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Research questions


Starting point: this is not all we do when we talk about the
past.



How to understand the different accounts made of the
collective past? How to articulate the collective and personal
levels?



How to understand (and to foster) accounts of history which
neither “reflect a single, subjective, committed perspective of a
group and its identity project” nor downplays “ambiguity and
doubt about the past and the motivations of actors” (Wertsch
& Batiashvili, 2012, p.38)?
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Fieldwork: theatre play in Brussels


Data:








Documentary play on the history of the Israel/Palestine conflict
Workshops and a debate with 16 to 18 y.o. Students
Play made by some students about the conflict and with the
original play materials
Interviews with the public

Method:




Very exploratory: analysis of the way the participants talk about
the past and link themselves to it
Applying the ‘expended triangle’ model to each situation and
explore:



Whether it helps unpacking the situation
Whether it helps understanding the different forms of memory of the
collective

Three aims:
Formalisation
Formal frames

Produce a
normalised
version of
the past

(Knowledge transmission)

Formal workshops

Member
of a
cohort

Teachers,
other
students,
themselves

Three aims:
Formalisation, appropriation
Sens of the events
Emotions
Commonalities with the actors

Appropriation
of the past &
identification

Informal workshops

Debates

Social
self

Community

Three aims:
Formalisation, appropriation and understanding
Texts
Conversations with witnesses

Understanding the
past & other’s
discourses about it

Interviews

Professional activities

Self as
carrying a
specific
perspective

Other as
carrying a
specific
perspective

Questions & doubts


Pertinence of the model to understand the data?



Role of the different elements (contexts, aims, tools and others)
on shaping recall? How do these elements shape each other?



Very partial data: how to extrapolate from there to propose a
second stage?



«Impersonal» event: is it possible to extrapolate from this data
about events that are personal?



How to articulate the collective and the personal levels of the
memory of the collective past? (for the construction of history in
itself and the process of remembering)

Thank you!
References
Bartlett, S. F. C. (1995). Remembering: A Study in Experimental and Social Psychology. Cambridge: Cambridge
University Press.
Dahinden, J., & Zittoun, T. (2013). Religion in Meaning Making and Boundary Work: Theoretical Explorations.
Integrative Psychological and Behavioral Science, 47(2), 185–206.
Danziger, K. (2008). Marking the mind: a history of memory. Cambridge, U.K.; New York: Cambridge University
Press.
de Saint-Laurent, C. (in press). “I would rather be hanged than to agree with you!”: Collective Memory and the
Definition of the Nation in Parliamentary Debates on Immigration. Outlines. Critical Practice Studies
Gillespie, A. (2006). Becoming Other: from Social Interaction to Self-R eflection. Greenwich, Con.: Information Age
Publishing
Halbwachs, M. (1950). La mémoire collective. Paris: Albin Michel.
James, W. (1922). Pragmatism: a new name for some old ways of thinking. New York and London: Longmans, Green
and Co.
Pierce, C. S. (1877). The Fixation of belief. Popular science monthly, 12, 1–15.
Raudsepp, M., & Wagner, W. (2012). The Essentially Other—Representational Processes that Divide Groups. In I.
Marková & A. Gillespie (Eds.), Trust and Conflict: Representation, culture and dialogue (pp. 105–122). London:
Routeldge.
Wagoner, B. (2012). Learning and Memory. In Psychology for the Third Millennium: Integrating Cultural and
Neuroscience Perspectives (pp. 116–138). London: SAGE Publications.
Wertsch, J. (2002). Voices of collective remembering. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.
Wertsch, J., & Batiashvili, N. (2012). Mnemonic communities and conflict: Georgia’s narrative template. In I.
Marková & A. Gillespie (Eds.), Trust and Conflict: Representation, culture and dialogue. London and New York:
Routledge..

