoning, historical actor
= bject positions created through discourse.” Not all post-

laced by su
lists would agree that this approach to human subjectivity negated agency.

- LR

Butler, the feminist theorist, countered that “construction is not opposed
ssary scene of agency, the very terms in which agency is
culturally intelligible.”® The goal for the historian working

list paradigm became one of disentangling the particular
formed discourses in specific historical

Jts long central t

| I it is the nece
ila e and becomes
the poststructura
) which “subjects mediated or trans

377

An example of a poststructuralist approach to oral histories may be found in
y Summerfield’s study of women’s wartime recollections.?® Summerfield com-
| women’s oral histories with the dominant wartime discourses and slotted
nen’s memories into a matrix of publicly available scripts, such as heroic or stoic
atives, or independent or obedient daughters. But it is impossible to under-
ind, in this poststructuralist approach to oral history, why individuals adopt a
icular discourse or how changes in individual perception could occur, without
Ourse to an external material reality. In many cases, oral history excerpts seem to
86€st a more complex set of readings, with individual stories containing evidence
0th discursive cultural templates and critical reflexivity. The capacity for reflex-
y has the potential to give historians insights into the processes through which

dllenges to dominant discourses emerge.

I & pathbreaking aricle pubihed in 1975, Luisa Pasern it tht histor
R a ue“t ose subjectwe‘dlmensions of oral history conven
iy fa;ual Stntans. The raw material of oral history,” she wrote, “consist
ik 3 EIIII]EHtS, blzlt Is pre-eminently an expression and represex
AR mneiil t :efﬂre includes not only literal narrations but also the
e PR t:r}];; i eul.ﬂg}’ anc*l subconscious desires”? The role of femalt
W, selfqr.«; - ltl conscious resistance, were central to Passerini’s analysis O
science and hu 51 anietlzl ation in oral testimonies. Researchers from across the so
R, underlis sgtectrum Sllb.Squ:.‘lEHtl}T began to identify and explain the
o homidiialy s ::imd ing ’.che sgbje‘ctwe and cultural dimensions of autobio:
TR A PI}; including imagination, symbolism, myth and legend, narra:

_ _ ; ese approaches to personal memory and subijectivi flected
quite a different approach to the positivism that informed th J 1‘3 e *3 ul
T_th_Psml, and they paralleled theoretical trajectories em g ?Ork 2
historical profession.?? erging within the widel

SOCIAL IDENTITY
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Ongside the cultural, interpretive approaches to memory outlined above, and

Ir -;'1}’ highly influential among researchers in the field of memory studies, was

idea of social identity developed by social psychologists in 1979.” From that

e S — S




psychologists anci s;;;;‘lhl;{;;luﬂm Or social, and the reﬂexh;';:r:;;e ne’s conscious life, does not render the individual a sort of -
of self, the relational or sncm;} i{aﬂs J_IHVE largely focused upon the ;Pa | . obeying the interiorised collective will?” Turning the relation-
entities g ¢ REe : 239
roups re cre ; T reated?
fﬂlesp of people, and individualg may havemaltEd thI‘DUgh I'Elatmns :gco]lectl‘finfmﬂa’-z Z cultural memories are created and
) : L. i
i 8}’ ?Hgs, OT Organizationg from the famﬂu :lpl}e; 'dentities Altache, = through W IT . hasizi pects of the past while
Clal 1dentity j Y 10 the natj < and complex, emphasizing some as * 1
ambiguous, and znlisg:;:nlﬂus ;lnd 45 a concept it hasal:t:.::l ghe b otheri Some historians and sociologists have declined
¢, resultin : €scry 2 e . :
As g 1N a ran . ry for precisely these reasons. They pre-
| public and Social, rather than priva ge of Interpretijye applicar: of collective memory for p y Y P

" euch as social, cultural, or public memory, or mnemonic prac-

-

||'Jﬂ_1

o ly possible to speak of a shared collective memory? Above all,

¢ ~ollective memory been extended beyond the point of conceptual

ve memory has, in the terms of Mieke Bal, become a “travelling con-
v be found across many academic disciplines, from sociology (where it
istory, social psychology, marketing, and law among others."” As a result,
s consistency concerning the object or meaning of collective memory. In
it may mean quite different things. The historical sociologist Jeffry Olick
| the major theoretical fault line running through collective memory the-
Jllective memory, he suggested, may be either:

in hﬂr Present conflict.* The use of rejfied m
such ¢ reified «
’ contexts, led some historians tq defi "

ne col

} al or anti-h;j |
. hlstarxcal, the expression of “some t
I Clernal or pec

2 Jowest common denominator or normal distribution of what individuals in a
llectivity remember, or ... “the collective memory” as a “social fact sui generis,”
matter of collective representations that are the properties of the “collective

R T T

owed a great deg]
boom” in societi

....

nation with th
€ Ppa
o ndividual consciousness.*

I'}’,” Saturatio P8 BT 8

The two sides can be described as the “distributed version” versus the “strong
ion” of collective memory. Halbwachs has generally been credited with the lat-
approach although his writings gave grounds for both positions.** While most
ontemporary scholarship adopted some form of the distributed version, it was not
common to find sweeping assertions about the degree of homogeneity within col-
that invoked the existence of some form of external collective conscious-
Ness. In practice, many different forms of historical consciousness were included
“the label of collective memory, for example memory as learned knowledge
past alongside memory as recall of direct experience; and shared memories
Of recent events alongside knowledge of events beyond the human life span.

While agreeing with Bal that “travelling concepts” often lead to productive,
I‘H esting interdisciplinary cultural analysis, [ also share her concern that the
Lasual invocation of concepts as labels does not facilitate meaningful insights. In
€I words, the value of the concept lies in its capacity to help us “understand
M€ object better on its—the object’'s—own terms”* The question that needs to be
:jf?iSEd 1s whether the widespread and casual invocation of a single term, “collec-
lve memory,” to cover virtually every aspect of historical consciousness assists the
Meaningful understanding of the object, that is, memory and remembering.
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pt of collective memory fulfills Gerring's I.m e Let us I . important Ways between generatinns.‘” [n searching for evidence of
gs requirements fe . discourses and cultural . dentities within expressions of memory,
| e the signs of critical reflection of contestation?
changing mentali-
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coherence is validi
validity: .
of that it seeks to re}’; to w};at e?ctent is collective memory an |
both remembered sinesseent* As it stands, collective memory caif“ratz descript
experienc . e used to desc -
about the e or learned inf : e "
past. Autobi . Information ) er way
such as the family ;zszmp h“:_al narratives, the shared or;lt?rﬂ ;éys of knog . is a moral and emotional desire for harmony.” In this case, identity, deter-
at various times e:s C llt E_pubhc myths of the nation state h raditions Oy by collective consciousness, precedes memory: - Memory .« determined Dy
of thinking abm:t th: p:;:tt ]1-*?:1:1? Loy have films and navj: iljebel?;:] e (collective OF individual) that 1s already well ostablished.’! However, COR
c . Are a for - . . . : . .
iently coherent? Is there a valid degree of Ej?e 3 Srary conflicts suggest that insecurity .round identity has also led different
1¢ I TTE . aq e
5 ories to stabilize and deepen

between t

erm and object to justi

. ’ O Jus ; : . :
collective memory? justify the generic application of th 3 ic and national groups to create historical mem

‘ e conceptual ter » identification, tO the extent that "2 rule might be pﬂstulated: where identity 1

ematized, memory s valorized.””’

This process became Very clear during the breakup of Yugoslavia and the

| “, times with catastrophic consequences. In Voices of Collective Remembering,

lished in 2002, James Wertsch demonstrated the persistence of national cul-

il narratives in the context of the breakup of the Soviet state. Broad narrative
fic events

continued into the present, even as detailed knowledge of specl

appeared among the younget generatimns.53 The point at 1sSu€ here is whether

orical consciousne est CO n(:Eptualized 45 a form of col-
e too young to remetn-
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y- It may be useful to dra¥ extbooks, and popular film Deﬁiing 1ea§‘ned E::-rms of historical consciousness as
sllective memory runs the risk of reifying national memory and obscuring the
it ltural elites deploy cultural sym-

a parallel here between episodi
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a functionalist metaphor.** Secondly, its use has been stretched far i one
dl De p as

boundaries of validity. Virtually all forms of thinking about the past—_,
and learned memory, history and fiction—have been dragooned intg fha
memory compound. The old binary distinctions between individual_-.:
are clearly unsustainable, but neither is the collapse of personal memes
collective. The memory of the group is not identical to that of the indjyid
it: “the emblems and articulations of memory in flags and films, memn EEN"

museums, are in a different register of memory to that of the single jn¢ ationsh PS}del of human consciousness
recollections of his or her own life, however, the two may connect”s "

jelegd™ " | akes it u
_ for greatint Dr*f one creates it for oneself ani;nm 57
- . ‘tion Or Cus -
gOtE . on just inheriting % g

rather at

forcing 10 .
duced through fﬂlﬂle dwithm Jterial culture.

nded in the indi\ridual and

_grou . ,
Iialbwachs’s static theatre meta

| '«II 1ps and ﬂﬁtworks’ Sk >

There is a desperate need for a more precise conceptual vocabulam ytions o otations. rerm from Stephen Greenblatts
memory, not one generic label that forecloses on the analytical or interprets ts U pe I fashioning, tO borrow th*‘?;1e Miller rejected the vocabu-
) . i 1 Y . : SEll- 1 .
cess rather than opening it up. Many of these terms already exist but haye - may not be new. But :sciﬂus per sonal selection among
0

L Renaissance,
& 5 here is surely

I ;rélatiﬂn ships ail

ulticultural cities.
»58 On the whole,

disciplines of

eschewed in favor of one label, that of collective memory. Public memory. ¢
memory, social memory, autobiographical memory, mnemonic practices, mn
communities, among others, all have greater coherence and validity deriveg

. « : in the
e . . . . iR ¢ . influential 10 | o
stronger conceptual roots within established paradigms of intellectual inquiry s SOME argu’d;e idea of choice have beﬂ};ﬂ-t of conscious -ational indi
i ‘ ' A ﬁ“... n 1
[n terms of autobiographical memory, is there a way forward that incorp HaseC upﬂl'ticﬂl science, where the posst };r pur chase upon mteﬂectua&f
the social and relational dimensions of remembering, without the cultural re Jics and Po.l d action has retained a strons <jons, “an exploration O

theory may h

tion implicit in much collective memory theorizing? At the core of Halbwa |
description O

theory of collective memory was the exchange of memories within small fa

]

f how p | calculations, Just

sa jona
. . . . e rational or @ Eh; set of ratio A -
ial or social groups, such as trade unions. While these exchanges undoubtedl fiieans 1 barilY caken to imply @ partflcilﬂ}' iheory has pntenual links with
. : . : : N W sS . oice gy he past
continue, the wider society of w ame T »59 aspect 01 € ol m of the P
ociety of which they are a part has changed in fundam et as if they dO: This asp e linguistic Jeterminis

hes that

1 cultural history- T y cultural approac

ways. New communication technologies, such as the Internet, greater geograj
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