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Comments to Line Gjermshusengen and Ingeborg Hjorth 

Kyrre Kverndokk, Utøya September 18, 2015 

 

First of all, thank you, Ingeborg and Line, for your papers. Your papers are inspiring and are 

working well together.  As I understand you, you are supposed to write a journal article 

together, based on these two papers. Line and Ingeborg therefore asked me if I could give a 

joint comment. The way I read the papers, the main challenge in the process of developing 

these drafts into a journal article, is to bring more complexity into the analysis, and to make it 

more dynamic. 

 

You focus both on the question of location, and on the design of the memorials. Line also 

discusses commemorative practices. But you do not put very much emphasis on the memorial 

process as production of meaning. The discussions on the memorials, the different unofficial 

initiatives, the local protests against the Sørbråten memorial is, as I see it and as Helge 

Jordheim has pointed out, really a question on how to write July 22 into Norwegian history. 

July 22 could either be understood as a radical break in history that will chance how we 

understand the Norwegian community forever, or as an example of a moral and historical 

continuity; how the Norwegian community was put on trial and tested in the most terrible 

way, but recovered by defended  our moral values. In other words, I will encourage you both 

to discuss the process of memorialization as part of a larger process of producing social 

memory, cultural memory or whatever term you would prefer.  

 

Line ends her paper by suggesting going deeper into an analysis of the interactions between 

the different stages in the memorial process as continuous negotiations of meaning. I would 

recommend you to hold on to this approach, to fully grasp the complexity of the process. The 

different utterances in the debate on the memorials are not merely different opinions; they are 

different ways of making sense out of the senseless – of producing memory of the terror 

attack. I suggest that you include a wider discussion on the production of social memory as a 

continual negotiation between a number of actors; experts, politicians, public institutions, 

organizations and informal and unofficial producers, with an emphasis on the power relations 

between the rather different kinds of actors. Through such a discussion you may be able to 

give attention more to the tensions or possible tensions in this continual negotiating process.  
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Based on your papers I will mention such possible tensions, which you have already touched 

upon, but where there is a potential for further discussions:  

 

First: The different modes of memory production 

Line claims that the public memory process started immediately after the attack. However, 

she does not go into the immediate commemoration practices in detail. I will argue that the 

ways we usually think about rituals and remembrance do not help us very much to understand 

what happened these first days. Inspired by the media scholar Henry Jenkins’ term 

convergence culture, I have suggested elsewhere to understand this process as a 

commemorative convergence. A process where old and new ways of remembering collided, 

where public institutions, the authorities and grassroots intersected, and where the power of 

the authorities and power of the grassroots, or more or less random social media users worked 

together in unpredictable ways. These unpredictable interactions resulted in the rose parades 

and the spontaneous memorials. And I would claim that the overwhelming intensity and 

immediacy of the public grief rituals was made possible by the immediate communicative 

mode of social media.  

 

I think it is productive to view the imitate grief practices as a mode of commemoration, rather 

than strictly a first stage of cultural remembrance. This mode is totally different from the 

institutionalized mode that Ingeborg is discussing in her paper. Helge Jordheim has used Jan 

and Aleida Assman’s concepts communicative and cultural memory to distinguish between 

these modes, but you could just as well term them a mode of commemorative convergence 

and a mode of institutionalized memorialization. The point is anyhow that the first mode was 

polyphone, while the second is formal and expert driven. I would like you to put more 

emphasis on the tension between these two modes of commemoration.  

 

Second: The early formulation of a master narrative  

I will emphasize the importance of love as the key concept in the immediate commemoration. 

The concept was vaguely defined. It worked as a kind of empty signifier, and that was exactly 

why it was so easy to agree upon. The combination of the love symbolism and the immediacy 

of the grief practices were powerful. The temporal merge of the terror attack and the grief 

practices made it possible for those of us who were not directly affected by the attack – what 

we could call the catastrophe audience – to experience the tragedy and the public grief rituals 

as a continuum of events. This continuum was experienced as a transformation, or even 
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transcendence, of the hatred of the terrorist into unified and all-embracing love. I regard this 

transformation as a master narrative, or at least a master plot, played out in public, and filling 

July 22, as a lieu de memorie, with a narrative content. This narrative was not just performed 

in the rose parade and later re-enacted in public during the trial. It has also been reproduced in 

a number of books, in the press and so on.  

 

This raises the question of whether this narrative to some extent moved the public attention 

away from the attack as such and over to the successful public handling of the national crises. 

As Line has pointed out, The Iron Rose of Norway, and other vernacular suggestions to the 

memorial design seem to rather commemorate the rose parades and spontaneous memorial 

than the terror attack. I would like you to reflect upon this! 

 

And how did the love narrative influence the memorial process? Did give fuel to the de-

politicization of the commemoration? I mean, why do we take it for granted that memorials in 

remembrance of the victims of a political attack on a political party ought to be politically 

neutral? How did this happen? 

 

Third: The different temporal modes 

The immediacy of commemorative convergence and the following institutionalized process 

obviously had quite different temporal modes. While the immediacy of the first days of public 

grief was transformed into an immediate urge to memorialize, was the pace of the 

institutionalized process necessarily slower. The question is how the immediacy of this first 

commemorative mode has influenced the process of raising national memorials? The two 

modes also have different time horizons – the first mode of informal practices focuses on the 

here and now and the immediate future, while the memorial process was a long term horizon. 

I would like to hear more about the temporal aspects of the interaction between the mode of 

commemorative convergence and institutionalized memorialization. 

 

Four: Who’s memory, or the right to forget  

How do personal memories relate to the memorial process? Ingeborg discusses the local 

protests against the Sørbråten memorial; while Line talked about how the neighbors last year 

removed the spontaneous memorial called “The Altar”. I would suggest that you understand 

these actions as cultural resistance, rather than simply protests. For isn’t it a kind of cultural 

resistance, claiming the right to forget, or at least claiming the right to handle personal 
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traumas as personal traumas and not to get them exposed as a national memory? I will 

encourage you to go into the dynamics between the personal right to forget and the national 

obligation to remember. And what kinds of resistance utterances are discursively possible? 

 

This is probably comments not for one, but several articles, so I just stop here. Thank you for 

inspiring papers. 

 

 

 


