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On the cover of this book, a small, seventeenth-century, Orthodox church 
building stands right next to a large, paneled skyscraper in the city center 
of Moscow. Th e size of the church pales in comparison with one of the 
twenty-four story buildings that were erected on the new Kalinin Prospekt, 
today known as Novyi Arbat, between 1964 and 1968 as part of Moscow’s 
urban development plan (fi gure 0.1). Th e arrangement of the two antithetic 
buildings may appear like a product of chance that saved a prerevolution-
ary, sacral building in the largest metropole of a state striving to build com-
munism and promoting state atheism.

Th e images of the destruction of historic buildings, such as the detona-
tion of the Church Christ the Savior in 1931 not far from this location, and 
the radical reconstruction envisaged by the Moscow General Plan of 1935, 
have become a crucial element of popular memory of the Soviet period.1 By 
contrast, the small church on Novyi Arbat appears to have defi ed the de-
structive tendencies of state socialism and is thus reminiscent of holdouts 
situated in the middle of large-scale construction sites or new real estate 
developments. However, this scenario does not apply in this case, as the 
historical tradition expressed by the Orthodox building and the socialist 
vision of modernization refl ected in the grand-scale, bulky design of so-
cialist public spaces were not mutually exclusive. Instead, the community 
of church building and skyscraper was actually envisioned and promoted 
by the same socialist reconstruction plan in the 1960s. Th e Church of the 
Venerable Simeon Stylites on the Povarskaia, as the small church is called, 
was carefully restored during the construction of today’s Novyi Arbat and 
repurposed to house an exhibition of applied arts.2
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2 CORINNE GEERING AND PAUL VICKERS

Th e apparent tension between tradition and modernization—embodied 
in the cover image of this book—also shaped the discourses and practices 
associated with heritage in the socialist states discussed in this volume. Th e 
contributions in this volume show that radical modernization indeed could 
be compatible with a commitment to preserving the heritage of the past. 
Historical sites, buildings, and objects from the era before socialism were 
integrated alongside modernist construction in accordance with socialist 
ideals within the same offi  cial discourses. Already in the immediate after-
math of the October Revolution in 1917, the waves of willful destruction 
motivated the new Bolshevik regime to issue a decree on the protection 
of monuments.3 Th is fact was a source of Soviet patriotic pride, as publi-
cations issued in the postwar period connected the care of the Bolshevik 
regime for the past to the reconstruction of buildings destroyed in World 
War II, emphasizing that the act of preservation was a continuation of the 
victory in the so-called Great Patriotic War.

With the political transition to state socialism in Eastern and Central 
Europe following World War II, a number of new governments were con-
fronted with the question of how to continue national historical narratives 
under the changed circumstances. At the same time, a general European 
trend was also in evidence as people were rediscovering the past during 
what can be described as a “historical turn” emerging from the 1960s.4 Th is 
turn was marked in socialist states by the establishment of hundreds of new 
museums, the organization of festivals celebrating historical events, and 
the promotion of the study of local culture and local history through new 
voluntary associations.5 While certain events assumed crucial importance 
in offi  cial public memory, such as World War II and socialist revolutions, 
the interpretation of the past also left room for discussion, negotiation, or 
even contestation, as well as personal refl ection when dealing with specifi c 
historical sites, buildings, or objects.

Socialist ideas of heritage had not only local or regional resonance but 
were also of international signifi cance, both within the region of Eastern 
and Central Europe and also transnationally, as these ideas shaped the na-
scent international organizations—among others, the United Nations Ed-
ucational, Scientifi c and Cultural Organization (UNESCO)—dealing with 
heritage across the Iron Curtain. Th us, this volume points toward a broader 
global history of heritage, but within the more coherent spatial and tempo-
ral frames of postwar Europe. Th e example of the small church on Novyi 
Arbat reveals the relevance of the international sphere for socialist preser-
vation practices, as heritage assumed a central position in the construction 
of the self-image of the Soviet Union and other socialist states after World 
War II. Th e restoration of the historical church building was not simply 
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a by-product of the large-scale construction project; rather, the restored 
building was embedded in the overall representation of state-led eff orts as-
sociated with modernization and striving toward communism in the Soviet 
Union. A picture of the fi nal stages of construction of Kalinin Prospekt and 
restoration of the church unfolding right next to each other (fi gure 0.2) was 
reproduced for the global public in an article titled “U.S.S.R. Today” in a 
special issue of the UNESCO Courier, the monthly magazine of UNESCO. 
Th is special issue was published in 1967 in celebration of the fi ftieth an-
niversary of the October Revolution and aimed to introduce an interna-
tional readership to recent developments in the fi elds of education, science, 
and culture in the Soviet Union. Within this framework, the preservation 
of cultural heritage formed part of the achievements that Soviet offi  cials 
sought to present to the world. Accordingly, the picture caption stated that 
the church was “preserved in its modern surroundings” and furthermore 
emphasized the increasing importance attributed to cultural heritage by 
socialist policies.6

Th is volume seeks to carefully examine the relation between nation-
building and increasing internationalization in preservation in postwar 
Eastern and Central Europe, while also accounting for the role that local and 
regional actors, including voluntary societies and local residents, played in 
these processes. In an eff ort to move away from a homogenous conception 
of the so-called socialist bloc, this volume presents case studies from the 
Polish People’s Republic, the Socialist Republic of Romania, the Czechoslo-
vak Socialist Republic, the German Democratic Republic, the Hungarian 
People’s Republic, and the Soviet Union, while also focusing on the Estonian 
and Ukrainian Soviet republics separately. International relations between 
these countries were consolidated by international agreements, such as the 
Council for Mutual Economic Assistance (COMECON) and the Warsaw 
Pact, while new international organizations like UNESCO provided avenues 
for experts from socialist countries to engage with global debates. Th e ap-
proach taken in this edited volume is thus a transnational history as the 
contributions pay particular attention to the international transfers and ex-
changes in the preservation and to uses of the historical built environment 
in postwar Eastern and Central Europe. Th ese historical accounts on cul-
tural heritage contribute to a reassessment of the relevance of the nation 
in the socialist period as well as of the infl uence and control in this region 
exerted by the political center in Moscow that has been emphasized in other 
accounts.7 Th e transnational history in this volume instead seeks to shed 
light on the multiple actors that shaped preservation in the region and at 
the international level, both within the socialist bloc and transcending the 
ideological divide.
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Heritage, Monuments, and Memorialization: 
Socialist Relations to the Past

Th e notion of heritage has emerged across the world as the primary con-
cept driving today’s management of and legislation on protection and pres-
ervation of movable, immovable, and intangible cultural property.8 Th e 
diff erences of the concept of heritage to that of history and of memory and 
how they relate to place have been subject to considerable debate.9 With 
the emergence of the fi eld of heritage studies, scholarship appears to have 
settled on a consensus that understands heritage as a discourse and an in-
terrelated set of sociocultural practices,10 encompassing both tangible and 
intangible cultural expression as well as the natural environment, that are 
formed in the present and refl ect concerns about the past.11 Th e focus on 
present concerns also explains why scholarship on heritage has tradition-
ally focused on contemporary societies rather than historical ones. Th is 
concern becomes ever more pressing when the present contrasts starkly 
from the past and thus urges societies to reorient themselves. Against this 
background, in the last three decades, scholarship dealing with heritage in 
the Eastern and Central European region has primarily engaged with ways 
of dealing with the socialist past during and after the political transition 

Figure 0.1. Church of the Venerable Simeon Stylites on the Povarskaia next to 
a skyscraper on Novyi Arbat, Moscow (2014). Photograph by Corinne Geering.
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Figure 0.2. Restoration work during the construction of Kalinin Prospekt. Re-
printed from the UNESCO Courier 20 (1967). Photograph © Paul Almasy / 
akg-images.
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of 1989–91. While earlier research has focused on the reinterpretation of 
socialist monuments,12 postsocialist urban development,13 dissonant heri-
tage, and the question of how to come to terms with a diffi  cult past,14 more 
recent scholarship has reassessed the postsocialist nature of heritage and 
connected it to challenges of securitization in state-building processes in 
times of political upheaval.15

In contrast to scholarship dealing with postsocialist societies, where the 
focus has been on their ways of working through the socialist past, this 
book is concerned with how socialist societies related to the past between 
the end of World War II in 1945 and the dissolution of the socialist bloc in 
1991. It discusses how experts of various backgrounds, government offi  -
cials, and politicians, as well as tourists, visitors, and local residents, par-
ticipated in the shaping of heritage in state socialist societies in Eastern and 
Central Europe. Th e contributions focus on the preservation of the tangi-
ble past, as manifested in legislation on protection, institution-building, 
and practices of restoration or reconstruction. Th e examples explored in 
this volume range from architecture, public infrastructure and sites, to 
other objects stemming from the historical periods preceding state social-
ism. Th e concept of heritage is used primarily as an analytical term, drawn 
from the more recent tradition of heritage studies, whereas other notions 
were employed more frequently by the historical actors at the time. In most 
languages concerned here, the concept generally used in source material 
would correspond to the English notion of monument (e.g., pamiatnik in 
Russian, Denkmal in German, zabytek in Polish, and műemlék in Hungar-
ian). Valorization of heritage sites did not commence with the socialist era, 
of course; the new socialist governments had at their disposal national her-
itage registries that had been compiled over decades under diff erent polit-
ical conditions. While various actors, from ministries through academics 
to local administration and associations, exerted much eff ort in conceiving 
an offi  cially sanctioned past compatible with socialism, this took into ac-
count existing historical layers, canons, and experiences of continuity and 
rupture.

Th e strong embeddedness of heritage registries in the national context, 
advanced by their function of representing a sanctioned account of national 
history, has often overshadowed the transnational links of members of gov-
ernments and intellectual elites that shaped activities promoting heritage 
conservation in their respective countries, a process that emerged already 
in the nineteenth century.16 During the Cold War era, too, the production 
of national culture through tangible remains from the past, known as mon-
uments of history and culture, was an endeavor motivated by transnational 
links across ideological divides.17 At the same time, the contributions here 
remain aware of the signifi cance of the state as an actor in heritage policy 
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 INTRODUCTION 7

and practice on the local, national, and international levels.18 As the stud-
ies presented in the chapters of this volume show, socialist conceptions of 
heritage were not only manifested in specifi c sites and locations, but they 
also developed out of those sites, ultimately informing practices and dis-
courses that took on international signifi cance, in the shape of professional 
practices and discourses as well as international standard-setting instru-
ments that remain in place to this day. For example, this is evident in the 
parallel development of the notion of industrial heritage in socialist and 
nonsocialist countries, as well as in the inclusion of dark heritage, such as 
concentration camps, in the international heritage canon. By inquiring into 
the socialist uses of the past, and the international responses to them at the 
time, this volume deepens the interlinkages of the fi elds of history, heritage 
studies, and Central and Eastern European studies. It seeks to further on-
going debates about the globally resonant concept of heritage where the 
socialist interpretations have so far played a marginal role.19

Recent inquiries have started delineating the characteristics of social-
ist conceptions of heritage, with a particular focus on the eff orts by so-
cialist regimes to create historical continuity over the political rupture of 
revolutions by including imperial structures like palaces and monasteries 
in the new socialist heritage canon. Th e October Revolution in 1917 also 
initiated a new time regime that later made it possible to extend the no-
tion of heritage to include artifacts erected and created during socialism, 
such as modernist buildings and memorials.20 Historical continuity not 
only provided a source of political legitimacy to the socialist regimes by 
eff ectively referring to established cultural canons, but also supported the 
transformation of citizens into “new men” through a cultural revolution 
that reassessed basic functions and notions of heritage.21 For the region of 
Eastern and Central Europe, World War II presented a powerful caesura 
in multiple respects. For one, the transition to state socialism occurred in 
most countries in this region during and immediately after World War II. 
Th ese states included, among others, the Estonian SSR as part of the 
USSR, the German Democratic Republic, the Polish People’s Republic, the 
Socialist Republic of Romania, the Czechoslovak Socialist Republic, and 
the Hungarian People’s Republic, which are all discussed in this volume. 
In some of these countries, the end of the war also led to a change in 
borders, thus subjecting new territories to socialist rule, which also ap-
plied to the Ukrainian SSR, a thitherto existing Soviet republic. Further, 
the massive destruction suff ered across Eastern and Central Europe in 
World War II challenged the new and old socialist regimes to devise a re-
construction plan for historical places that accommodated both a longer 
national historical narrative and the political objectives of striving toward 
the communist future. Th e experiences of World War II provided the basis 
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for postwar institutions responsible for preservation in many states in Eu-
rope as measures of safeguarding and reconstruction were implemented 
by public authorities in response to wartime destruction. Historical ac-
counts have revealed that it was indeed Soviet republics other than the 
Russian SFSR that were pioneering in the fi eld of preservation and thus 
also shaped measures taken by the political center in Moscow.22 Moreover, 
studies on the reconstruction of cities in the Soviet Union, Poland, and the 
GDR have shown the extent of public debate and strong involvement of 
local actors, thus contrasting with narratives declaring a clear top-down 
decision-making process in state socialist societies.23

By focusing on heritage and practices of preservation, this book engages 
with broader themes in the historiography of postwar Eastern and Cen-
tral Europe, such as the role of ideology, state propaganda, and historio-
graphic revision in socialist societies.24 Th e victory in World War II, called 
the “Great Patriotic War” in Russian, and the struggle against fascism have 
been central elements of offi  cial socialist historiography, education, and 
memory culture.25 Th e substantial revisionism in these socialist narratives 
has been critiqued by important work highlighting blank spots and work-
ing through diffi  cult pasts. Scholarship has revised socialist World War II 
accounts that focused on victims of antifascist struggle while ignoring Jew-
ish suff ering;26 it has highlighted Communist crimes, such as the history 
of the Katyń massacre;27 and, fi nally, it has rendered visible the multicul-
tural history of borderlands and explored the history of regions aff ected 
by ethnic cleansing.28 At the same time, however, rejection or disavowal 
of socialist-era historiography has been used to lend legitimacy to post-
socialist nationalization of the past,29 while also obscuring the ways in 
which socialist-era uses of the past have shaped regimes of memory that 
are still at work in the postsocialist present.30 Th ere are continuities in 
terms of what was deemed valuable and worthy of preservation from the 
past,31 in aesthetic terms and in terms of values, at least where heroic and 
patriotic narratives are concerned.32 Th is is not to suggest that Communist 
parties agreed on one interpretation of national symbols nor that they were 
necessarily successful in imposing it on the population, as the accounts in 
this volume highlight.33

In several countries in Eastern and Central Europe, the postwar period 
promoted the creation of ethnically homogenous nation-states (for exam-
ple, Poland and the Czech part of the ČSSR), laying the foundations for 
the emergence of independent states after 1989. Th e authorities in Poland, 
for example, developed a mythology claiming that post-1945 Poland had 
been restored to its original location from around the turn of the second 
millennium, prior to Germanic aggression and the eastward shift in Po-
land’s foreign policy that this necessitated, thus aggravating relations with 
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Eastern Slavic neighbors. Heritage played a role in legitimizing discourses, 
with sites relating to the medieval period—rather than later epochs—fore-
grounded in territories that had until the end of World War II formed part 
of the German Empire.34 Th ese sites provided the new regime with tangible 
symbols that the redrawn borders could only be protected from Western 
aggression by an alliance with the USSR, thus guaranteeing future pros-
perity in a modern socialist state.35 Th e tangible past, then, was integral 
to the story not only of geopolitical security but also of future progress as 
projected by socialist-era accounts.

Examples such as this show that socialist modernity was manifested 
not only in factories, technological development, and, later, consumer 
products, but also in a modern form of nation-building that likewise un-
der socialism involved “the invention of tradition.”36 Existing traditions 
were reframed and the canon mined for aspects of the past best suited to 
present-day needs for the purposes of offi  cial discourse. On the ground, 
whether among expert communities or “ordinary people,” such as tourists 
or locals living near heritage sites, the offi  cial framing of the past could be 
subject to degrees of contestation37; while on the other hand, nonstate ac-
tors could also align with the state’s heritage policy.

Th e role of states’ use of heritage protection as part of cultural national-
ism to aid political nationalism has been outlined in recent research linking 
nationalism studies and heritage studies.38 Regime change in many of the 
states discussed here, as evident in the wake of the October Revolution and 
after World War II, generally entailed action to protect historical build-
ings.39 Th is is borne out in many of the case studies in this volume, with 
wartime destruction often a key factor alongside socialist nation-building 
policies. However, since the chapters here go beyond the initial turbulence 
of the installation of Communist regimes, they delve further into conti-
nuities across regime changes, tracing not only the legacies in legislation 
and institutions of heritage protection, but also the infl uence of experts’ in-
tellectual inheritances, such as academic networks, local associations, and 
even family histories.

What this volume seeks to do, then, is to explore the extent to which 
heritage functioned within socialist nation-building eff orts, but also to go 
beyond the focus on the eff ectiveness, or otherwise, of cultural national-
ism for political legitimization. Th is is evident in the way the contributions 
draw on the perspectives of informal and formal networks that turned their 
attentions to local sites and their meaning for their users. In particular, the 
growing tourism sector and increasing opportunities to travel abroad for 
restorers and other experts off er insights into confl icting narratives and 
eff orts toward extending the boundaries of more narrowly defi ned ideolog-
ical foundations. By adopting approaches that highlight the ways in which 
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the uses of the past under socialism were produced through individual and 
institutional activities, such as international travel, it becomes possible to 
trace not only forms of “permitted dissent”40 but also the limited yet pro-
ductive freedoms in the realms of conservation.41 Th us, state policy in re-
lation to heritage is revealed as a product of negotiation, disagreement, 
or individual initiative. It is also shown to be something guided only in 
part by political or cultural nationalism, with economic benefi ts and in-
frastructural development also becoming part of socialist heritage policy 
and practice. Against this background, the contributions here demonstrate 
the intersections of political order, ideology, expertise, localized practice, 
national canons and their reworkings, and local heritage sites as interlinked 
factors in the production of the diverse phenomenon of heritage under 
socialism.

Transnational Perspectives on Heritage under Socialism

From the very outset, socialism was conceived as an internationalist ide-
ology that necessitated shared approaches to the past by individual 
nation-states, thus signaling the emergence of a new socialist realm of inten-
sifying transnational exchange. However, socialism in postwar Eastern and 
Central Europe did not constitute a uniform ideology or a homogeneous 
practice. Recent research has stressed the diversity of the socialist experi-
ence across states and regions,42 thus complicating a clear-cut defi nition of 
socialism. Nonetheless, socialism under diff erent political, social, and cul-
tural conditions shared similar trajectories, blueprints, and institutions.43 
Th ey evolved in the course of transnational exchanges, which were facili-
tated by the politics of socialist internationalism and alternative processes 
of globalization centering in Eastern Europe.44 Th us, the so-called Second 
World exhibited distinctive characteristics, which had evolved over time 
and which marked socialism itself as a historical product of transnational 
exchange.45 Th ese characteristics included the adoption of a variation of so-
cialism as state ideology that involved the nationalization of property and 
the promotion of atheism. Socialist states were ruled by Communist par-
ties whose congresses spearheaded a highly centralized form of governance. 
Party authorities controlled the censorship apparatus, issued travel permits, 
and expected varying degrees of ideological engagement from those work-
ing in public institutions. As a result, the state authorities were at the same 
time enablers of the international exchanges that made socialist heritage 
part of the global discussion on heritage. Indeed, as this volume shows, the 
ruling parties’ gatekeeping practices were crucial to some of the more sub-
tle reworkings and disagreements that come across in the historical source 
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material discussed by the contributions in this volume. Such nuances can be 
revealed by an actor-centered, transnational perspective, even on the level 
of the production of legislation, where typically the domination of the center 
in Moscow or the respective state capitals has been underlined.

Socialism as an ideology and a form of rule did not remain consistent 
throughout the postwar period. Th e prevailing form of socialism in the dif-
ferent states was contingent on national contexts that were shaped over 
time by state reforms, intellectual debates over ideological foundations, 
and shifts in international alliances. While the early postwar period wit-
nessed a consolidation of Communist rule in most of the countries exam-
ined in this volume, the death of Soviet leader Stalin in 1953 presented an 
important turning point, leading to the reforms of de-Stalinization during 
the Khrushchev Th aw. Th ough this period was characterized by eff orts to 
liberalize the press, rehabilitate political prisoners, and renounce isolation-
ist foreign policy, at the same time the Th aw period also witnessed more 
repression toward religious groups in the Soviet Union, as well as the So-
viet interventions in Hungary in 1956 and in Czechoslovakia in 1968. In the 
1970s, the politics of détente provided the basis for socialist countries to 
intensify international cooperation, especially within Europe, while against 
this background, opposition and protest movements gained ground, such 
as the Charter 77 in Czechoslovakia and Solidarność in Poland. Finally, the 
reforms of perestroika from the mid-1980s aimed at economic restructur-
ing and more transparency in government institutions, laid bare in partic-
ular by the nuclear disaster in Chernobyl in 1986. In 1989–91, the socialist 
bloc ceased to exist, as states and Soviet republics followed through with 
declarations of independence, and with both peaceful and violent revolu-
tions emerging during the political transition. What this very brief peri-
odization of postwar Eastern and Central Europe shows are the shifts and 
tensions in the national and international policies of socialist states. Th ey 
point to the need to scrutinize the specifi c historical setting of actors who 
articulated socialist conceptions of heritage and the policies relating to it.

Th ese shifts had varying infl uences during the postwar decades in the 
socialist states, leading to diff erent historical trajectories of preserving the 
tangible past. Th e burgeoning fi eld of historical research on preservation 
under socialism has shed light on how socialist regimes in specifi c loca-
tions, from Cuba to the Soviet Union and Romania, appropriated the past 
from the prerevolutionary or prewar periods for their own purposes.46 As 
highlighted by recent research on cultural heritage in socialist Africa during 
the Cold War, this also held true for international cooperation and trans-
fer of socialist ideas from Eastern Europe in support of national liberation 
movements.47 Notwithstanding shared socialist ideas, the appropriation 
and use of the past was no uniform process in diff erent societies; instead, it 
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involved negotiation, debate, and at times even contestation. Several case 
studies on particular locations in Soviet Russia have provided insight into 
preservation as a complex and long negotiation process between local res-
idents, heritage experts from various fi elds, politicians, and members of 
state administration representing the interests of urban development and 
civil engineering.48 In this respect, the preservation of sacral architecture 
under the conditions of state atheism, antireligious propaganda, and per-
secution, for example, have been of particular interest to scholarship.49 
Churches, monasteries, and other buildings associated with religion were 
included by Soviet authorities in state heritage registries and promoted as 
part of the state’s cultural heritage. In many places, these buildings no lon-
ger served their previous religious function and were restored to house mu-
seums or tourist facilities, as it was the case in the aforementioned Church 
of the Venerable Simeon Stylites on the Povarskaia on today’s Novyi Arbat 
in Moscow.

During the period between 1945 and 1991, heritage under socialism was 
also shaped by the increasing relevance of international cooperation. For 
one, there were regular meetings among socialist countries, in line with 
the ideology of socialist internationalism, to ensure coordination of their 
policies vis-à-vis the capitalist world. Th is also included meetings of the 
ministries of culture that oversaw the fi eld of cultural heritage. At the same 
time, the global community saw the emergence of several new international 
organizations that were devoted to cultural policies and the preservation 
of cultural heritage as distinct fi elds of governance. Th e new legislation 
and standard-setting instruments adopted by international bodies both 
contributed to and drew inspiration from the policies of socialist states. 
Th ese documents, such as the Venice Charter adopted by the Second In-
ternational Congress of Architects and Specialists of Historic Buildings in 
1964, built upon hitherto existing networks of the interwar period, while 
at the same time expanding the possibilities of international cooperation 
considerably. UNESCO, the International Council of Museums (ICOM), 
both established in 1946, and the International Council on Monuments 
and Sites (ICOMOS)—its establishment in 1965 was prompted by the Ven-
ice Charter—provided new platforms to engage in transnational discussion 
for experts from socialist countries, thus bringing practices developed in 
their home countries into the international community.

Actors from socialist states formed central constituents of the history of 
these international organizations. For instance, ICOMOS was founded in 
Warsaw in 1965 with the support of the Polish government; and from the 
moment of its inception, this organization was committed to promoting 
international cooperation and exchange across ideological divides during 
the Cold War. Subsequent to its meeting in Poland, ICOMOS alternated 
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between locations in Eastern and Western Europe for the triennial gen-
eral assemblies: the Th ird General Assembly was held in 1972 in Budapest, 
Hungary; the Fifth General Assembly in 1978 in Moscow and Suzdaĺ , Rus-
sian SFSR; and the Seventh General Assembly in 1984 in Rostock, GDR. 
Th e support extended to this international organization and its work by so-
cialist governments refl ected the fact that transnational exchange through 
the channels of ICOMOS, as well as other international bodies, was funda-
mental for the development of preservation policies and practices in social-
ist countries in the postwar period.50

Against this background, processes unfolding under socialism cannot 
be confi ned easily within the framework of the nation-state and instead re-
quire both the transnational and subnational perspectives of the kind that 
this volume develops for the fi eld of heritage. Th e volume thus contributes 
to a broader postwar history of transnational transfers and exchanges by 
discussing expert networks as well as less formal cross-border mobility (for 
example in tourism) outside the centers dominating transnational heritage 
discourse.51 Heritage and more specifi cally the practice of preservation 
lend themselves particularly well to research examining processes across 
ideological and state borders during the Cold War, since it combines the 
two fi elds of culture and expertise. In the last fi fteen years, several publi-
cations have revealed the active transnational networks of technology and 
cultural exchanges that transcended the Iron Curtain.52 György Péteri was 
among the fi rst scholars to reassess the separation and isolation associated 
with the systemic divide in the Cold War period. He suggested that it was 
necessary to reconsider the prominent metaphor of the Iron Curtain and 
instead reestablish it as a Nylon Curtain, one that “was not only transpar-
ent but . . . also yielded to strong osmotic tendencies that were globalizing 
knowledge across the systemic divide about culture, goods, and services.”53

In the fi eld of heritage, transsystemic transfers and exchanges promoted 
the use of culture as soft power and the development of mass tourism to-
gether with socialist consumer society. For example, the panel buildings 
framing the Kalinin Prospekt, mentioned above, included several shops 
and other services that catered to the needs of a new, socialist consumer 
society in the post-Stalin Soviet Union.54 Th e fact that these processes un-
folded in several countries, sometimes simultaneously, provided fertile 
ground for transnational discussions on the role cultural heritage was to 
assume in socialist societies. As the contributions to this volume demon-
strate, transfers were often not unidirectional, solely a result of diktats and 
norms issued from the center in Moscow, but multidirectional, as ideas and 
practices from the Soviet republics and the Warsaw Pact states also exerted 
an infl uence on the development of shared preservation principles and of 
international heritage infrastructures.
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Transfers and Exchanges across 
Socialist Eastern and Central Europe

Whereas the focus of existing studies has largely been on one socialist state, 
this volume inquires into preservation in Eastern and Central Europe on 
the regional scale by paying particular attention to transfers and exchanges. 
Th us, it seeks to complement earlier histories on international heritage co-
operation in Eastern Europe that have emphasized contacts beyond the 
region, with Western Europe or the Global South, but in turn neglected in-
ternationalization within Eastern and Central Europe.55 As several contri-
butions in this volume highlight, the development of international contacts 
within the so-called socialist bloc preceded the involvement of socialist 
states in the relevant international heritage bodies and indeed even con-
tributed toward the foundations for internationalization at the European 
and global levels. Moreover, this new realm of socialist internationalism in 
Eastern and Central Europe was established by professional communities 
in states that had, in most cases, inherited transnational expert networks 
as well as national legislation and policies from the interwar and imperial 
periods.

Th is book takes into account the diverse trajectories in heritage con-
servation under socialism when discussing the multilayered movement of 
heritage concepts and practices across borders and ideological divides. By 
pointing to central actors and sites involved, the contributions analyze the 
articulation of conceptions of heritage in and from socialist states, while 
also paying particular attention to the role of international organizations 
and various expert associations. Th e case studies reveal the dynamic nature 
of socialist interpretations of the tangible past and the negotiation of its 
meaning at the level of local, national, and international actors. Th eir focus 
on transnational transfers and exchanges also highlights the international-
ization of preservation in the postwar period and the continuity of interwar 
international contacts under new political conditions. Exploring the inter-
nationalization of heritage policies and practices in postwar Eastern and 
Central Europe makes clear the place of socialist countries and actors in 
the broader European and global historical accounts dealing with heritage 
and uses of the past. In this volume, the region of Eastern and Central Eu-
rope is framed neither as peripheral to global processes nor as an isolated, 
self-enclosed region. Instead, it emerges as a region where ideas and prac-
tices related to heritage shaped the globalization of this fi eld in the second 
half of the twentieth century, while also producing a particular mode of 
internationalizing preservation within the region. As this volume shows, 
heritage under socialism was a coconstitutive of the international heritage 
order that emerged after World War II.
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Th e contributions off er insights relevant for intraregional comparisons 
on Eastern and Central Europe, thus diversifying the notion of the “social-
ist bloc,” as well as cross-regional comparisons, demonstrating that her-
itage grew in signifi cance on both sides of the Iron Curtain as part of a 
process shaped by transnational interactions. Th e focus on the broad scale 
and scope of the actors involved in negotiating and contesting the meaning 
of both heritage sites and the practice of preservation challenges ideas of 
heritage under socialism as a top-down, centrally dictated process. Instead, 
the volume is guided by an emphasis on the socialist construction of heri-
tage sites and practices as a multidirectional and multisited process, taking 
place in intersecting local, national, regional, and international contexts.

Th e volume is divided into two parts that explore concepts of heritage 
and practices of preservation from a transnational perspective, fi rst by 
tracing transfers and exchanges across state borders and the Iron Curtain, 
and second by looking into concrete manifestations of these processes at 
specifi c sites on the local and regional levels. Th e fi rst part of this book, 
“Transfers and Exchanges in Heritage Policies and Practices,” demonstrates 
how socialist conceptions of heritage were dynamic constructs that were 
also infl uential on the international level. Th e four chapters here concen-
trate on the versatile and multilayered relations between socialist heri-
tage actors, practices, and policies across state borders and in particular 
in international organizations such as UNESCO and ICOMOS. Th e cases 
explored show how internationalization often went hand in hand with pro-
cesses of nation-building under socialism. Recognizing how the state had 
a central role in heritage policies and practices also contributes to diversi-
fying the socialist bloc in Eastern and Central Europe by moving the per-
spective away from Soviet authorities in Moscow toward actors in other 
places such as Poland, Estonia, and Ukraine that were participating in in-
ternational debates. Transcending the ideological divide during the Cold 
War, period, ideas, and actors from the so-called Second World shaped 
heritage discourses and practices on the international level through formal 
and informal networks, including both scholarly exchange and tourism, as 
international travel increased rapidly in the postwar period. Like the vol-
ume generally, the chapters here highlight the contributions from this part 
of the world that have often been disregarded or ignored as a result of the 
rupture of 1989–91, thus continuing a general trend of epistemic asymme-
try and moving Eastern European thought to the margins of analysis.56

Th e way heritage was incorporated in international exchanges while at 
the same time promoting ideas emerging from socialist conceptions of 
culture is demonstrated in Corinne Geering’s opening chapter: “Th e Past 
Belongs to the Future: Heritage in Soviet Policymaking on Cultural Devel-
opment.” Her study of cultural policies in the Soviet Union highlights that 
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heritage-making was not simply a case of transmitting state-sanctioned 
versions of the past and showcasing a vision of progress to the interna-
tional community. Soviet policymakers and heritage experts harnessed 
tourism and offi  cial itineraries to conceive of heritage as a resource for 
economic development and public education in socialist countries. Geer-
ing shows how cultural heritage had been linked to the future already in 
the early Soviet policies, from 1917 and then throughout the 1920s, and 
highlights how this discourse took new shape in an era of intensifying in-
ternational exchange from the 1960s onward. At the same time, interna-
tional organizations began employing heritage for cultural development, 
with socialist practices and ideas contributing to what became the United 
Nations World Decade for Cultural Development, which, running from 
1988–97, spanned the collapse of the USSR. Th e history presented in this 
chapter traces the build-up to this initiative, thus demonstrating beyond 
geopolitical rupture the continuities of ideas that ultimately outlasted 
state socialism.

Th e signifi cant contributions of the Eastern and Central European re-
gion to global conceptions of heritage are particularly evident in the case of 
Poland. Th e second chapter in this section focuses on the activities of some 
of the same international bodies, in particular UNESCO, in the context of 
the Auschwitz-Birkenau Memorial and Museum, a globally recognized site 
bearing testimony to the Holocaust and Nazi persecution. Julia Röttjer’s 
chapter, “International Experts—National Martyrdom—Socialist Heritage: 
Th e Contribution of the Polish People’s Republic to the Early UNESCO 
World Heritage Program,” shows how nascent international defi nitions 
of heritage were transformed by encounters with socialist conceptions of 
heritage, which drew on established cultural memory tropes. In the Polish 
People’s Republic, Auschwitz was initially framed fi rst and foremost as a 
site of national suff ering and martyrdom, as well as an emblem of anti-
fascist struggle, thus embodying socialist internationalist narratives of the 
past. An international group of experts’ encounter with this site, which Po-
land proposed as one of the fi rst UNESCO World Heritage sites in the late 
1970s, contributed to a transformation of UNESCO’s conception of sites of 
“outstanding universal value,” thus broadening the initial focus on aestheti-
cally and culturally valuable sites. Alongside the Old Towns of Warsaw and 
Kraków or the Wieliczka Salt Mine, Auschwitz was included in the UNESCO 
World Heritage List as a site embodying “negative historical values,” thereby 
setting a precedent for inscription of sites dealing with the history of slavery 
and imprisonment. Röttjer notes that international visitors to the site during 
the socialist period were already struck by the care taken by the authorities 
for a site of dark heritage, which despite being framed with national inter-
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est in mind, ultimately transformed international parameters of UNESCO 
World Heritage.

In addition to demonstrating the contributions of the socialist bloc to 
the globalization of heritage institutions and discourses, this section high-
lights two particularly innovative aspects of this volume: fi rstly, the in-
traregional internationalization of heritage within the socialist bloc, and, 
secondly, individual Soviet republics’ eff orts to develop heritage practices 
and policies relatively independently of the Moscow center. Both of these 
aspects in turn fed back into socialist-era and postsocialist nation-building 
agendas that were particularly evident in the tourism sector. Iryna Skloki-
na’s chapter, “International Tourism and the Making of the National Her-
itage Canon in Late Soviet Ukraine, 1964–1991,” explores the growth of 
international visitors to Soviet Ukraine. From an initial focus on tourists 
associated with Soviet-approved émigré organizations in the mid-1960s, 
the scope of tourism expanded to include visitors not necessarily seek-
ing affi  rmation of offi  cial narratives in itineraries that mixed traditions of 
historical state-building with industrial modernity. Th e entanglement of 
continuities with the past with projections of present successes and future 
transformations was most evident around Zaporizhia, where Cossack her-
itage, vast dams, and factories were woven into tour guides’ narratives. As 
most tourists came from the North American diaspora or neighboring so-
cialist states, particularly Poland, Hungary, and Romania, and had family 
connections to Ukraine, they demanded opportunities to visit relatives and 
former homelands. Especially in Western Ukraine, visitors increasingly 
sought recognition of their national group’s contribution to what had been 
multiethnic spaces, and Jewish visitors to Kyiv challenged the absence of 
recognition of the Babyn Yar massacre. While offi  cials sought to ensure 
tours refl ected eff orts to present heritage that was “national in form” and 
“socialist in content,” this principle proved diffi  cult to maintain, both at the 
scale of relations between tourists and guides, and at the level of tourist 
infrastructure. As Corinne Geering’s chapter also shows, the commercial-
ization of culture long before perestroika combined attempts to present so-
cialist values to international audiences with infrastructural development. 
In tourism, it becomes clear that the fi nancial benefi ts often could trump 
ideological demands and nationalist-oriented objectives.

A similar decentralizing perspective on heritage practices and policies 
in the Soviet Union is projected in Karin Hallas-Murula’s and Kaarel Truu’s 
contribution on Estonia, which in 1961 became the fi rst Soviet republic 
to adopt a law on preservation. Th eir chapter, “International Contacts 
and Cooperation in Heritage Preservation in Soviet Estonia, 1960–1990,” 
continues the themes of nation-building and international travel with a 
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particular focus on contacts within socialist Eastern and Central Europe, 
especially those with Polish restorers. Hallas-Murula and Truu highlight 
the frictions, both productive and disruptive, of national and socialist as-
pects of heritage, as well as continuities with interwar networks of heritage 
experts. Estonian scholars maintained contacts with colleagues in other 
Baltic Soviet republics, as well as in Finland and Sweden, with these net-
works translating over time into nonstate organizations such as the Esto-
nian Heritage Society, which laid foundations for an independent Estonia 
in 1991. Its emergence demonstrates the complex relations of conformity 
and disobedience that characterized offi  cials’ relations with the Soviet au-
thorities whose permission was needed for the international networking 
trips that shaped the Estonian school of heritage, which alongside Lith-
uanian practices and policy was particularly pioneering in the USSR in 
protecting the urban built environment. Th is status enabled experts in the 
individual Soviet republics to maintain their own limited international re-
lations and become visible on the international stage of professional and 
scholarly exchanges. Th e case study of Tallinn’s Old Town highlights how 
the ready availability of local expertise produced tensions over both the 
construction of meaning of a site and the methods used to preserve it. 
Th e Polish Conservation Workshops (PKZ), seen as an international gold 
standard for restoration at the time, were brought to Tallinn for their fi rst 
project in the USSR in preparation for the 1980 Moscow Olympics. Th e 
Polish restorers’ methods were critiqued by Estonian colleagues who were 
confi dent in their own approaches that had been shaped by interwar and 
recent contacts with Scandinavia. Encounters like this highlight that intra-
bloc cooperation in the fi eld of heritage could entail disagreement, or even 
rivalry, among members of the socialist bloc.

What emerges in this section from the study of cultural development, in-
ternational standard-setting instruments like UNESCO World Heritage, the 
construction of national canons through tourism, and fi nally international 
contacts between restorers are processes of intraregional internationaliza-
tion in Eastern and Central Europe. Th ese international contacts at least 
partially continued along the trajectories of interwar expert networks, while 
at the same time carving out new realms for experts, state authorities, and 
other stakeholders to engage with the conscious shaping of socialist concep-
tions of heritage between 1945 and 1991. Th e canonization of sites that to-
day continue to attract millions of visitors annually also involved discussion 
and, at times, contestation over the way the past should be interpreted and 
presented to this audience. Th e case studies explored in this section thus ex-
tend the analysis of issues into the socialist period that have otherwise been 
primarily the topic of research dealing with postsocialist heritage.
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Heritage, Place, and Belonging under Socialism

Debate, negotiation, and contestation become evident when shifting the 
analysis onto specifi c heritage sites and discourses on the ground. How 
nationally and transnationally infl ected heritage discourses and practices 
were both transformed and implemented at the local level is the central fo-
cus of the second part of this volume: “Canonizing and Contesting the Past: 
Heritage, Place, and Belonging under Socialism.” Th e four contributions to 
this section explore the ways in which heritage contributed to place-making 
and creating a sense of belonging in local communities, demonstrating 
how approaches devised by heritage experts and state authorities were still 
in the making, thus also leaving some room for diverging ideas. Th e local 
processes intersected in various ways with top-down projections of ideol-
ogy and nation-building projects in socialist states. Th e case studies from 
Hungary, Romania, Czechoslovakia, and the German Democratic Republic 
(GDR) demonstrate that the state apparatus in socialist countries enabled 
a degree of autonomy on community levels—whether in specifi c localities 
or institutions—and was infl uenced by both the expertise and demands of 
citizens. Th is section emphasizes the multiple actors involved in heritage-
making and interpretation on the ground: administrators and politicians, 
heritage experts, institutions, and the visitors of heritage sites, including lo-
cal residents and international tourists. Th e chapters here also suggest that 
it was not simply the case that the authorities could draw on national frame-
works of identifi cation to generate authority and legitimacy. Rather they had 
to engage with local, regional, or institutional specifi cities, including fi nding 
ways of incorporating legacies of troubling or offi  cially delegitimatized his-
torical periods into popular narratives or expert knowledge.

Despite ideologies of progress toward a modernized socialist nation, 
prerevolutionary practices in preserving castles or visiting bourgeois stately 
homes, for example, remained part of offi  cial socialist cultural life. Neither 
the institutional and intellectual legacies of the interwar canons of heritage 
sites, including lists of protected sites and the value attached to them, nor 
the past generally could simply be remade according to a state-sanctioned 
grand narrative. Equally, shared visions of an internationalist utopian future 
were also shaped from the bottom-up through placemaking that could be 
related to a diverse array of sites. Royal palaces and parliament buildings, 
historical city centers, manor houses, and industrial heritage are off ered as 
case studies in the chapters here. Under socialism, they could be reframed 
as part of eff orts to align the past with present demands and future visions 
of nation-building, or they could off er an ideologically sound focus on pro-
letarian labor and skilled craftsmanship. Th e outcome of such canonization 
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processes, however, was often contested in the context of changing polit-
ical, historical, and aesthetic circumstances, and always with reference to 
particular sites and their role in eff orts to generate a sense of belonging to 
communities on various scales.

Eszter Gantner’s contribution, “Socialist Royalty? Th e Ambiguities of 
the Reconstruction of the Royal Residence in Budapest in the 1950s,” fur-
ther develops the theme of international contacts within socialist Eastern 
and Central Europe from the fi rst section of this volume. Her chapter em-
beds contacts between restorers from Hungary with those from neighbor-
ing countries in the story of how socialist regimes consciously emphasized 
particular historical layers when creating a sense of continuity with the 
socialist present through the reconstruction of heritage sites destroyed in 
World War II. Gantner shows how debates over the restoration of Buda 
Castle, the historical seat of royal power and a canonical site of Hungarian 
national history, involved a range of actors with competing interests, from 
Party leaders through journalists and academics to the general public, as 
well as international heritage experts. As in Tallinn, the Polish company 
PKZ was consulted on plans for reconstruction projects in Budapest. Th e 
site of Buda Castle was reconfi gured both in terms of aesthetics and in-
tended use several times in the postwar period, being shaped by shifting 
policies of socialist Hungary. While aesthetic values remained contested, 
often because of their bourgeois connotations, the Royal Palace’s signifi -
cance was framed each time in a manner that sought to maintain a sense 
of continuity with the past and build legitimacy for the policies of the rul-
ing Communist authorities. A focus on opening up this site to the public, 
rather than reaffi  rming its exclusivity as the seat of power, came after the 
Hungarian uprising and Soviet intervention in 1956. Eff orts to reverse this 
trend are becoming evident in today’s Hungary, as Gantner shows. Th e his-
tory of the reconstruction of the Castle Hill complex illustrates the entan-
glements of socialist nation-building within Hungary, internationalization 
of heritage within the region, and the ongoing signifi cance of a broader 
European history of art that, despite ideological wariness, remained central 
to socialist conceptions of heritage.

Urban heritage, the relation of expertise and ideology, and the relevance 
of interwar networks are further explored in Liliana Iuga’s chapter dealing 
with socialist Romania. Her contribution, titled “Justifying Demolition, 
Questioning Value: Urban Typologies and the Concept of the ‘Historic 
Town’ in 1960s Romania,” reveals how heritage experts negotiated recog-
nition for Romania’s diverse urban planning traditions stemming from the 
Ottoman and Habsburg Empires while also refl ecting the arguments for 
radical reconstruction promoted by modernist architects in interwar Ro-
mania. Iuga sets ideas and practices of urban conservation in Romania in 
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the context of international debates on the subject, with the architectural 
historian Gheorghe Curinschi proving a key actor in maintaining and de-
veloping knowledge in socialist Romania of discussions across Europe. His 
broad interests intersected with the country’s regional diversity, which was 
shaped by the imperial past and challenged arguments for the existence of 
a single national architectural style. Instead, the debates in state institu-
tions and professional organizations often drew on the interwar discourse 
of international modernist ideas for ideal cities and radical remodeling, 
thus demonstrating the extent of continuities in socialist conceptions of 
heritage that were ultimately realized in the construction of Bucharest’s 
new city center under Ceaușescu. However, this canonical site of Romania’s 
“socialist transformation of cities” was actually an outlier and exception. 
As Iuga shows, a singular Romanian model of urban heritage protection 
under socialism cannot be posited; instead, a patchwork emerges shaped 
by limited resources, competing discourses, and regional specifi cities, with 
value ascribed to urban heritage according to established European aes-
thetic values.

Regional diff erence and the intersection of the broader vision of modern-
ist socialist transformation with eff orts to rework offi  cial heritage canons 
are also elaborated in Čeněk Pýcha’s chapter: “Making Sense of Socialism 
through Heritage Preservation: Stories from Northwest Bohemia.” Largely 
inhabited by German populations before their expulsion in the wake of 
World War II, this area was doubly remade by ethnic cleansing and becom-
ing part of a socialist state. As a single case study, the Duchcov viaduct and 
monument might illustrate ideologically motivated canonization of heri-
tage sites in a socialist state, as a railway viaduct unremarkable in aesthetic 
and engineering terms was aff orded the status of national cultural monu-
ment, making it an equal of Prague Castle. Th e viaduct was protected be-
cause an interwar workers’ protest was violently crushed there. Th is event 
was subsequently incorporated into the Czechoslovak historical account of 
socialist revolution, leading to the erection of a memorial at the site. Th e 
Duchcov viaduct therefore combined two new forms of heritage-making, 
by, fi rstly, commemorating the workers’ movement and, secondly, adding 
industrial heritage to the canon of sites deemed worthy of inclusion in the 
state’s heritage registries. As a result, a local workers’ protest was inscribed 
as a nationally signifi cant event. Set in the comparative context, however, 
Pýcha demonstrates that the signifi cance attached to heritage sites by their 
users was not easily determined from above by offi  cial canonization eff orts. 
Visits to manor houses and gentry estates retained their long-established 
popularity despite the eff orts to push through a new “authorized heritage 
discourse.”57 Th e limits of state power as an arbiter of what was deemed of 
national historical importance were laid bare by the failure to ensure the 
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local grounding of the value of the site. Indeed, socialist modernization 
based on an extraction economy, with opencast mining tearing through the 
landscape, ultimately led to the disavowal of the signifi cance of this site, a 
situation that was compounded by the collapse of socialism.

Industrial heritage remains one of the categories that is most readily as-
sociated with socialist aesthetics. Th at this type of heritage actually has a 
history reaching back into the pre-World War II period is one of the top-
ics discussed in Nele-Hendrikje Lehmann’s concluding chapter: “Socialism 
and the Rise of Industrial Heritage: Th e Preservation of Industrial Monu-
ments in the German Democratic Republic.” She shows how the prewar 
recognition of “technical cultural monuments” in Germany informed her-
itage policy and practices in the GDR and later the broader international 
discourse that developed out of diverse national traditions of preserving 
the industrial past. In the GDR, “industrial monuments” were already pro-
tected from the 1950s as a result of interactions between local authorities, 
Heimat (homeland) societies, a legacy of the prewar period, and centralized 
ideas of socialist nation-building that promoted diff erent ideas and loci of 
belonging. Lehmann fi nds that over time, particularly in the 1970s, indus-
trial heritage was no longer the focal point of the GDR nation-building 
project but one part of a broader canon that sought to reincorporate the 
key sites of German history, including Prussian history and the Lutheran 
Reformation. At the same time, the GDR was among the pioneers of the 
internationalization of industrial heritage; as one of a few states, alongside 
Poland and the United Kingdom, to systematically preserve the industrial 
past in the 1950s already, the GDR could take a leading role at the First 
International Congress on the Conservation of Industrial Monuments held 
in Ironbridge, United Kingdom, in 1973. Th e international committee or-
ganizing this event provided a forum where socialist heritage ideas could 
contribute to the development of international standards, while also being 
transformed by these international-level expert discussions, just as they 
had been by reinterpretations of established traditions on the level of local 
Heimat societies in previous decades. In the case of industrial heritage in 
the GDR, as well as for the issues discussed in preceding chapters, it be-
comes clear that socialist interpretations of the tangible past emerged from 
interactions between actors on the local, national, and international levels.

Th e discussions on industrial heritage in both Czechoslovakia and the 
GDR also point to the historical layers underlying eff orts to create a new 
national canon under socialism that experts, authorities, and other actors 
were confronted with. Indeed, all the examples explored in this section also 
prompt a reassessment of what aesthetics and practices may be associated 
with the ideology of socialism, as traditions stemming from the interwar 
and imperial periods, as well as those connected to broader European or 
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global processes, continued to shape heritage sites, expertise, and offi  cial 
discourses under socialism. As the contributions to this section make clear, 
specifi c sites and national canons, as well as heritage policy, were shaped 
not only by local particularities and national trajectories in the develop-
ment of socialist ideology and rule in the respective locations. Processes of 
placemaking and canonization were also infl ected by the kinds of transna-
tional transfers and exchanges outlined in the fi rst part of this book. And, 
of course, the reverse was also true—with expertise developed at sites such 
as Auschwitz, Warsaw and Tallinn Old Towns, Suzdaĺ , or Zaporizhia shap-
ing international ideas and organizations.

Converging the Multiple Sites of Heritage under Socialism

One critique of the transnational turn has been that it can reinscribe the 
signifi cance of the nation-state rather than overcome it. Th e contributions 
to this volume, in particular in the second part, show that turning to the 
local scale and particular places can be one way of challenging this short-
coming. In terms of the internationalization of heritage and formation of 
transnational heritage networks under socialism, however, the role of the 
state as a key actor cannot be ignored. Indeed, it was responsible for grant-
ing travel permits and organizing tours, for issuing contracts for restoration 
projects, and was the partner for participation in international organiza-
tions. It could be then that this volume also demonstrates the need to re-
conceptualize the transnational turn to account for the role of the state in 
the so-called Second World, alongside the persistence of expert networks 
and informal contacts in the form of diasporic tourism. Th ese themes are 
elaborated further by Corinne Geering in the conclusion: “Transnational 
Heritage Networks in Socialist Eastern and Central Europe.” She discusses 
the central themes emerging from the transnational exchanges and inter-
actions among heritage experts within Eastern and Central Europe, thus 
highlighting the overlapping and divergent spaces of internationalization in 
this region. While the logics of cultural diplomacy framed socialist states’ 
activities on the international stage, it was ultimately specifi c actors, draw-
ing on particular experiences and bodies of knowledge, who produced the 
transnational networks shaping the heritage discourses and practices in 
the respective countries. Moreover, by drawing on the signifi cance of ideas 
and practices developed in the region for the formation of international 
heritage institutions, the conclusion also presents perspectives for future 
research on heritage under socialism.

While positing “socialist heritage” as a factor in international heritage 
discourse, the contributions here also highlight the local origins and in-
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traregional dimensions of internationalization based on exchanges of 
ideas, practices, and expertise, as well as tourist contacts. Th e volume thus 
queries the notion of a singular socialist heritage. Instead, we fi nd that it 
diff ered not only by national variations, but also within states, owing to 
subnational regional diff erences and also, temporally, as interpretations of 
socialism shifted. It is for this reason that this volume has as its central 
concept heritage under socialism, rather than socialist heritage. Th e his-
torical contextualization guiding the volume points to both collaboration 
and contestation within and between socialist countries that accompanied 
the construction of the socialist heritage canon in the aftermath of war, 
genocide, and displacement in the region. What is clear from this volume 
is that nationalization and internationalization of heritage, likewise under 
socialism, are not mutually exclusive, but rather coconstitutive.

Indeed, the socialist period has left an institutional legacy in most coun-
tries, with the local, national, and international infrastructure of heritage 
policies shaped by events since 1945, and in particular since the 1960s. 
Th ere is thus a signifi cant portion of heritage sites that remain, at least 
partly, “socialist in form” from an institutional perspective, and indeed na-
tional in content as far as the narratives are concerned, just as was the case 
under socialism. Th e chapters illustrate that one way socialist rule sought 
legitimacy was by stressing continuities with national traditions and her-
itage canons. Today, though, there is a tendency toward framing heritage 
under socialism as a history of popular rejection of the socialist narratives 
rather than as a more complex interaction of contestation, reinterpreta-
tion, and acceptance. Indeed, rising nationalism and exclusionist memory 
politics in part of Eastern and Central Europe indicate the need to re-
main wary of historical accounts framing the socialist era as a time when 
expressions of national identity were repressed, censored, and opposed. 
Turning to the history of heritage shows that it was, in many cases, a time 
when the infrastructure, institutions, and contents forming national can-
ons were developed further, particularly when it comes to their interna-
tional recognition.

Corinne Geering leads a junior research group at the Leibniz Institute for 
the History and Culture of Eastern Europe (GWZO) in Leipzig. She re-
ceived her PhD from the University in Giessen in 2018, where she was a 
doctoral fellow at the International Graduate Centre for the Study of Cul-
ture (GCSC). She has published on material culture, cultural politics, in-
ternational cooperation during the Cold War, and the use of the past for 
regional development. She is the author of Building a Common Past: World 
Heritage in Russia under Transformation, 1965–2000.
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