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Abstract

Between 1984 and 1992, Pierre Nora coined the pbraéplace of memorio designate
those artifacts that where collective memory ciiiges and secretes itself. The concept, which
was created to analyze the French memory, soomrgeirevolved in discussions about the
advisability of applying it to other countries. thbugh the concept has been used in several
empirical studies carried out in Latin America,tligoretical relevance in the context of the
region’s memorial struggles has hardly been digmlisbhis article probes the notion’s possible

bearing on Latin American circumstances, especililgin the context of confrontation and

This article is the result of the research projddemoria y politica: de la discusion tedrica aun
aproximacion al estudio de la memoria politica efxldo» CONACYT CB-2005-01-49295) and of my
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discussed with the participants in the seminar «bhamy Politica». | am particularly grateful to
Nora Rabotnikof, Silvia Dutrénit, Emilio Allier y licia Marquez for their accurate remarks and
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memorial struggles, and in the history of the pnesiene, by reflecting on the specific case of
Uruguay and its recent past (pre-dictatorship aa@irship).
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A society’s public memory can be observed in sehsgrheres: political actors or groups, public
discussion and memory sites. We will focus on #éteef, in order to both study the possible
uses of the sites and to examine their probabliggliions when applied to nations engrossed in
memorial struggles. Bearing this in mind, we halvesen to observe the concept from the
viewpoint of what has happened in Uruguay in cotineavith the recent past.

At the beginning of the twenty-first century, oweenty years since this concept was
first formulated, and after various books and ltidhave been written on the subject, it might
seem incongruous to analyze its applicabilityetent past events outside France. However, we
shall see this is not so: although the concepbkas applied to these issues, its relevance to
such recent and violent pasts, particularly int.@timerica, has not yet been discussed in depth.
Therefore this article will first review the condgejts history and its application in France.
Secondly, we shall debate its relevance in othenties and situations, then outline the
convenience of using the model for the study ofantrhistory and, finally, address Uruguayan
examples in order to analyze the relevance of dineept in memorial struggles over recent

pasts.

The Lieux de mémoirehistory and application

The concept was established_ies Lieux de mémoira,seven-volume work directed by
Pierre Nora and first published between 1984 argdl 1Bhe definition, as it appears in the first
article of Volume 1, refers to those places whenerhory crystallizes and secretes itself”; the
places where the exhausted capital of collectivenarg condenses and is express@o. be
considered as such, these sites must be defimatile three senses of the word: material,
symbolical and functional, all in different degrdmg always present. On the other hand, what
makes them a memory site is the interplay of memaod/history, the interaction of both
factors, which allows their reciprocal over-detaration. From the very beginning, thdl to
remembemust be present. Otherwise, the memory sitesb@ithnly historical sites, states

Nora.

Pierre Nora, «Entre Mémoire et Histoire», in idéed.), Les lieux de mémoire, t. 1, La République,
2.2 ed., Paris, Gallimard, 2001, pp. 23-43.



In the next two volumes, the concept is extendezhttompass “all significant units, of
either material or ideal order, from which the wifimen or the effect of time has created a

symbolic element of the memorial patrimony of a cmmity.”

Thus, what makes it a memory
site is both its nature as a crossroads of diftearemory roads and its capacity to live on
despite being constantly remodeled, retaken andited. A neglected memory site is, at most,
the memory of a place.

In the 1984 text, Nora started out from commemonatietreated towards memory,
reflected on the relationship between memory astbhy, and set out to demonstrate that
memory also has a histotyNora grasped at the memory tide, which had beaitent in
France and other countries, in order to analyzepamgbint the consequences of how history is
written, and how the task of the historian is erout in France. He went from the term
memoryto history, and realized that French national history (onRlegre Lavisse model) was
really, deep down, a memory passed through ther filt history, arauthenticatednemory
converted into history. It is thus an undertakingtt after demonstrating identity in the French
school project (made evident in the relationshigvieen history books and the national
memory) seeks to deconstruct national history, wéthepresentations and myths.

ThelLieuxare the work of a historian who gives us his intetgtion of French history,
focusing on the two main points he proposes toystangmory and the present. In this sense, in
the opinion of Francois Hartog, theeuxembody the most interesting proposal concerniag th
phenomenon of memory in France: “How, in certaip kements, the past (but which past and
what part of the past?) had been taken up agdfreipresent, in order to create a significant

past”?

For this reason Hartog considers that one of Idashjectives was to return to the
present and attempt to understand it better. Fhenptesent to the present, contributing to the
debate on memory, always civic-minded, never inlgamt fashion...this is why he stated in

1984: “I had thought that the rapid disappearafic@onational memory required an inventory

Pierre Nora, «Comment écrire I'histoire de Frande P. Nora (ed.), Les lieux de mémoire, t. 25 Le
France, Paris, Gallimard, 1992, pp. 12-32, p. 20trénslations, unless otherwise stated, are ours.
Though in a certain period the notions of menamg history may have been confused or challenged,
in the sixties some historians announced a libegaéind decisive divorce between the two terms.
Thanks to this differentiation some historians dedito begin a history of memory: the analysis of
representations of the past in certain periods imles (particularly when these representations
recurred regularly), insofar as they concernedtardened group, or had a basic audience within that
group or outside it (Henry Rousso, «La mémoire tnfBgs ce qu’elle était», in Ecrire I'histoire du
temps présent, Parfs\rs 1993,pp. 105-113).

Francois Hartog, «Temps et histoire. Commentré&dthistoire de France?», in Annales-Histoire
Sciences sociales, N°. 6, 1995, pp. 1219-123® 3.1



of the places where it had effectively been playeti. On the basis of an opinion about the
present, it was a matter of deciding on the meaafmgconstruct “how to rewrite the history
of France?”

The method chosen by Nora to approach memory, fiichwhe is indebted to Maurice
Halbwachs, emphasizes social and spatial asp¥¢esshould however stress that it is memory
as the object of history, and not of anthropolampgiology or philosophy, which entail quite
different approaches to the topic: the realms ahony are a conception that can be used in
order to write the history of memory. And everhiéte are many ways of studying its processes,

historians have adopted mainly two: public discussiand the places of memory.

Difficulties in the application of the concept - I:Exportability

As soon as this work became known, a question avidae the concept, which appeared
to be the diagnosis of a very specific case, agpleeoutside France? In fact, some authors
consider that it is not. As we shall see througtoig article, its use not only has
methodological implications, but also theoretiaadl @mpirical connotations: How does each
country or community relate to its memory and, thasts present? The analysis of the realms
of memory contributes to the knowledge of the catinas between memory, forgetfulness,
identity and the imaginary construction of a natiyrmeans of its national memory. The truth
is that the issue of whether the concept was fitt@xported or imported was crucial in
initiating comparison and enabling a compared hysitothe sphere of memory.

The progress of its application in other partshefiworld was facilitated by the memorial
tidal wave that, between 1970 and 1980, asserterlth, the effort and vigor of memory
everywhere. Everywhere, piece by piece, societws lendeavored to safeguard their material
or immaterial heritage. Nora considered that thésnorial yearnindiad its utmost expansion in

Eastern Europe and in other countries that havergode d@raumatichistorical experience.

® For a more complete theoretical development ke idea, and its relationship with French

historiography, see Eugenia Allier Montano’s agijclkLos Lieux de mémoire: una propuesta
historiogréafica para el analisis de la memoriasHlistoria y Grafia, México, 2008.

For example, the work by Henry Rousso and Eriaa@o(Vichy, un passé qui ne passe pas, Paris,
Gallimard, 1996), as well as that of Benjamin Stra gangréne et I'oubli. La mémoire de la guerre
d’'Algérie, Paris, La Découverte, 1992). This optimes also been followed in Latin America for

several years. Some texts have been listed inilthiedraphy.



And from this starting point, he wondered how fa& hotion, devised within a French context,
could become a more universal analytical fool.

First reservation regarding the applicability of #toncept outside France: the translation
of the term. It is a neologism of Latin origin, fincthe ancient rhetorical tradition of Cicero and
Quintilian, who recommended associating an idemgite in order to secure order in discourse.
Neither English nor German contain an equivalehe ¥anslation into Spanish also posed
various problems; the ternesmitorno(setting),contexto(context) andugar (place) were
proposed. Josefina Cuesta Bustillo, who had beea’slstudent, suggestadares de la
memoria(places of memory), as it maintains the possibditgstablishing and utilizing the
concept in its historiographic sense, defined byaNumself®

Second reservation. The specificity of the conéeptinforced by the moment in which it
appeared: the end of the seventies and beginnitigeafighties. At this time it became evident
that the immense capital of collective memory waking into oblivion, to revive only by
means of a scientific and reconstructive histohye Thoment was linked to certain events that
were strictly French: 1) the resurgence of Gaullighthe beginning of the economic crisis in
1974; 3) the beginning of the end of the revoluigridea in 1975.

We believe that, as with every concept, the ndtiasto be given careful thought and
adapted to other national realities. The siteg/ofihger” countries, like those in Latin America,
would differ from those of Europeans. Almost camaheroes and thinkers should be included
(Artigas in Uruguay, Zapata or Hidalgo in MexicalBar in several South American
countries), as well as commemorations (1492, winiche minds of some asserted the
differences with Europe), words (Mexico, Peru, Ariea, just to mention the names with
which they are designated), book&aftin Fierro in ArgentinaLa Voraginein Colombia, for
example). But given the divergences in historyywel as the identifying and constructive

features of the nation concerfiediverse themes, not found in other areas, witiaoely arisé’

Pierre Nora, «La aventura de Les lieux de mémpidmsefina Cuesta Bustillo (ed.), Memoria e
Historia, Revista Ayer, issue 32, 1998, pp. 17-34.

Josefina Cuesta Bustillo, «Memoria e historia. ddtado de la cuestion», en idem (ed.), Memoria e
Historia, Revista Ayer 32 (1998), pp. 203-246.

Imagined CommunitiesReflections on the Origin and Spread of Nationaliftavised Edition ed.
London and New York: Verso, 1991; Hugo Achugar Yeda fundacion por la palabra: Letra y nacién
en América Latina en el sighkax, Montevideo, Facultad de Humanidades y Ciencida @elucacion,
Universidad de la Republica, 1998.

0 fact, Nora never carried out a typology of ites: “Taken as a whole, these themes may be
rearranged at will by each person, as in a gamidagpipy Families, according to different rules of

parentage. Nora, «La aventura...», op. cit.., p. 21



Are not the questioning, objectives and interesth@undertaking observed also in other
parts of the world? How about the characteristind dilemmas of the present, the relationship
between history and memory, past, present andefuidentity and nation? Can they not be
found beyond France? Are not the questions abeutlilgnosis of the present and the ways of
writing history, the two central themes in the gsed and approach to a country, as we
currently see in many other national situations?b&eve that the answers to the above
guestions are affirmative and, therefore, the cphcan be imported, even though it originated
in questions relevant to French society, becaagsasticity™ makes it applicable to other
national cases. In fact, the dissemination of deaiin the public domain took its creator and his
collaborators quite by surprise: even before thekweas completed, it had aroused a great deal

of international interest.

Difficulties in the application of the concept - It historical periods

The question of the applicability of Nora’s concaptifferent contexts is also pertinent
in connection with the periods of time undergoitgdy: Is it only valid when applied to older
history or also suitable for recent events? Whapkas with these sites when they are
connected with a conflictive past, a burning phat tlivides a community and sets people
against each other in the memory struggle?

As stated at the beginning of this article, thecemt has already been applied to various
problematical issues in the memory of the recest, fimth in Latin America and in Spdihit
would then seem of little use to discuss its reteeato really contemporary memory realms.
This is not so, however, in the first place becauaay of these works do not debate the
theoretical possibility of its use, but simply takéor granted. Secondly, because, as we shall
see, quite a few authors have queried its validithe history of the present time.

As for the studies carried out in Latin Americastgalarly in connection with the recent
military dictatorships, we should mention the mttv@n a dozen volumes published so far under
the direction of Elizabeth Jelin, dedicated to cammrations, monuments, memorials and

territorial landmarks, school curricula, archivesl ome artistic manifestations. They are all

1 Nora, «La aventura», op. cit..

12 b Dpen Boer, W. Frijhoff, Lieux de mémoire et ritleés nationales, Amsterdam, Amsterdam
University Press, 1993; M. Isnenghi, | Luoghi daitemoria, Paris-Roma, Laterza, 1996; M. y H.
Moller, Allemagne-France: Lieux de mémoire d'unstbire commune, Paris, Albin Michel, 1995;
Etienne Frangois y Hagen Schulze, Deutsche Erimgsarte, 3 tomos, Manich, C. H. Beck, 2001.

13 Ulrich Winter, Lugares de memoria de la GuerrailGi el franquismo. Representaciones literarias y

visuales, Madrid-Francfort, Iberoamericana-Vervu2oo6.



essential in order to study the histonfieftix de mémoireelated to the recent past in Latin
America, but the relevance of the concept is baaablyzed within their covers. Hugo
Achugar*is one of the few authors that examines the cdringhese volumes, though as he
himself declares his main interest is to parti@gatthe discussion taking place in connection
with memory, the nation, deterritorialization, what the same time seeking to discuss the post-
dictatorship era in Uruguay and the problems ofpibigics of knowledge, such as standpoint,
“the place from which one speaks”.

The proposal of applying this concept to sitesteay individuals, groups or factions,
who are interested in remembering a part of releestory, had already been made in previous
works® In this line of thought, one question is whetlrarse sites refer to a memory settled on
by historians, wha posteriori,and after a historical study, find that the shase been imbued
with the nation’s symbolic memory throughout theitensive history. Or if, on the other hand
(or simultaneously), it refers to sites that hagerbconceived as memory artifacts because by
this means a group, faction or political partylvais to remind citizens of a specific event in
the recent history of the nation. It concerns tvaiters that are linked, but distinct from each
other. We shall first examine who bestows the méhortention on these places, and leave the
question of historical time to be dealt with later.

In 1998 Nora said: “There would also be the gregative sites, undoubtedly the most
interesting to seek, classify andnstruct”!’ The key may be inonstruct Is it the historian
who creates, constructs, shapes, seeks for arsifidaghe sites? It would be naive to believe,
well into the twenty-first century, that historyttsere waiting for a historian to write it down.
Nowadays any history student knows that histomyriten by historians, but is there no role for

its protagonists? Paul Ricceur suggests abolietirede mémoire

They receive their power from belonging to botHmesa memory and history. On
the one hand, “there must be a memorial intentjqubdting Nora]. But it does not say

whether this memory is the lost memory of historyrmory, whose loss was deplored at

14 Hugo Achugar, «El lugar de la memoria, a propdsgie monumentos (Motivos y paréntesis)», en

Elizabeth Jelin, Victoria Langland (eds.), Monunaentmemoriales y marcas territoriales, Madrid,

Sigloxxi Editores, 2003, pp. 191-216.

15 We should mention another work by Achugar whihlso related to these subjects: La fundacion por

la palabra..., op. cit..

16 Eugenia Allier, Une histoire des luttes autourlalenémoire sur le passé récent en Uruguay, 1985-

2003, Paris, Escuela de Altos Estudios en Cierguasles, 2004.

17 Nora, «La aventurax, op. cit.., p. 31. Our italics.



first, or the memory that has sought shelter inrle®ndite corners of individual

psychology and requirement of ddfy.

Two quotes from Nora may clarify the situation. Tinst is from 1978 and suggests that
the term refers to the places “to which a societjpoluntarily consigns its memories, or
discovers them as a necessary part of its persgh@limost a decade later, he wrote: It is “any
significant unit [...] thahuman intentioror the passage of time” has converted into a syimbo
element of memorial heritage. Taking these explanatas a starting point, we believe that the
concept should include both the sites where themaltmemory crystallizes and those
proposed, put up and chosen by residents, or tisemeinvolved, to a greater or lesser degree,
in the part of history they are attempting to resc®o we acknowledge that, in some cases, the
memory sites contain this memorial force in thewm&sland do not need a certain group to
grant it to them, or they sometimes receive it \lith passage of time; others are created with
the express intention of providing artifacts to miemory and, with time, authenticate this
intention.

Concerning the second issue, the questions wouldaaio be whether places of memory
associated with recent, burning memories reallgterr whether we should only include sites
that have persisted throughout different histoneiods, leaving aside those that are in the
process of being created. The memorials to the ikelBichnce include those who perished in the
Second World War. However, should the sites devtiedde dead of this war be considered
separately? Perhaps the difference is that only after sev@rainany) years will it be known
whether they survived the history of memory. Fordit probably depends on the fact that
these recent sites do not involve the length oé timacessary for the history of a nation.

Though at the beginning Nora attempted to creataept with a certaiplasticity, as
time passed he tried to avoid its dissolution, famdhis reason continually redefinedtlt is
precisely this plasticity that lays open the pagigitthat it might be a method more than a

concept, as Cuesta Bustillo points out:

18 paul Ricoeur, La memoria, la historia, el olviBagnos Aires, Fondo de Cultura Econdmica, p. 523.

19" Antoine Prost, «Les monuments aux morts», en &aNed.), Les lieux de mémoire, t. 1, La
République, 2.2 ed. rev. y aum., Paris, Gallim2o@1, pp. 199-223.

20 This is precisely one of the reservations Achulgas about the concept: «The place of memory
proposed by Pierre Nora, while it might seem effegtneeds to be conceptualized more carefully, as
the concept ends up by admitting any sphere asae gf memory. [...] To understand the place of
memory as a geo-cultural or symbolic space is fi@eht if the enunciation—in its pragmatic
dimension—is not borne in mind and, particularhg tdeological horizon and the political horizon or

political agenda from which this enunciation is stwacted» («El lugar...», op. cit.., p. 211)



The meticulous definition is an expression of rigothe face of the tendency to
enlarge on the meaning of the concept, which hasght about a degree of imprecision.
Another of the virtues of the concept, in the opinof Hartog, is its plasticity and
operational capacity which, while favoring its guzance, also contributed in a way to
emptying it of meaning and allowing a continualemdion of its boundaries and
contours. The concept’s very independence fromnmtbeld into which its creator cast it
makes it run the risk of dilution, thus Nora'’s stsince on redefining it constantly. This
plasticity and elasticity allows us to wonder wheeth might be a method, rather than a
concept with clearly defined outlines or a new wégapproaching and analyzing

memory**

In Nora’s view, the objective must be “to charaizeia type of relationship with the
past”, to study the places that reveal the exigt@i@n unconscious organization of the
collective memory. It is not a matter of takingttaur around the gardens of the past”, but to
analyze, take apart and demonstrate the way inhadhitation relates to its past, and the places
it transforms into symbols its bygone d&¥$What counts, we repeat, is the type of
relationship with the past and the way in whichpghesent utilizes and reconstructs it; the
objects are no more than indicators or road signsVith these words, Nora seems to suggest
that the concept should not be applied to recamégted sites, which seek to commemorate
something that happened in the near past: a lirdt beifound, connecting the different national
memory sites, and allowing us to understand bahdéntity and the memory of a nation. If
reference is made exclusively to a certain perfdusiory, it would seem the objective is not
achieved.

Nora himself discussed this matter with CuestaiBasivho carried out a major work on

the memory sites related to the Franco regime arSp

From this seminar [Pierre Nora’'s at EHESS] springgdonviction that theeux
from the Franco regime that we had analyzed, apgliis methodology, did not fulfill
all the conditions propounded in the definitiortleé concept: among others, their
continued existence beyond the generation thatetéhem, and this is the reason why in

later publications we employed the tedeposits of memory differentiate them from

2 Cuesta Bustillo, «<Memoria...», op. cit., p. 218.

%2 |t is worth remembering that Nora’s work is magely more than 130 texts that deal with an infinity
of symbolic places of memory in France, from thdliGaooster and notions such as right, left,
Hexagon, liberty, equality and fraternity to thational museums (the Louvre and Versailles), by way
of coffee, wine, phrases like «to die for the faldued» and Marcel Proust’'s famous novel.

23 Nora, «La aventurax, op. cit.., p. 33.



the concept oplaces of memory (lieux de mémdinghich had been carefully coined and

defined ?*

It would seem then that the discussion will alwgi rise to the old debate as to
whether it is possible to write the history of giresent. This debate commenced towards the
end of the sixties in some European countries aartme passed it was answered affirmatively:
the history of the present is as valid as any ofhebelieve that the concept of memory site
cannot be applied to the recent past is like timgkhat you cannot write the history of the
present time or that the present is not importdrémyou compile a history of memory, when
thelieux are just that, an example mfesentisnt> The notion is valid for the present, but like
all history referred to this time, entails its oalmallenges and difficulties. One of them is
knowing what part of the history we are undergand writing will finally become part of the
present whethis present we are now inhabitifgjalready a vague, distant reality. History is
not futurology, so it is in the hands of future grations to determine which memory sites of

what is now our present will remain significantirstill distant future.

Memoarial struggles for the recent past in Uruguay

The study of the Uruguayan case will give us thgoounity of putting the concept into
practice, not only from the theoretical point oféwi, but also with an empirical perspective,

with any necessary adjustments necessary for aryist the present time.

a. When do memory sites emerge?

Nora pointed out that it was fundamental for themoey to have disappeared before
dedicating a site to it, as it involves an objecivhich the past is taken up again in the present.
In the 1990s, he suggested that places of memerilike shells on the shore when the sea of
living memory has receded”. There they are, bubtiig active relationship that can be engaged
in with them is the one proposedLliieux a second degree relationship, produced by the
reactivation of whatever history they hold. In thew of this historian, memory is only
discussed when it no longer exists, when it hasshad: “If we were still inhabiting our
memory, there would be no need to consecrate ptagesThere would be no places, because

no memories would have been swept away by hist8hjt’is for this reason that “the places of

24 Cuesta Bustillo, «<sMemoria...», op. cit.., p. 223.
25 Frangois Hartog, Régimes d’historicité. Présemti®t expériences du temps, Paris, Le Seuil, 2003.

26 Nora, «Entre Mémoire...», op. cit.., p. 24.

10



memory are fundamentally remains, the extreme farwhich a commemorative conscience
endures in a history that summons it, becausauitksiown?’

If for Nora the memory sites only appear when tlegnory is already lost, in the case of
the history of the present time we would have ssoa things out differently. Memory cannot
be lost in advance, though perhaps it is still ahaped. It may be that in Uruguay and other
countries of the region, the places of memory lihkéth the military regimes have been put up
with the intention otreatingand transmitting a memory, and not recreatingtbaehas not yet
been developed in society.

One example of this is the soAggelitos,written by José Carbajdtl Sabalerg during
his exile, and dedicated to the children who weissing during the dictatorshiff. Towards the

end, the lyrics say:

Sefior Presidente, oiga esta cancidn / con todasogss y sus cortesanos / no nos
callaremos hasta que sepamos / dénde esta Madligmde estd Simon. // Y les
prometemos dormirlos cantando / [...] / hasta ggeasen bien pronto y sanitos / a estar
con nosotros Yy vivir jugando. // Fernando, AndiMariana, Amaral, Anatole, Victoria, la
hija de Aida y Simoén.

This can be approximately translated as:

Mr. President, hear this song / with all your tre@md your courtiers / we shall not
hush until we hear / where is Mariana, where is@i?v and we shall sing them cradle
songs/ [...] / until they get home safe and souiladbke with us and play around. //

Fernando, Andrea, Mariana, Amaral, Anatole, Viadhe daughter of Aida and Simon.

Once the military-civilian regime endefingelitosbecame one of the emblematic songs
for the Uruguayan struggle to attain justice. ImriAp002, When Sara Méndez was at long last
reunited with her son Simén Riquelo (the last yommgsing Uruguayan to be located), after
almost twenty-six years of separati@h Sabaleroannounced that he would never sing

Angelitosagain, out of respect for the families of the reged sons and daughters. In the view

27 Ibidem, p. 28.

2e'According to the Asociacion de Familiares (A toddiss, Montevideo, edited by Madres y Familiares
de Uruguayos Detenidos Desaparecidos, 2004), fursé the young people who had disappeared
now know their biological identity. Among the othemissing, two were older than fourteen, so it is
highly unlikely that they would have remained aligéter their disappearance, and four are not
resolved because it is not known whether they vima. This would mean that all the missing

children in Uruguay have been localized.
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of its author, it was “a song that no longer neemenk sung™ If Carbajal’s objective was to
demand that the missing children be located, dmeg had all been found the song, sung live,
lost its meaning, because its plea had been andwEnes, on 17 April 2002Angelitos was
sung by its author for the last time, because ewery now knew “where is Mariana, where is
Simon”.

The song was not so much directed at rememberiagtethat affected the social
structure of the country as a whole, as to caltfierreparation of some of the consequences of
human rights violations: the recovery of the migsthildren. A place of memory or a place of
denunciation? Both: denunciation was present, dbutes the need of creating a conscience
about a past that did not exist, not because itleat forgotten but because it was unknown. To
thetherapeutic memonryas used by Nora Rabotnikefas added denunciatory memonAfter
all, denunciation is closely linked to the reedtdtvhent of justice, as it normally proceeds from
a rhetoric that seeks to persuade and mobilize people, with the intention of getting them
to join the protests, in such a way that the viodesubsequent to disclosure is in scale with the
disclosed injustice®

If Nora applied himself to the study of the Fremational memory in its whole,
announcing its accelerated disappearance, we ceadtn that this is also true of more
contemporary memories, related to pasts that #irbiierly controversial. Nora points out that
one of the main differences between memory andryiss that the former is alive, with living
groups and in permanent evolution, open to thediis of remembrance and amnesia,
whereas he assures that once there is a tradndist mediation, it is no longer in the realm of
memory, but in the sphere of histofyBut then, which would be the place of the histoiyhe
present, when it devotes its efforts to studyinmg generations that have witnessed a historical
event? The question is whether places of memorygergecause of the need to consecrate a
site to its memory because it is disappearingdf, threly are born from the effervescence of the
memory itself.

Regarding the first question, we should mention étthough Nora himself has

participated in debates about the relevance dfitery of the preserit, his theory has not

%9 La Republica V (800), 18 de abril de 2002, p. 32.

30 «Memoria y politica: compromiso ético y pluralsrde interpretaciones», en Revista Uruguaya de

Ciencia Politica, nim. 9, 1996, pp. 143-150.

3 Luc Boltansky, «La dénonciation», Actes de lahexche en sciences sociales, nim. 51, 1984, pp. 3-

40.

32 . .
Nora, «Entre Mémoire...», op. cit..

3 For example, Pierre Nora, «De I'histoire contenajioe au présent historique», en Ecrire I'histoine d

temps présent, Parig\rRs 1993,pp. 43-47.
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dealt with it specifically, and for this reason h@mparative analysis of history and memory
appears contradictory for a history of the presdotvever, this does not impinge on his
personal interest, exclusively referred to memaherefore it should be categorized as a
contradiction, an error that does not allow for ¢iestence of this type of history, and subjected
to further study, as it exceeds the limits of tm®. As for the other two questions, we should
mention that certain Uruguayan memory sites seeronéirm the hypothesis that they are born
from the very effervescence of memory, and not frizndisappearance.

Moving onto another example, a plaque that seekstbcate the memory of the
Uruguayan Armed Forces, revealingiastitutional memoryhat evidently does not expect to
be externalized or to receive the acknowledgemkititeorest of society, because it has not been
placed on the outside of any establishment, inkdipapace, but inside a military building. It is
a plaque in th€entro Militar building, and it reads as follows: “Entry is fadkien to any
person who has been linked to seditious activitigstas put up following a resolution taken
by theAsamblea General del Centro Militan 30 September 1987.

It is by no means a surprise that this plaque Ishimave seen the light in 1987, a moment
of transition in which the awareness of a ruptuith #he past, for the military, was mingled
with the sense of a heartrending memaory. And it thas heartbreak precisely that had the
capacity to awaken just enough memory, the redaieof a past that was being left behind,
but existed simultaneously in the present andérnvtkions of the past. Here we can see how the
sense of continuity appears to make the placesaiary residual: they exist because there is
no longer an “environment of memory"*.

Another reason for the importance of this plaguéas it represents the reverse side of
the other, most frequently found, memory in Uruguagites related to the recent past.
Generally in the commemorative sites approved bynttional or municipal governments the
message is critical of thmup d’état and the deeds of the armed forces during thatdisthip,
but the reading of the past in tBentro Militar is diametrically opposed: not only does it extol
the heroism of those who died “defending the fdéimel” during the dictatorship, but it also, as
part of vindicating their courage, rejects all thagho were linked to “sedition”, as they were
the ones against whom the military had to fightduse “the fatherland was in danger”.

So in this way we have twideux de Mémoiravith opposing discourses about the past.
One vindicates the “war” carried out against “sedit, recalling a memory that seems to be
fading from the public arena with the passagerétiwhereas the other reviles the “state
terrorism” wielded by the military and police dugithe dictatorship, and becomes an artifact of
memory that “loses meaning” when the demands drpthet have been met with. How then can

we comprehend the memory site? Is it an artifaat pnovides anchorage for disappearing

34 bidem.
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memory, that seeks to create a memory that doggeheixist, or that only makes sense insofar
as it provides support for an exigency of the presencerning the past? Or is the memory

consecrated precisely because it is lived in? Eask seems to hold a different meaning in its
connections with the recollection of the past, Bomdhis reason must be analyzed in a specific

way.

b. Amnesia

Now then, if some places of memory are expectetio existing once their mission is
carried out, thus becoming a part of forgetfuln@ssmust also mention the existence of what
are simplyplaces of amnesi&uriously, this definition was neglected by Nadact criticized
by some historians, who adduced that if the placesecrated to memory are important, those
that crystallize the forgetfulness of an event pegod in history are no less significafit.

In Uruguay there are several buildings and prentts#sfunctioned as detention centers
during the military regime, and can be consideldadgs of amnesia. However, one stands out in
view of its current use: the Punta Carretas Shap@ienter, where forgetfulness reaches its
paroxysm. The prison building was used during ib&atbrship to house hundreds of political
prisoners, and was vacated shortly after thedimsernment of Julio Maria Sanguinetti (1985-
1990) came into power. The ordinary prisoners warged to other establishments. The
building was left unused and empty for years. uly 1991 it was sold to Alian S.A., a private
consortium, for almost seven million dollars. Thieup’s plan was to convert the old prison
into a shopping mall, although they avoided ushig term and emphasized the construction of
spaces for cultural activities and entertainmdrd,dreation of a space for culture and leisurely
strolls. The costly project started off under thisse, but it was really one more altar to
consumerism.

In July 1994, what had been Punta Carretas pemitgntvhere several hundred political
prisoners had lived and been tortured, reopenadsaspping centre. The metaphor is
unequivocal: one must forget, and turn the plaé@semory into places of forgetfulness and

consumerism. The new Punta Carretas Shopping Cesteerves the original fagade of the

% Lucette Valensi, «Histoire nationale, histoireramentale. Les lieux de mémoire (note critiquejw, e
Annales-Histoire Sciences sociales, nim. 6, 19951p71-1277.

And while it might be true that forgetfulness catses one of the facets of memory, as pointedbgut
several scholars who have analyzed the subject ridauHalbwachs, La memoria colectiva,
Zaragoza, Ediciones Universitarias de Zarag@o@®b; Marc Augé, Les formes de I'oubli, Paris,
Manuels Payot, 1998) it is also true that the slibf memory can be differentiated clearly frora th
politics of forgetfulness by means of actions,cpk of memory and debates in the public space

(Ricceur, La memoria..., op. cit..).
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prison; only the inside has changed: the 384 prigtis have become some 170 shops. In June
2003, some posters on the glassed sides of a walleaa:“Mientras mas recorrés el

shopping, mas descubris Urugtigyhe more you walk the shopping centre, the legtber’ll

know Uruguay). The message seems to refer to efutable reality, though it is doubtful that
the mall’'s management meant it the way we do: amyamo strolls through Punta Carretas will
inevitably be walking on the oblivion of the recguatst in Uruguay. It is a space where memory
has been partially torn down: “a stage where hystais been erased, demolished or
reconstructed efficiently, or at least in a marfagorable to the dominant discours®”.

The truth of the matter is that the symbolic vadfighe sites is fundamental for the
transmission of memory, as this cannot happervisich as well as a social framework,the
process needs points of reference that will allotlie recollection of the past. In the Punta
Carretas mall, is any part of the past conservelisnconsumer-oriented present? The views of
the ex-inmates who spent a part of their liveimprison do not always coincide. For example
one of them remarked that when he went into the@ing centre he could still perceive the
smell of the old prison. Another, who was firstdifical activist, subsequently imprisoned,
later became an exile, and was now a taxi drivied painstakingly to locate his old cell among
the marquees. What has more value, the originattstre or whatever modifications successive
presents have bestowed on a building? Or doegthe of a building, after its original
function has expired, depend on its refunctionéiira its resemantization, which are in
consonance with the new demands that the momerthargbcial milieu have laid on it? If the
answer to this question is affirmative, then in giray the population is in debt to its recent past
as far as military detention centers and prisoasancerned.

Hartog suggests that if théeuxare a symptom of today, they are so too in the
conception of memory taking place there. In thenmpi of this historian, the same undertaking,
carried out twenty-five years previously, would édeund the unconscious (Freudian slips,
memory gaps, amnesia, displacement, and so oripglay important role. In thieieux,the
researcher does not propose to unmask the unthékad site, but to reconstruct what made it
thinkable. This is the difficulty of discussing then-placesor thebad places of history or the
national memory? It is thus necessary to include forgetfulnessamndesia in the concept, not
only in the case of the recent pasts, but alsthiose that already appear to be dominant or

agreed on by a society, as it is precisely herenttwst omissions may take place.

36 Hugo Achugar, «Territorios y memorias versus dagdel mercado (a propésito de cartografias y
shopping malls)», en <http.//acd.ufrj.br/pacc/atiel/hugo.htim>. | This article contains an

interesting review of the debates that took plameerning the construction of the shopping mall.
37 Maurice Halbwachs, La memoria..., op. cit..

38 Hartog, «Temps...», op. cCit..
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C. The crystallization of a nation’s shared visi®

Therefore, how can we define sites of memory? Aey tmaterial, symbolic or functional
artifacts that crystallize the shared vision otion’s past? Some authors believe this is so.
However, we consider that there are some exampdgsontradict this statement, particularly
when it comes to recent, violent pasts that hatge@iobeen resolved by different sectors of a
society, and when the community holds dissimilammees of that past.

On one hand, putting up plagques, as well as detsigystreets and squares with names
related to Uruguay’s recent past, is linked to wession of history, the one that highlights the
violation of human rights and ttstate terrorisnduring the military-civilian regime. On the
other hand, another version reviles the violerg a€theMLN-T or Movimiento de Liberacién
Nacional-TupamarogNational Liberation Movement — Tupamaros).

One of the emblematic violent events in Uruguakin@place in an urban space, was the
death of four soldiers on 18 May 1972. This hist@arevent has two different and contradictory
versions. The first, put out by the armed forceas lasgicked by certain sectors of the traditional
parties, asserts that the soldiers were on guagide the residence of the commander-in-chief
(drinking mate the ever-present Uruguayan infusion, accordirthitoversion) when they were
attacked and murdered by thien-T. The other version, given by the Tupamaros, asstist
the four soldiers died as result of wounds inflicile combat with members of the organization.
Neither version denies that they died at the hafitlse Tupamaros; the difference is in the how
the deaths are described: “death in combat” ord‘tdboded murder”.

In 2003 the town councilors of Montevideo approties placing of a commemorative
plaque in memory of the four soldiers, on the emteadoor of what was then the home of the
commander-in-chief of the army, Florencio Graviflae text on the plaque, arduously
negotiated, translates as: “In this place, on 1B 19172, the soldiers Saul Correa Diaz, Osiris
Nufiez Silva, Gaudencio Nufiez Santiago and Ramdrs Jesreira Escobal died as a result of
guerrilla action while carrying out their duty oéfénding the Institutions”

The plaques, the names of streets patdical dilemmasTherefore, they are always
specifically linked to the history of political stygle. A plaque, the name of a street, also denote
a vision of the nation’s past, and are a way dfing or rewriting history on public
thoroughfare?® This is why the crystallization of a specific memi a commemorative
inscription can unleash a dispute about the paktlrandifferent versions of that past. And this
is exactly what happened on 14 May 2004, when ldgue dedicated to the four soldiers was

unveiled, something that has not happened withr atliteatives connected with the dictatorship

39 Mariana Sauber, «Traces fragiles. Les plaquesy@@moratives dans les rues de Paris», en Annales,
nam 3, 1993, pp. 715-728.
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and the period just before it. On that day, Tupanteader Jorge Zabalza disputed the
resolution, asserting that the soldiers had non lkdked premeditatedly by the members of
MLN-T. He avowed that the death of the soldiers had te® act of war, a battle, and not the
murder of defenseless victims”, and that for tleisson he found it “incomprehensible that the
Left should contribute to such a tremendous idgo&dalsification of the truth”, generating a
memory in which “the Armed Forces were defendirgitistitutions, and we Tupamaros were
attacking the nation”, something which to his mimas not in keeping with the historical reality
of the seventie?.

The decision to put up this plague was taken unemshy by theJunta Departamental de
Montevideothe city’s legislative body. This stance couldterpreted as a concession from
the Frente Amplio city government either towards tRartido Coloradg one of the two
traditional Uruguayan parties, or towards the arfioeckes. There is no doubt that this urban
space represented only one interpretation of hisidre inscribed words were absolutely clear
in this sense: the soldiers died “as a result efgla action [...] while they were carrying out
their duty of defending the Institutions”. The actibecame a way of admitting that violence
had also originated in the guerrilla groups. Is thanner the plaque crystallized the view of the
Colorado party, and above all the armed forces.

Many of the incidents that took place in Uruguaythia recent past, particularly those
related with violence, are a matter of dispute.dBuwersions about what happened co-exist in
the public arena, among political and social actasswvell as in the places of memory, which
transmit to society an interpretation of the padte new generations, the young people who
have not known the facts in any other way, willddkese views and make them theirs (though
it may also happen that they will conceive theinowersions). Thus it is understandable that
certain names should call for debate, becauseatieus political players are not willing to see
their vision of history erased from the public amtdan spaces in the country. In fact, this
multiplicity of versions, beyond just leading usgioestion the status of truth in memory,
demonstrates the desire of the different socialra¢b appropriate the past. In this case, the
intention appears to express the need of holdingret(the Tupamaros) responsible for the
violence.

It becomes evident that, in dealing with controiatsistorical events and processes, the
Lieuxdo not always crystallize the vision shared byetgf their historic past. Moreover,
they become spaces that give expression to the mestraggles that trouble a whole
community: The memorial plaque dedicated to the $mldiers has developed into a
materialization of the battleground (the public noey) observable in the public arena. And this

is because a memorial, a plaque, will always eEpeesentation.

40 Jorge Zabalza, en Brecha, 4 de junio de 2004.
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d. The history of places of memory

Precisely because the places of memory are noajtifsicts where memories and the
forgetfulness of the past are deposited, devicesobilized in time, and even when thearson
d’étreis, in a way, to halt the advance of time, to laithihe task of oblivion, this does not stop
them from having a history. According to Nora, tloefy survive thanks to their capacity for
metamorphosis, in the incessant changes in thggiifisiance and the unpredictable profusion of
their ramifications. The places are thus divergbrid and mutant, intimately charged with life
and death, time and eternity.In other words, they are linked to processes: gisne
development, sometimes an end. This becomes far evddent in the case of
commemorations.

National days and anniversaries are instances ichvehnation’s memories are produced
and activated; they are the public occasions irtkvBbcial and political figures can activate the
diverse meanings that are ascribed to the“pa&ommemorations set their own rhythms and
terms, redefining the calendar of public life, whigives way and makes use of them,
attempting to conciliate memory, pedagogy and isalimessages for the short terdi.’In
fact, far from being a French phenomenon, commetiooraas flourished everywhere. Once
more we see that the idea is applied to Frenclessdwt also observed in other parts of the
world.

In Uruguay there are quite a few symbolic datestirg to the recent past, most of them
stained by the memory of bloodshed. And though ndrliem have had the merits to become
commemorations, there are two that stand out far thllying power and the way they have
been transformed with time into points of referefazecontrasting memories of the past: May
20**and April 14 The latter is a very good example of the impontanicthe history of

memory sites. It is important to point out that dllarchesi has already analyzed this

41 . .
Nora, «Entre Mémoire », op. cit..

42 Elizabeth Jelin, «Los sentidos de la conmemoresi®n idem (ed.), Las conmemoraciones: Las

disputas en las fechas «in-felices», Buenos ABigo xxI, 2002, pp. 245-251.

43 Hartog, «Temps...», 0. cit., p. 1227.

44 Observed as from 1996, commemorating the assdisi of legislators Zelmar Michelini and Héctor

Gutiérrez Ruiz, ex tupamaro William Withelaw Blangdis partner Rosario Barredo, perpetrated in
Buenos Aires in 1976.
45 Although both of these dates refer to acts obtdéhed, 27 June 1973 and 30 November 1980 can be
studied from the same perspective, with very irgiéng results. Due to space limitations, we hawé ha
to omit this analysis. The subject is dealt with Allier, Une histoire des luttes autour de la

mémoaire..., op. Cit..
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commemoration, within the books edited by Elizakktlin.*® In this sense, we take up his
analysis though with a few discrepancies, and tliitian of the last years of their history.

For many years this date was the only official cammaration in the country. This is
because 14 April 1972 marked, for Uruguayan soceeparoxysm of the violence of the
seventies. On that morning the MLN killed four peg@ccused of belonging to the death
squadron. The armed forces reacted immediateliit @igpamaros dead. The commemoration
of this event was instituted in the country rigfieait happened. When events are chosen to be
commemorated from the moment they take placejrtilis present that that the sense of the
action in itself is projected into the futufeas we shall see in this case. Accordingly, on 14
April 1972, the Colorado party transformed the &luoif the four people killed by the MLN into
a political operation: in this way grouping the adrforces and the traditional parties around the
event and identifying them as defenders of demgcaaad of the nation, facing up to the threat
of subversion

According to Marchesi’'s analysis, this commemoratian be divided into three stages.
The first goes from 1973 to 1975. During this périblay 14 was commemorated only by the
military: most of the members of the traditionattjes, thePartido Coloradoand thePartido
Nacional,did not participate as they disagreed with thepadiétat. The sense of the celebration
was much the same as in 1972.

In the official tribute to the soldiers who fellfdading the democratic institutions a
votive torch is lit, the national anthem is sung #mere is a military salute. This demonstrates
the symbolic, material and functional characteraathat are intrinsic to commemorations as
Lieux de mémoirelhe symbolic aspect is provided by the meaningriporated into the date,
and this functions, every so often, as a focusethsans to memory, and is periodically
materialized by the gestures, the actors, the aielsdemonstrations.

The second phase begins in August 1975, when teeutixe officially announced
(decree 606/975) the commemoration of thé‘de los caidos en la lucha contra la sedition
(Day of the Fallen in the Battle against Seditionjemembrance of the ‘painful events that
took place on 14 April 19722 This second stage continued until 1984. The meaofithe

4% Aldo Marchesi, «¢"Guerra” o ‘Terrorismo de Est&drecuerdos enfrentados sobre el pasado
reciente», en E. Jelin (ed.), Las conmemoraciobas:disputas en las fechas «in-felices», Buenos
Aires, Siglo XXI, 2002, p. 101-147.

47 pierre Nora, «L'ére de la commémoration», en &ralLes lieux de mémoire, t. 3, Les France, 2.2 ed
rev. y aum., Paris, Gallimard, 1998, pp. 4687-4718.

48 1tis important to point out that this homagethie Martires caidos en la lucha antisubversiva avas

milestone in the construction of the armed fordastorical and symbolic references. Isabella Cosse,
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commemoration did not vary from the previous per@ttibute to those who had died to
preserve the nation frosubversionHowever, the ceremony was not limited to military
presence alone, they had ample rallying power &waunted on the compulsory attendance
of students.

The third stage began in 1985, when President Mdida Sanguinetti changed the
designation: from ‘fallen in the battle agaisedition;, the commemoration became “Day of the
Fallen in the Battle for the Defense of the Dembcrastitutions” (decree 127/985). Some of
the military reacted to the change by saying they had defended the nation, rather than
democracy. However, this renaming allowed for #iategration of some sectors of the
ColoradoandNacionalparties, although the civilian sectors continuetlégeluctant to
participate in a commemoration that did not appednclude them. Despite the change in
name, the meaning of the commemoration indicatea¢mstruction of an account from the
past that denoted a continuation of the militargestiance during the last few years, but at the
same time adapted to the country’s new democraitiarastances; that is to say, in a setting of
unity andnational reconciliation®?

Finally, a crucial moment in the history of thismmmemoration came about in 2005. In
March that year, the Minister of Defense of the h&ente Amplio government, Ms. Azucena
Berruti, announced that the decree that endorgedfiitial commemoration of thia de los
Caidoswould be put on hold in order to study anothemfola that would be effective in
“improving the bond between Uruguayar§” And indeed, on 14 April 2005, for the first time
since the dictatorship instituted it, tbéa de los Caidowas not officially observed. The police
and armed forces honored their dead nevertheteseyémonies carried out in military units
and clubs. The military, together with a few Naeband Colorado politicians, vindicated the
actions of the armed forces in the seventies, duha period of the “internal war”, and
questioned the decision taken by Tabaré Vasquezsrgment to suspend the commemoration.
This divergence shows that the battle for the mgmbthe recent past is not finished with yet.

The relevance of commemorating April 14 is to benidin each of the moments, periods
and circumstances in which it can be studied:simitgins, its different processes and its
possible end. It is an example that specificallgpved us to observe how the history of a
commemoration develops in its role as a memory ¥teen Nora asks himself what it is that
defines a place of memory, whether it is the ihitisention or the never-ending return of

memory cycles, his conclusion is: both, becaudeptates of memory are objects in an abyss”.

Vania Markarian, 1975: Afo de la Orientalidad: itidad, memoria e historia en una dictadura,
Montevideo, Trilce, 1996.

49 1 ” ” H
Marchesi, «¢"Guerra”...?», op. cit..

%0 14 Republica V (1774), 15 de marzo de 2005, p. 4.
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And he continues: “It is this very principle of dia belonging that allows, in the indefinite
multiplicity of sites, a hierarchy, a delimitatiof fields, a gamut of hues®.

If the origins of the April 14 commemoration cantleced back to the day after the
commemorated event, and can be envisaged in tieeadif stages, its apparent end is also
important in the context of the memorial struggleroUruguay’s recent past. This
commemoration was one of the few memory sites seprteng the viewpoint of the military in
the face of Uruguayan society. This version, corsegthe praise of the pagh the homage to
the fallen on 14 April 1972, also expresses thesinit interpretation of the victims of the “war”
suffered by the country: those who died as a regdkubversive terrorism”.

Finally, when significant public moments —like coemorations—are observed, it
becomes evident that not all social sectors sh&rsame memori€éthat the political uses of
the past are directly related to the events thalt pdace but also to the present and future sought
after by society. So far the two major views of gast, embodied in the commemorations of
April 14 and May 20, coexist with neither of themcbming hegemonic. However, the
viewpoint that is beginning to dominate in the prlpace, and also in many memory sites, is
the one condemning the civilian-military regime 4stte terrorism™*® And this is what
seems to confirm the possible end of this commetiooraa new national government (left-
wing and many of whose members suffered through stpression themselves) decreed the
end of this official commemoration of the past. s why it is quite possible that the version

of “state terrorism” will become dominant duringgtbovernment of President Tabaré Vasquez.

Usefulness of the concept in the struggles for tlapropriation of the past

If, as asserted by Nora and so many other scholanemory, this has received far
greater recognition over the last few years thawvétr had before, this is partly due to the
processes of globalization and the feeling of & tHcstrong identities, as well as the sense that
nothing should be lost, and that every memory artant for the future: individuals and
societies have undertaken the task of recordingythiag they do not wish to be forgottéh.

The debate about national memories will then bsetjoconnected to questioning the nation in

51 Nora, «Entre Mémoire », op. cit.., p. 39.

52 Jelin, «Los sentidos...», op. cit..

%3 In an earlier study we analyzed many places aharg in the urban space that demonstrate this

tendency, such as the names of streets and squausidings linked to the recent past, and
commemorations. The interested reader may findnfoemation here: Allier, Une histoire des luttes

autour de la mémoire..., op. Cit..

54 Achugar, «El lugar...», op. cit..
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itself, and the national identity. It would implynagotiation at a societal level of what the
country wishes to be as a nation: a negotiatidmtba national consensus on forgetfulness or
memory. This is why nowadays the analysis of tilsealirse in the places of memory is
fundamental, in order to understand the links betwmemory, forgetfulness, identity and the
imaginary construction of the nation, because w@itety, in the writing of all history, an image
of the nation is being restructured. Sign

It is also fundamental, after an exceedingly vibleast, to understand the disclosures and
proposals of the memory and amnesia sites raiséigecioundation of this past. Because,
ultimately, “the present of the past is a markhaf tentury’s end® If we live today in a
structure of historicity determined by the pregéme present dominates both the past and the
future in the social relationships with tim&)three words resume the new changes: memory,
heritage and commemoration. And, ultimately, thtesee terms point towards another, which
represents the focus: identity. And this is thetistg point of Nora’'s diagnosis, and the reason
why it is so important to analyze the implicatiarighe places of memory related to a specific
past, because if presentism goes hand in handgwéktions about the nation and the crisis of
national identities, it should be pointed out thictically all nations are faced by the need to
probe into these matters.

We should point out that the case dealt with is thork is not a national history (though
an identity crisis is certainly implicit) but a sjiéc historical period marked by conflicts,
violence, and the subsequent wounds, and thatifvery reason, it retains this
confrontational character in the present. It dagsmvolve only the present of the past, but a
memorial struggle, battles for the appropriationhef recent past waged from the present.

As theLieux de mémoirare also a writing of history, they participatelie memorial
struggles between different groups or social acidrs are attempting to appropriate a doubtful
past. The concept reviewed here can certainly pkeajpto the analysis of memorial struggles:
the memory sites originated in these strugglesutin their meaning and in the discussions
they generate, wage their own battles for the gpaton of the past and the country’s

definition of its identity.57 However, what must be made clear is that, ircHse of recent

55 Achugar, «EIl presente del pasado, o balanceuydbgion de la nacion», en Papeles de Montevideo.
Literatura y cultura, ndm. 2, 1997, pp. 110-124120.

56 Hartog, Régimes., op. cit.. Véase también Nora Rabotnikof, «¢ Unanor@é presentista? (Acerca de
una tesis de Francois Hartog)», en Maya Aguiluzlga@/NValdman (coords.), Memorias (in) cégnitas:
contiendas en la historia, Méxia@gIICH-UNAM, 2007, pp. 61-83.

" This has been quite evident in Uruguay, whereglhern to democracy in 1985 spurred the beginning
of vigorous public and academic discussion abl@tUruguayan identity, about the national myths

that, until the dictatorship, involved ideas likeeggeful coexistence, national consensus, the
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pasts, particularly when they were violent, theeptaof memory may function in a manner
different from the ones that link to more distaas{s.

According to current ideas, we consider that thecept is applicable to sites of the
present, in other words, to places of memory cteatghort time ago and related to the recent
past. It is a history of the present time, thedmsbf a community’s living memory, a notion
which has been accepted for some time now by mestgrians in various countries of the
world. However, as any other history of the preseentails a number of difficulties.

For this article we have chosen just a few of thiafs and features of memory sites, in
order to address them by means of four examplésthdinked to Uruguay'’s recent past.
Touching on all the attributes of these sites wanalde been impossible in a text of this length.
In conclusion, we can say that, in the first pldbese artifacts are not always born from the
sense that memory is disappearing: they may indiggear at the moment of its greatest
turmoil. Secondly, it is not only memory that ciatizes in these places, so does forgetfulness:
to the places of memory we should add the placesnoiesia. Thirdly, while the initial intention
of these places is to remember, there may be ptirposes included in the meaning, such as
denouncing the fact that the past has left opemasthat should be healed. In the fourth place,
these artifacts of memory and forgetfulness daahways signify and symbolize the shared
visions of a nation’s past: quite the oppositeytimay convey the struggles to appropriate the
past. In this sense, the connection with the pastime the history of fragments of the past.
Finally, we should emphasize that the history efglaces of memory is fundamental if we are

to truly comprehend their meaning.

institutions, social peace as well as economiccational and cultural developement (Juan Rial, «El
“imaginario social” uruguayo y la dictadura. Lostasi politicos de (re)construccién», in C. Perdlli,
Rial, De mitos y memorias politicas, Montevidesp, 1986, pp. 15-36), Uruguay’s self-image as a
civil, civilized and European nation was blown teqes during the military-civilian, which led to
these debates.

There are many academic studies referring to tkatity issue after the dictatorship ended. For
instance see Achugar, «El presente...». In Alligng histoire..., op. cit.) there is a detailed bt

texts.

58 Hartog, «Temps...», op. Cit.
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