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Abstract

The specific features of the post-Soviet policycommemorations do not always
constitute only rethinking of the national pastloe fact that Soviet symbols and monuments
are replaced with national and counter-Soviet symborhe current policy of
commemorations (monuments, street names, ceremai@} reflects, among other things,
the specific features of post-Soviet political telas among the states that used to be part of
the Soviet bloc.

Thus, exchange of national brands becomes a lahitactice of “policy of reciprocal
curtsies”. The political and economic friendshipascompanied by a cultural policy of
reciprocal exchange of monuments which fill the lmulspace in the capitals of Eastern
European states.

| think that this policy becomes especially topiitathe first decade of the 2tentury
when in Kiev and St Petersburg, for example, momimare erected to an Azerbaijani
national brand - poet Nizami, or in Kiev to a Geargone - poet Shota Rustaveli, and streets
bearing the same names appear, etc. Correspondigghkins and Taras Shevchenkos made
of stone and bronze appear in Baku and Thilisi.

This intervention of monuments is quite often sdarel of deja vu from the Soviet
past. In the post-Soviet situation, Heydar Aliyéermerly a KGB general, the secretary-
general of the Azerbaijani Communist Party etc, @dmbe not only president but also the
founder of a ruling dynasty, and after he passedyale was transformed into the main
symbol of post-soviet Azerbaijan. In the beginnafghe 2 century monuments of Heydar
Aliyev are appearing in many cities of Eastern per¢gMoscow, Kiev, Chisinau, Bucharest,
etc).

ESSAY

Although the South Caucasus region is located ervény edge of Europe, but it has
“long arms” which easily reach up to Kiev, Chisinddoscow or St Petersburg and they
would not mind reaching out even farther. Theseylarms are reaching out not without a
purpose. They reach out towards other cities wythi®lic gifts, for example, monuments.
And here, it is important to understand that tkis\ot about monuments or symbols of any

ideas — like, for example, the Statue of LibertyNiew-York city. These are depictions, made



of bronze and marble, of “national brands” that symbolically significant only for one or
another imaginary community. Mainly, these arecadrse, monuments to poets, who are, as
Eric Hobsbawm said, “literary and not existenti@d®90, p. 57) idealized symbols of nations.
In turn, Baku or Thilisi is also open for the irlton of these kinds of “national brands”
from other imaginary communities. That is to saydkof a fourth “institution of power”
(Anderson, 1998, p. 163). The power to fill the lpuispace of the urban centers of one’s

nation state with the monuments as symbols ofipaliand economic alliances.

All this quite intensive swap of not only monumehtg parks, street names and so on,
I will call a “policy of reciprocal curtsies”. Repdising Pierre Bourdieu, | will mainly be
talking about a policy of manifestation of signge$pect and curtsies which are implemented
based on allied relations between some countrieis. from this perspective that | find it
interesting to talk about the meanings and prasticé the post-soviet policy of
commemorations. Paraphrasing John R. Gillis jitassible to say, that the commemorations
“as national memory practices” in the post-sovigace still didn't become “more
democratic” and “more impersonal” (1994, p. 11jaldo think that the specific features of
these tendencies do not always constitute onlytenteng of the national past or the fact that
Soviet symbols and monuments are replaced witlomatiand counter-Soviet symbols. This
is not only the problem of “the potentially (thougbt inexorably) charged symbolic nature of

public monuments — particularly statues of hist@lriigures — as well as the potential that

they dfer for ‘historical populism™ (Burch & Smith, 2007. 934). The post-soviet cultural

policy of commemorations also reflects the speddimtures of current political, cultural and

economical interstate relations.

This symbolic monument swap is certainly not a fsostiet invention. Here, | could
recall for example the old practice of monumentswatween twin towns. However, in post-
soviet years, especially in the first decade of2iifécentury, one can observe the process of
these practices becoming topical again and new imggbeing added to them. In some cases
such a policy of swaps is undoubtedly determinedh®y specific features of the political
regime. This can be observed for example in the vath the political regime in Azerbaijan.

The meaning of these attempts to put monuments evieeran opportunity to do so arises is



certainly not a symbolic demonstration of warm iistate relations and political or economic
alliances. One of the meanings can also be a ddemtios of independence that was
achieved not so long ago. For example, a very rmtény feature of public discourse in
Azerbaijan is the idea that few people in the watdlarge know about this country and
nation existing. In the course of this discourse dppearance of every new monument to an
Azeri person is perceived as another important teheading out of the boundaries of being

unknown.

As a rule, these monuments, parks, or streets afpéiae capitals of states, in urban
centers which occupy, as Paperny put it, a spation in the hierarchy of towns (Paperni,
2007, p. 109-111). Here it is also important to earber that “The capital cities in Central
and Eastern Europe played an essential role inmatmovements and in the creation of new
political identities” (Kolbe, 2007, p. 79). The fadal leadership, apart from everything else,
seems to be also demonstrating its right to usetidic space of their capitals at their own
direction. As a result, monuments, parks or stremhes dedicated to culture figures or
politicians that have nothing specific to do witfetcountry or the history of the city may
appear in St Petersburg, Kiev, Chisinau or Thilisi.

However, in the post-soviet situation a categorytainsmen has taken shape, for
whom a monument, a plaque or a park named aftee $igure may also become a place for
periodical collective events. These are activi$tstbno-national Diasporas which emerged as
a result of migrations and quick diasporizatonhaf population of towns after the collapse of
the USSR. Precisely the Diaspora ethnic activist®me increasingly more active actors who
independently initiate or actively support the mntion of monuments into the space of

receiving cities.

| find it necessary to talk about this “policy #aiprocal curtsies” also based on the
context of symbols of the socialist past being edistom the space of post-soviet towns. This
process of the soviet being ousted is very une@aivand within the context of policy of
reciprocal curtsies, a feeling of déja vu, a faglof the return of the soviet past, albeit
somewhat modernized past, may also arise. Thissigtlilso a situation within the context of
which one can observe the entire ambiguity of deat@ation processes in the post-soviet

space.



| will manly be analyzing a case of such swaps Wwhscbeing initiated and in which
the Azerbaijan political regime is actively invotzieNaturally, | am best familiar with this

case but, in addition, | find it to be the mosenetsting and ambiguous one.

The late president of Azerbaijan Heydar Aliyev cociegd a flexible foreign policy
and strove to preserve good relations with all Imeogs and political actors important for the
region. However, the relations with Russia weretequomplicated for a long time. Only
during Putin’s presidency did interstate relatiangerience something like a renaissance.
And | would risk asserting that this situation waigjely determined by the background of the
two presidents. Both had previously served in tl@&BKThe two, especially Putin, had very

warm feelings towards each other, which probablyevesen sincere.

The very first result of the symbolism of these mdeelings was a monument to the
well-known Russian poet Aleksandr Pushkin in Bdkwas installed on 12 October 2001 in
a public garden on the crossing of streets nameat Blushkin and Azerbaijani composer
Uzeyir Hacibayov. As conceived by the authors & fnoject, this street crossing, already
symbolized the proximity of Russian and Azerbaijanltures. Besides the monument by
sculptor Yuriy Orekhov was a present from Russidh@noccasion of the f0anniversary of
Azerbaijan’s independence.

A return present from Azerbaijan was a monumergdet Nizami. This is poet who
lived in the 13' century in Ganca, now the second important andrektargest city in the
country. This gift was timed to coincide with thed® anniversary of St Petersburg. The
selection of the city was not accidental | thinkesRles the stereotypical idea about Petersburg
in the spirit of “northern capital” or “cultural paal” of Russia, the idea that this is Putin’s
home town was of rather greater significance. Tigeificance of the all improving relations
was underlined by the presence of both presidentiadimir Putin and Heydar Aliyev - at
the opening ceremony for the monument. At the opgif the monument on 9 June 2002,
Putin, wishing to please the guest, rephrased asphirom Nizami’s works - “a word said
from the heart hits right in the heart”. Putin vegeaking in the spirit of “all that we are doing

today comes from our heart and we want this tohrélae hearts of the Azerbaijani people”.

These kinds of official ceremonies and speechethemccasion of monument swaps
are designed to publicly represent the nature térstate relations. Thus, a temporary
warming in the relations between Russia and Ukraias also accompanied by the opening
in Petersburg of a monument to the chief and wedivkn Ukrainian poet Taras Shevchenko.



This happened on 22 December 2000. Both presidefgdimir Putin and Leonid Kuchma,
were present at the symbolic opening ceremony deroto give it special significance.
However, the speeches during the ceremony weffeciar being as warm as those in the case

with the Nizami monument.

The relations between Ukraine and Russia never awggl afterwards and the
monument in each other’s capitals were later oreled by representatives of a different
political alliance - incumbent Ukrainian Presid&filttor Yushchenko and Georgian President
Mikheil Saakashvili. A monument to the “chief” Gegan poet Shota Rustaveli, who lived in
the 12" century, appeared in Kiev on 7 June 2007. Undéradition taking shape, the
monument was installed on the crossing of the tstreamed after the very same Shota
Rustaveli and Ukraine’s known playwright and theatlirector Panas Sagsaganskiy.
Naturally, both presidents attended the ceremonysedrgian choir which performed the
anthems of Georgia and Ukraine without accompaninagidled exoticness to this event.
Already on 2 March 2007 a monument to Taras Shenkahwas installed in Thilisi too.

In both cases the emotional speeches made by Enesghakashvili expressed his
accentuated respect to the Ukrainian nation. Haeelanguage in which he said those words
was of greater importance than the words themselneKiev Saakashvili was speaking in
Ukrainian. In Thilisi, also in Ukrainian, he readutowithout looking at any notes
Shevchenko’s poem “Zapovit”. Here it is worth réica that previously, Mikheil Saakashuvili
had lived in Ukraine for some time. Yushchenkoddito do the same in response. But his
speeches on both occasions were more specific edletted the meaning and goals of the
political alliance of the two states. Besides tte€ep friendly ties” and “the history that unites
us”, this alliance is reinforced by political presps. In Yushchenko’s words, both countries
are “united by the future” which should manifeseif in a full membership of the EU and
NATO.

Usually all this policy of monument swap pays nietion to the wishes of townsmen
themselves. However, one could assert that, akeatownspeople themselves quite often do
not show a noticeable interest in the installabbthose monuments. At the same time, some
events around the intervention of these monumedsthe space of post-soviet capitals also

demonstrate growth of xenophobia. For example, tphas been poured on Nizami's



monuments in both Petersburg and Kiev. The quicleap of monuments to the late
Azerbaijani President Heydar Aliyeeauses even more mixed reaction.

Back in his lifetime, some kind of a personalityitowas established in Azerbaijan
which only strengthened after his death. Now nat simgle more or less large population
centre or institution in Azerbaijan is without a muonent of bust to Heydar Aliyev. This
spread of clone monuments inevitably causes antgeli deja vu from the soviet past. Finally
it was after his death that Heydar Aliyev becaneerttain exported national brand, noticeably
pushing poet Nizami aside. The disposition for denspread of his monuments, parks named
after him and branches of the Heydar Aliyev Fouiagieis now an example of going beyond
the logic of “policy of reciprocal curtsies”. Certly, doing something nice to an ally
continues to make sense. Political and economianakts are preserved too. However, the
spread of countless pictures of the late presigesiteady some kind of an end in itself too.

Here, one cannot but view a certain process ofrmetdi the soviet in a somewhat
modernized form. And here it is a very illustratitreng that the main monument in Baku
contains a symbolic reproduction of the soviet lgacknd of the former president. This
situation demonstrates, | think, the whole ambigoit the post-soviet democratization. This
Is rather a process of imitation of democratic gesn Since this is an imitation, residents of
the capital are effectively deprived of the rigahd often of the will too, to influence the
process of filling of public space of their townglwmonuments. The ideology of this spread
of monuments to Heydar Aliyev is presented by tloaintry’s chief ideologist Ramiz
Mehdiyev, in the following way: “A monument to HeydAliyev is a symbol of independent
and self-sufficient Azerbaijan”. Nowadays these bgla of independence and self-
sufficiency are appearing in increasing numbers #msl process is gaining momentum.
Monuments to the former KGB general, a prominemhrmminist party bureaucrat and post-
soviet authoritarian president have already bestalied in Kiev and Thilisi.

That is to say, in republics “whose future liesarfull integration into the Europe
Union”, as president Yushenko said. However, tihereow a monument in one of the capitals
of the European Union too — in Bucharest - and a@nprotects have been voiced against its
installation.

Summarizing the foregoing, one can draw the folimyvconclusions. The rituals of
installation of such monuments look like establéshenes. On the whole, the ritual of

! He made his career in the then KGB to the titlenafor-general and for about two years — from 1@67969 -
he held the post of chairman of the KGB in AzeraijThen, from 1969 to 1982 he was invariably leg t
republic as secretary of the central committedhef@Gommunist Party in Azerbaijan.



ceremonies, the meaning of speeches and must-\bgitpresident have already been
established. The ceremonies are often timed tocm@nwith some significant dates, for
example, culture days. Monuments are to be crdage@thnic specialists” even if they are
installed on the money of the city itself, like whe case with the Shevchenko monument in
St Petersburg.

The aims and meanings of these swaps can quitegbtrdiffer. However, this, in all
cases, is a process of influence of political reftet on the filling of the urban space with
monuments. This is also always some kind of a syimloortsy too. Actually the depth to
which back bends demonstrates the boundaries fletis be friends” to “we are such close
friends that we can’t be any closer”.

| am certainly far from the thought of serioushfli®&ng that monuments to Putin,
Yushchenko or Saakashvili, as monuments to Heydarew will soon start actually
appearing, though one can never know for sure.uldvplace my bet on Putin but he is for
the time being in good health. However, if, in gprit of President Yushchenko, one thinks
more about the future than the past then anothestigun is more important — the question
about when serious discussions will start about haveh does a city need a monument to
some ambiguous political leader.
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