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Abstract. The article considers the approaches that allow us to identify the features of
memory politics in the state, which is the subject of special political research. Using the example
of memory poitics in post-Soviet countries, the main stages of memory politics after the collapse
of the USSR are considered, and the main features of historical memory and problems of
memory policy in these countries are distinguished. The collapse of the USSR left behind a
"historical disunity”, overcoming this disunity implies a new approach to the implementation of
the memory politics.

Today, in the era of globalization, when the boundaries of identity are erased, and in the era
of the "struggle for identity"”, the policy of memory plays an important role in creating a certain
model of national identity, as it seems, for each state. It includes socio-political, historical-
symbolic, and media-technological resources, and this is an important direction in the
preservation of identity.
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By the initial, established definition of the politics of memory, we consider it
as the sphere of public strategies in politics, which is united by the development of
methods for capturing and interpreting the past in the minds of the public and the
combination of practices and norms that have an important role in regulating the
functioning of collective memory. The present mentioned definition, when
studying the politics of national memory, provides the possibility of using a
structural-functional approach. Based on the application of the structural and
functional approach, 6 fundamental components are identified: 1) install, aim and
objectives of the use of the past for the process of legality in the political course; 2)
narrative capital politics of memory and its discursive-symbolic, which replace the
signification and switched to the past; 3) baseline the politics of memory in the
form of institutionality and normativity; 4) the main actors of the memory policy,
which may be interested in understanding the past, political representatives and
professional figures active in various spheres of social life; 5) representatives of
the mass media in the face of well-known and leading political commentators,
journalists, network political scientists and the media technology system as a
whole; 6) the influence of ideology and its transformation, the "sedimentation” of
the memory policy plan in commemoration [1]. Since the commemoration refers to
ideology, it means touching on national aspects. This case highlights the factor of
national identity as one of the most important and fundamental components of
memory policy. Today, in the era of globalization, when the borders of identity are
being erased, and in the famous age of the "struggle for identity", the politics of



memory plays an important role in creating a certain model of national identity by
political elites. It involves socio-political, historical-symbolic and media-
technological resources and this is an important direction in preserving identity.

The above-mentioned structural and functional approach for studying the
policy of national memory has an analog as the discursive approach. The
discursive approach differs in that it analyzes competing discourses that conflict in
the sphere of interpretation of the past and the process of struggle for leadership in
the ideology of various discourses. A comparative approach is also important in
order to conduct and produce high-quality comparative analyses of
commemorative practices. The comparative approach in combination with the
discursive approach perfectly cope with the task, but the comparative approach
stands out in the analysis of memory management mechanisms, separating
historical fact from distorted interpretation. Practices of national memory policy
reveal the processes that unfolded in the post-Soviet space most interesting, since
after the disintegration of the Soviet Union, new players appeared on the world
map, which required the identification of new foundations of national identity and
memory policy.

In the modern world, which has provided new conditions in which the
processes of information confrontation and media play a developing role, the
instrumental-technological approach is gaining popularity and importance in the
methodological significance of the study of memory politics. With this approach,
researchers pay considerable attention to the methods, technologies and techniques
of professional actors of memory policy, which are aimed at a certain influence on
mass consciousness. The instrumental-technological approach perfectly explains
the technological methods of national memory policy that have been used in post-
Soviet countries: 1) restoration from the archive of past facts and manipulation,
reviving symbols of the pre-socialist period, and using primary sources such as
mythology and archaic; 2) rewriting history textbooks for students, adding or
removing certain texts that are an alternative to Soviet historiography; 3) viewing
Russia in the negative prism of the occupier and colonizer, where the alleged proof
can be the examples of Belarus, Kazakhstan and Tajikistan, in which the ruling
elite tries to maintain friendly and economic relations with Russia, while
simultaneously developing Western institutions; 4) renaming geographical objects
such as streets, localities and other territories; 5) making changes and amendments
to the names of holidays and events; 6) changing the alphabet from Cyrillic, which
IS supposed to have been implemented by the Soviet regime using force, to Latin,
which brings with it a Eurocentric approach; 7) allocating special grants, holding
various events and events to spread and cover stories through the creation of funds
that promote the ideology of the newly minted national-state and geopolitical
player in the international arena; 8) renewal of old and establishment of new
memorials, monuments and other objects of a material and cultural nature that
carry a deep and important symbolic meaning of the national identity of each
country and people [2].

The policy of memory is becoming more and more relevant, as
representatives of an individual state, as well as representatives of the research



community, increase their interest in the role of countries in this area of preserving
and developing national identity. However, we must not ignore the fact that the
symbolic significance of the past history increases its importance to the extent that
international tensions and their influence on the transformation of the country's
internal political processes are growing. Despite her development in the circle of
professionals, from independent readers, the expression "memory politics” can
cause ambiguity and uncertainty of understanding. Can it exist and develop as a
real memory policy, not only in the theoretical aspect? How is the rationality of
using this term evaluated in the modern, 21% century? What are the prerequisites
for the philosophical and ideological interpretation of the state policy of memory in
erasing the borders of national identity?

The study of memory politics provides a comprehensive view of the system
of relations between countries in international relations, between domestic and
other scientific and public organizations, existing political parties, developing
institutions of law and business, groups of social activism around political
appropriation and interpretation of the past. Both foreign and domestic researchers
interpret the policy of state memory as one of the most important components of
the policy itself, and it has also become accepted that the space of memory policy
Is a space of relationships and various practices of using the past.

The use of the term "state memory policy" in the interpretation of symbolic
policy is considered reasonable, which actually helps in two cases. First, in the
space of memory politics, this will help to find the important role played by the
state, that is, the execution of the public appeal by different actors in the space.
Secondly, it makes it possible to analyze memory policies as well as directed
municipal policies that produce a plausible concept of events, in different ways,
techniques and methods for their implementation, the same as policies for youth,
the policy of a country, or the policy of education. It is important to note here that
these two cases can not be defined as a country's monopoly on memory policy.
This can be confirmed by the statement of G. A. Bordyugov, where He noted that
not politicization, but the creation of all conditions and deep study leads to
understanding the contents of the original and moralizing for the whole society [3].
Auxiliary factors for this are the contradictions between various statements and the
variety of scientific schools that protect against the conjuncture and varieties of
cults, the disagreement of confrontational images depending on oil prices, the
overcoming of ethnocentrism and the development of the space of pan-European
history, which is not a political lever. Instead, he suggests identifying problematic,
difficult issues and finding new legal norms in relation to the violation of the law
of humanity. As a result, it is important to emphasize the role of the country in
creating such historical minds, which are particularly important resources in this
area for any country.

These days, many researchers are cautious about assessing the importance of
the role of global trends. Many years of research on globalization have led to the
conclusion that globalization is a set of different types of phenomena. The other
half of researchers highly assess the role of national States, not excluding their
changing types, which also have an impact on politics and culture. According to A.



Diecoff that the final one did not mean the loss of the member States, but the
withdrawal from their borders due to the strengthening of the pan-European public
space, which, as expected, would eventually become the main socio-political
platform. Nevertheless, foreign researchers note that nation States are the core of
the international arena, thus describing different types of political globalization.

The current effectiveness of state memory policies is presented under three
different conditions: 1) the Country should be open to constructive negotiations
with other countries or organizations at the international level of the
commemorative space, both within the country and outside its borders; 2) the
Country should have its own political strategy that remembers, but does not allow
mistakes of the past; 3) Avoid monistic policies, thereby combining academic
interpretations of the past and interpreting past myths that have a constructive
Impact on various processes.

Various events, such as sharpened political revolutions, the emergence of a
new state on the world map, lead to the fact that countries have to rethink their
history, resulting in a critical attitude to history. Countries that were formerly part
of the Soviet Union (USSR) remained in such critical States. An example of this is
their legislative system (i.e., the "laws of memory"), the disclosure of the official
position in the curriculum, and the creation of various monuments, i.e., the
presentation of memorials. It is worth emphasizing the research works of V. A.
Shnirelman, who wrote about the collapse of the great powers, their relationship
between ethno-historical myths and the processes of politics and culture. There are
also various educational materials that explain in detail the strategies of memory
policy at the school and University level.

In current social anthropology, there is a broad concept that represents the
Soviet Union and its States, where the Soviet Union itself is described as one
Empire, and as a result of the collapse of its independent States, that is, the post-
Soviet space is considered as a post-Imperial space, which has such definitions as
institutional and socio-cultural.

On the other hand, the Soviet Union never had a civil society, although it had
an authoritarian form of government. Its great advantage was that the development
of power and its policies directly or directly strengthened the people's community,
as well as the sense of adaptation to embryonic individualism. Thus, the
ambivalence of the Imperial space, in which only the titular nation was represented
and the mechanism of "Soviet" worked in the republics of the post-Soviet space,
gave the opposite results, at a time when intellectual elites began to appear in other
States [4]. First of all, they were defined by their ethnic characteristics and were
distinguished by the fact that they built up their identity along with their history of
autochthonism.

At the same time, one of the anchoring factors was the role of a policy called
“frontier”. It represented the security of the people from external challenges, such
as" capitalists”, representatives of foreign attributes such as rock and roll,
sunglasses, or quite unusual things for the Soviet Union. In this way, the Soviet
Union emphasized its "otherness” in relation to representatives of other societies



and regimes, which was considered necessary for the creation of a completely new
social society.

After the collapse of the Soviet Union, the newly independent countries that
were formed are trying to fully demonstrate their full independence, both de facto
and de jure, by developing their strategies and deleting such expressions as
"subordinates in the past" [5]. All this destroys the stable political situation at the
international level, as post-Imperial countries seek to recognize them as completely
independent, excluding the history of their origin. Thus, only the newly formed
state is responsible for ending the regime. Russia can not be excluded. Having the
status of the successor of the Soviet Union, Russia has not only become an interest
for other States that are trying to develop their individualism, but also assumed
responsibility for a non-existent state.

In general, in addition to including its history in the historical content of the
newly formed state, the main wave of these processes was competition for a more
significant place on the pages of history compared to other regions.

It can be stated that the time of innovation of world technologies and
communications coincided with the time of the collapse of the Soviet Union, which
led to the emergence of new ways to describe the pages of history and the
innovation of global memory.

However, due to the rapid change in the social balance that has developed in
the current political situation, it is impossible to consider the past as a stable
model. Instead, it should be remembered that the policy of world memory is
constantly updated with new factors aimed at rethinking the past with an
innovative approach. Therefore, turning to history, we can state the current social
situation, which occupies a special place in the minds of the common people. Also,
political strategies related to the system of consciousness of citizens can be
implemented by updating the past and turning it into a part of the daily life of the
population.

Among the strategies of the memory policy of the countries of the former
Soviet Union, the following can be noted.

1) reformatting the past Soviet period.

2) restoring historical justice by rethinking the time before and after the
Soviet period.

3) find new pages of the past and search for strategies for their presentation.

Moreover, based on well-known approaches, the enrichment of political
memory on the territory of post-Soviet States can be considered at the regional
level. For example, if we take the Ukrainian crisis of 2014 or the Nagorno-
Karabakh crisis from the CIS countries, then their arguments can be called
distortion of historical memory. Despite the contradictions that have developed in
the difficult times of the past, their unity today must be preserved on the basis of
the same history. Because, although it does not pursue a single goal on a political
basis, the unity of the region plays an important role on a voluntary basis [6].
Therefore, it is necessary to take the past with an innovative approach and
implement a changed political order based on it. In this regard, Russia's desire to



adopt a soft power policy and the desire to direct regional common values to
common goals and interests can be taken as a good start.

The national model of memory policy developed in the post-Soviet world
can be considered as a comprehensive model that combines several ideological
trends - Soviet and anti-Soviet, Pro-Russian and Western. The full systematization
of such models is the main topic of a more in-depth study of modern national
memory policy.
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HNOCTKEHECTIK EJAEPIEI'T CASICAT TAPUXBI: 3BEPTTEY
TOCIUIAEPI MEH EPEKIIIEJIIKTEPI
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Anparna. Makanaga apHailbl cascu 3epTTeyldiH Kypajbl 0ojla anaTblH, MEeMJIEKeTTerl
TapUXU CasiCaThbIHBbIH EpEeKIIeNIKTepiH KOpPCETETIH Tacuiaep KapacTbipbulraH. [locTkeHecTik
esepAeri Tapuxu cascarbiHbiH MbIcalibl peTinae KCPO biiblparanHaH KeMiHI HETi3ri Ke3eHaep
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KapacThIPBUIBII, TAPUXU CAACATTBIH HETI3l1 epeKUIeNIKTepl )KoHE OChI eNAEP/liH TapUXH casicaThl
Macenenepl axeiparbuiaibl. KCPO-HBIH bIIBIpaybl ©31HEH KEHIH «TapuXH OBITHIPAHKBUIBIKTHI
KaJAbIpAbl, Oysl OBITHIPAHKBUIBIKTBI JKEHY — TapUXH cascaThlH >Ky3ere achlpyla XKaHa
KO3KapacThIH KaJBINTACYbIH Tajan eTeni. byrinri tanua >kahangany noyipinjae, keke 0achIHBIH
HIeKapanapbl KOUBLIBI, "COUKECTIK YIIIH Kypec" Ke3€eHIHJE eCTe CaKTay CascaThl 9p MEMJIECKET
yiuriH ¥JITTHIK COMKECTUTIKTIH Oenrimi Oip MoAemiH Kypyla MaHbI3Ibl pen arkapansl. On
QJIEYMETTIK-CasACH, TapUXU-CUMBOJIIBIK >KOHE MEAMA-TEXHOJIOTUSIIBIK pPECypcTapibl KaMTHIIbI
JKOHE O )KeKe 0achIH CaKTayaa MaHbI3/Ibl OAFBIT OOJBINT TA0BLIA B,
Tipek ce3nep: cascatr Tapuxbl, IOCTKEHECTIK €J1/ep, COUKECTUTIK, TapuXHaMa,
YJIT, TAPUXH CaHa.

IHOJINUTUKA ITAMSTHU B CTPAHAX ITOCTCOBETCKOI'O
INPOCTPAHCTBA: IOAXOAbI K NT3YUEHNUIO U OCOBEHHOCTHA
Carprnait JI.A.!

'noktopant 1-kypca Ka3YMOuMS nmenn AObnaii xaHa,
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AHHoOTanus. B crarbe paccMarpuBaIOTCS IMOIXONbI, MPUMEHEHHE KOTOPBIX TO3BOJSET
BBISSBUTH OCOOCHHOCTH TIOJIUTHUKU TAMATH B TOCYAApCTBE, BBICTYMAIONIETO MNPEAMETOM
CIEIUABHOTO TOJIMTOJIOTHYECKOTO HCcenoBaHus. Ha mpuMepe MOJUTUKU MaMsTH B CTpaHax
TIOCTCOBETCKOIO MPOCTPAHCTBA PACCMAaTPUBAIOTCS OCHOBHBIC JTAaIlbl MOJUTHKH TMaMSTH TIOCIE
pacnaga CCCP, pa3rpaHHuuBarOTCs TJIABHBIE OCOOEHHOCTH MCTOPUYECKOM MaMsATH U MPOOIeMbl
NOJIUTUKU TIAMATH B JaHHBIX crpaHax. Pacmang CCCP ocraBui mociie ceds «HMCTOPUYCCKHIO
Pa300IEHHOCTEY, IPEOI0ICHNE ITOH Pa300IIEHHOCTH MPEATIONaracT HOBBIH IOIXO0/] B BOIIPOCAX
pean3alyy MOJTUTHKH TaMSITH.

CCFOI[Hﬂ, B 2IIOXY rﬂ06am/13au1/11/1, Korga CTUpPAIOTCA I'paHUIbl HACHTUYHOCTH, U B IICPUOL
AMOXH «OOPBOBI 32 HMICHTHYHOCTHY, IMOJUTHKA TAMSITH WIPACT BaXKHYIO POJb B CO3JaHHU
OnpeneneHHoﬁ MOAcIn HaHI/IOHaJIBHOﬁ HICHTUYHOCTHU, KaK MPCACTABIACTCA, A KaXI0ro
rocynapctBa. OHa BKJIIO4aeT B ceOs COLMATBHO-TIOJUTHYECKHE, UCTOPHKO-CUMBOIUYECKUE U
MeNa-TEXHOJIOTHYECKHUE PECYPCHI, i TO BAXKHOE HAIIPABIICHUE B COXPAHECHUU HJICHTHYHOCTH.

KirueBbie cJIioBa: TOJIMTHUKA MAMSTH, MOCTCOBETCKOE MPOCTPAHCTBO, HICHTUYHOCTD,
rucropuorpadusi, HaMOHATHHOCTH, UCTOPUYECKAS TTAMSITh.
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