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the Turkish case is that these products for sale in
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1915, the legacy of Atatürk, including modernity

[4]. See Hans-Lukas Kieser, ed., Turkey be‐

and secularism, and the representation of history

yond Nationalism: Towards Post-Nationalist Iden‐

through cultural means, such as archaeology, mu‐
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seums, books, and music. However, in its focus on
representation, the book gives short shrift to indi‐
vidual and communal experience as expressed in
oral history narratives. While the essays contrib‐
ute to understanding the Turkish context, Tuğal’s
study is the only one that uses the Turkish case to
make a theoretical contribution to the literature
on memory. Given that earlier work which fo‐
cused on the opposition between history and
memory is giving way to an appreciation of their
interpenetration in a new interdisciplinary field,
Tuğal’s distinction between history and memory
may not be terribly useful. However, his focus on
the contradictions in autobiographical narratives
and on sense memory complicates an era and
event that have been excessively politicized and
oversimplified in the literature.
It is unfortunate that the book lacks a conclu‐
sion; it would have been useful to discuss future
directions for memory work in Turkey at a time
when the field is rapidly expanding. Nevertheless,
Politics of Public Memory in Turkey is a pioneer‐
ing work that opens the way for new interdiscipli‐
nary and comparative research on Turkey that
will contribute to the theoretical and methodolog‐
ical literature on memory.
Notes
[1]. For an example of such silences, see Leyla
Neyzi, “Remembering to Forget: Sabbateanism,
National Identity and Subjectivity in Turkey,”
Comparative Studies in Society and History 44,
no. 1 (January 2002): 137-158.
[2]. Sibel Bozdoğan and Reşat Kasaba, eds.,
Rethinking Modernity and National Identity in
Turkey (Seattle: University of Washington Press,
1997).
[3]. See the recent special issue on memory in
New Perspectives in Turkey 34 (Spring 2006).
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