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HUCTOPUYECKAS TAMSITh BEXKEHIIEB BTOPOA MUPOBOI BOMHBI: IIPEOIOJIEHUE
KYJbTYPHOM TPABMbI

Annomayusn: Tlpu GopMUPOBAHUM KOJUIEKTUBHON MCTOPUYECKOM MamsaTh 0 BTopoit MUpOBOH BoiiHe IEpBO-
CTENIeHHOE BHUMAaHUE TPAJULMOHHO yJesUIOCh COOBITHAM Ha (pOHTE, oJBUraM OOWIOB M mapTuiaH. Tparudeckuil u
OO0JIC3HEHHBIH OIBIT Y3HUKOB T€TTO, KOHIUIArepei, OeKeHIEB J0JIr0e BpeMsi ocTaBajicsi B TaOyHpoBaHHOW TeMoil. B
CBSI3U C 3TUM HEIBIH P BaXKHBIX MCTOPUYECKHX ACTIEKTOB OCTACTCS BHE MONA OQHIMAIBHOW MaMSITH U BO3HHKACT
BO3MOXXHOCTh (anbcudukanuid. Llens ITaHHOrO HCCIENOBAaHHUS — NPEACTaBUTH OEXKEHIIEB BOHHBI KaK CONHAIBHYIO
IPYIIy C KyJbTYPHOH TPaBMOM, II0Ka3aTh HEOOXOIUMOCTh U ITyTH MPEOIOJICHHUS 3TOH TpaBMBL. LICTOYHUKOBYIO OCHOBY
HCCIIEJOBaHMS COCTABUIIN BOCIIOMHHAHHMS JTIOJEH, TIEPEKMBIINX IBAKyaIHi0. B KadecTBe METOZOIOrHIECKOTO MOAX0Aa
UCTIONIb30BaHA KOHIIETIINSA «KYJIbTYPHOI TPaBMbI» U TEOPUH UCTOPUYECKON MaMsTH. AHAIN3 WHTEPBHIO M BOCIIOMUHA-
HU1 OCKEHIICB TO3BOJIAJ BBIICIUTh dBAKyHUPOBAHHBIX B OCOOYIO0 CTUTMATH3MPOBAHHYIO COIMATBHYIO TPYIILY, KOTOPYIO
O61)6I[I/IH}UII/I OTCYTCTBHUC KWJIbd U UMYUICCTBA IO HpI/IGI)ITI/II/I B 3BaKyalulo, O6I.HI/IC HUCTOYHHUKH CHa6)KCHI/I§I, OCO6I>II>1
COLMATBHBIA CTaTyC, ONPEACISIBIINKA OTHOIIEHHS C BJIACTHBIMH CTPYKTYpaMH, a TaKKe C MECTHBIMHU JKUTEIIMHU. B
Marepuaiax A0KJIaja BbISABICHB! (PaKTOPBI, KOTOPBIE CIOCOOCTBOBAIN ()OPMHUPOBAHUIO KYJIBTYPHOH TPaBMBI y JIOJIEH B
Xoze 3Bakyanuu. Ha BceM MpOTsHKEHHH 3BaKyallMOHHOTO MEPHOa CBOSH KU3HHU 3TH JIIOJU YacTO MOABEPTaINCh OCYXK-
JICHUIO B OOIIIECTBCHHOM MHEHHUH. B TBUTOBBIX paiioHaxX 3BaKyHPOBAaHHBIX BOCIIPHHUMAJHN KaK Ty)KaKoB. ABTOp clienal
BBIBOJI O TOM, YTO apTUKYJIALHUS KYJIbTypHOH TPaBMbI CTHIMAaTH3WPOBAHHON COIMAIBHON TPYMIIOH, €€ MEepeKUBIICH,
CHOCOOCTBYET COXPAaHEHUIO OOBEKTUBHON UCTOPHYECKON MaMsITH M MEHSET )KU3HEHHbIE IIeHHOCTH colmyMa. dopmamu
TaKOW apTHKYJSLHUHA MOTYT OBITh YCTHBIE MHTEPBBIO, OITyOJMKOBAaHHBIE BOCIIOMHHAHHMS, JOKYMEHTAJIBHBIE H XYyIOXKe-
CTBEHHBIE (DHIIBMBI.

Kniouegvle cnoea: Bropast MupoBasi BoiiHa, 9BaKyawis, KyJIbTYpHAs TpaBMa, OSIKEHIIBI, HCTOPHIECKAs! TaMSITh.
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HISTORICAL MEMORY OF WORLD WAR Il REFUGEES:
OVERCOMING CULTURAL TRAUMA

Abstract: When forming the collective historical memory of the Second World War, traditionally, primary at-
tention was paid to events at the front, the exploits of soldiers and partisans. The tragic and painful experience of pris-
oners of ghettos, concentration camps, refugees remained for a long time a taboo topic. At the same time, a number of
important historical aspects remain outside the field of official memory and the possibility of falsifications arises. The
purpose of this study is to present war refugees as a social group with cultural trauma, to show the necessity and ways
of overcoming it. The source of the study was the memories of people who survived the evacuation. The concept of
«cultural traumay and the theory of historical memory were used as a methodological approach. Analysis of interviews
and recollections of refugees made it possible to single out the evacuees into a special stigmatized social group, which
was united by the lack of housing and property upon arrival in the evacuation, common sources of supply, and a special
social status that determined relations with the authorities, as well as with local residents. The article identifies the
factors that contributed to the formation of cultural trauma in people during evacuation. Throughout the evacuation
period of their lives, these people were often condemned in public opinion. In the rear areas, the evacuees were per-
ceived as outsiders. It is concluded that the articulation of cultural trauma by a stigmatized social group that survived it
contributes to the preservation of objective historical memory and changes the life values of society. Forms of such
articulation can be oral interviews, published memoirs, documentaries, and feature films.
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This report is about the problems of the historical memory of the refugees of the Second World War
through the concept of «cultural traumay.

Modern trends in the formation of collective historical memory in the official public space are charac-
terized by the dominance of the triumph discourse and the silencing of the trauma discourse. This makes the
picture of the reconstruction of the events of the Second World War incomplete, a number of important
historical aspects remain outside the field of official memory, it becomes possible to falsify historical events
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and facts [1].

Therefore, a comprehensive study of the history of the war, including coverage of painful and «incon-
venient» aspects of historical events, is necessary to preserve in the memory of future generations. An im-
portant way to objectively comprehend traumatic historical facts is the concept of cultural trauma.

The concept of «cultural trauma» was introduced into scientific circulation by the Polish scientist
P. Shtompka [4]. He reveals the idea of cultural trauma as a «rupture of the cultural fabricy, as a result of
which the consequences of traumatic events affect a person for a long time, passing even through genera-
tions.

Trauma is understood not only as a one-time event that dramatically changed a person's life, but also
as a process that continues to influence people's attitude to their past, present and future. Among others, P.
Shtompka refers to migrations and wars as traumatic events.

The Second World War was of a long total and bloody nature. The rapid offensive of the Fascist
troops in 1941 and the occupation of the western territories of the USSR led to the displacement of the tradi-
tional center of the country, which caused a large-scale evacuation of industrial equipment, cultural property
and the population from the frontline areas to the east of the country.

Evacuation was not prepared, but the need for it became obvious already in the first days of the war
and was dictated by the following reasons: the speed of the enemy's advance through the territory of the
USSR, the occupation policy in the occupied territories aimed at mass physical destruction of the population.

The evacuation process combined elements of organization and spontaneity. The enemy occupied part
of the territory of the USSR, where about 85 million people lived before the war, and about 12 million peo-
ple managed to evacuate to the Soviet rear.

Evacuation processes were managed by the Evacuation Council, established on June 24, 1941 under
the USSR Council of People's Commissars. Accounting and provision of social assistance to the evacuated
population in the rear regions of the country were provided by specially created bodies: Departments for
household management of evacuation.

Although all residents of the rear experienced psychological and material difficulties during the war,
the study of documents makes it possible to single out the refugees in a special stigmatized social group. It
was united by the lack of housing and property upon arrival in the evacuation, common sources of supply, a
special social status that determined relations with government structures, as well as with local residents.

Of course, it should be remembered that the social group of the refugees itself was not homogeneous:
the capital's creative intelligentsia and representatives of the nomenclature lived better.

Analysis of documentary sources and personal memories of refugees allows us to identify the follow-
ing traumatic factors:

—as early as in the process of evacuation, conflict situations with representatives of government struc-
tures arose due to a lack or distortion of information, a ban on evacuation for certain categories of the popu-
lation, refusal to help evacuate. Sometimes evacuation took the form of a stampede, provoking interpersonal
conflicts.

— a strange city (village), unusual climatic conditions, lack of their own housing and property, house-
hold inconveniences; additional difficulties were experienced by metropolitan residents who were evacuated
to the countryside and forced to adapt to the specific conditions of village life [3].

— absence of relatives and close friends who could help;

— the need for employment in a new place. This problem did not concern the workers evacuated to-
gether with their company or institution, but they also needed to adapt to a new work collective.

- sometimes national hostility, differences in social status, educational and cultural level were added to
these difficulties.

Throughout the evacuation period of their lives, these people were often overtly or covertly con-
demned in public opinion. During the evacuation, they were condemned for fleeing by those who believed
that they should help defend their city or remain to suffer with it. In the rear areas, the evacuees were per-
ceived as outsiders [5]. And when the evacuees returned to their former places of residence, to their small
homeland, they were again met with caution and hostility because their fellow-townsmen believed that they
had «sat it out in the rear».
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At home, they faced numerous difficulties not only with getting their former housing back, but also
with restoring their social status: being evacuated quickly became a stigma, especially for Jews and men fit
for military service.

In the post-war period, during forming the cultural memory of the Great Patriotic War, for many dec-
ades, primary attention was paid to the heroes among the front-line soldiers, partisans and underground
workers. All commemorative practices were aimed at glorifying the feat of fighters and commanders who
had performed feats, monuments were erected to them, films were made about them, stories and stories were
written.

As for historical memory, in the post-war period, the experience of evacuees remained mostly part of
family history, while in public discourse it was almost completely forgotten. This was largely due to the fact
that the history of the evacuation is closely connected with the very negative events of 1941-1942 for the
Soviet regime (defeats at the fronts, chaos and panic in the rear, the flight of officials from settlements and
enterprises that were under threat of being captured by the Germans, thousands of families abandoned to the
mercy of fate, etc.) and does not fit well into the victorious history of the Patriotic War.

The ideology of collectivism was essential to overcoming the traumatic military experience. The ideas
of sacrifice, heroism, perseverance were designed to shift the attention to individual problems. As a result,
there was no elaboration of the trauma, the «experience of pain» was pushed into silence [2].

Avrticulation of trauma had a therapeutic effect. The ideological pluralism of the 1990s contributed to
the voicing of previously suppressed topics in the public space. Commemorative practices began to spread to
the victims of the war, namely, civilians killed by the enemy in the occupied territory, in concentration
camps.

In this sense, the collection of oral memories and the creation of archival collections of «oral history»,
which gained popularity in Russia in the 1990s-2000s, is important. Writers, artists, and film directors did
not stay away from the formation of cultural memory about the evacuation. In 2005, the documentary 4-
episode film «Evacuation» was shown (producer Yu. Khanyutin, the author of the idea S. M. Zelikin).

Cultural trauma has an indelible impact on society and has a great force of inertia, affecting several
generations. Articulation of cultural trauma by a stigmatized social group that has experienced it contributes
to rethinking the events of the past, forms a more objective historical memory and changes the life values of
society.
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