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‣‣ Goal – The article develops a theoretical and analytical model for studying museum 
representations of the borderland, focusing on how these spaces become arenas of 
memory and identity construction.

‣‣ Research methodology – The article is conceptual and based on desk research. It draws 
on critical literature in museum studies, borderland studies, memory studies, and 
postcolonial theory. It proposes a qualitative methodology combining critical dis-
course analysis, visual interpretation, and the study of curatorial strategies that shape 
narratives about the borderland and the Eastern Borderlands (Kresy).

‣‣ Score/results – The article aims to:
•	 conceptualise museums as actors in memory politics and identity formation in border 

regions;
•	 analyse tensions between national, local, and minority narratives;
•	 propose analytical dimensions (e.g., inclusion/exclusion, center/periphery, symbolic 

power) for interpreting museum narratives;
•	 reflect on the museum’s role in shaping discourses on multiculturalism and identity 

in peripheral areas.
‣‣ Originality/value – The article offers a novel contribution by treating the borderland as 
an analytical category that exposes mechanisms of cultural representation and sym-
bolic hierarchy. It integrates critical borderland studies and postcolonial theory into 
museum analysis, introduces methodological tools for examining regional museums 
as cultural actors, and provides insights for both scholars and practitioners seeking 
more inclusive and dialogical forms of heritage representation.

|Keywords:  museum, borderland, Eastern Borderlands (Kresy), collective memory, 
memory politics

Studia Sieci Uniwersytetów Pogranicza | 2025 | 9

Karolina Radłowska
Karolina Radłowska
Borderland Museums in Poland – Towards a Critical Research Framework
Borderland Museums in Poland – Towards a Critical Research Framework



Borderland Museums in Poland – Towards a Critical Research Framework

279

1. Introduction

Although museums are commonly regarded as institutions entrusted with the task 
of preserving and interpreting the past for future generations, in practice they 
actively mobilise selective representations of the past to construct narratives that 
legitimise the present [Preziosi, 2012: 25]. The ways in which historical narratives 
are constructed and interpreted are shaped not only by the institutions themselves, 
but also by the socio-cultural contexts in which they operate. If we acknowledge 
that museums are cultural institutions embedded in specific social and political 
conditions, then the concept of the borderland – with its inherent complexity and 
ambiguity – presents a distinctive interpretive challenge.

Museums operating in borderland regions, drawing on the cultural heritage 
of multiethnic communities, produce narratives that – depending on the adopted 
interpretive strategy  –  may foster social integration or contribute to the repro-
duction of social divisions and exclusionary practices. In this sense, the border-
land functions as an analytical space for exploring the processes through which 
collective memory is constructed, their entanglement with memory politics, and 
their role in shaping collective identities and intergroup relations.

In the context of the growing significance of memory politics and the inten-
sifying contestation over interpretations of the past, museums have emerged as 
active participants in shaping collective memory and social identity. No longer 
neutral spaces for presenting historical facts, they are institutions actively in-
volved in the production of narratives embedded in the prevailing symbolic orders. 
As Benedict Anderson [1991: 163–185] argues, museums play a crucial role in 
constructing national “imagined communities”; they function as instruments of 
state-driven identity formation and collective memory production.

This article, conceptual and theoretical in nature, was developed within the 
framework of a research project.1 It outlines the main research assumptions, the 
significance of the subject matter, the theoretical framework, and the method-
ological rationale. The aim of the project is to develop an analytical framework 
for examining borderland museums, with particular focus on how the notion of 
the borderland – as a historical, cultural, and symbolic space – operates within 
museum narratives in Poland. Special attention is given to institutions the mission 

	 1	The article is based on research conducted as part of a project funded by the Regional 
Excellence Initiative RID/SP/0043/2024/01 at the Faculty of Sociology, University of 
Białystok.
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statements or names of which explicitly refer to the borderland or the Kresy – 
a term used to describe the former eastern territories of the Polish-Lithuanian 
Commonwealth.

2. Towards a critical reflection on borderland museums: theoretical 
foundations of the project

A museum as a cultural institution is not only a space for collecting and displaying 
objects but also a site of knowledge and power production, as well as an institution 
regulating social imaginations of the past and identity [Hooper-Greenhill, 1992; 
Bennett, 1995; Fyfe, 2006]. Museums functioning specifically in borderlands – geo-
graphical, symbolic, and cultural – require a critical reflection that takes into account 
their position within power relations, memory, and representation. This chapter 
attempts to outline the theoretical framework for a research project focused precisely 
on such institutions. It draws upon selected concepts from critical museum studies, 
critical heritage studies, postcolonial theory, and reflections on the notions of bor-
derland and the Eastern Borderlands (Kresy) as cultural and ideological constructs.

2.1. Museum as a cultural institution and site of power

One of the key theoretical categories in this project is the museum itself. According 
to the Polish law, it is defined as an institution the primary areas of the activity 
of which include collecting, exhibiting, educational, and dissemination activities 
[Journal of Laws 1997, no. 5, item 24]. On the one hand, museums serve the 
society, being inclusive institutions that promote diversity and sustainable devel-
opment [ICOM, 2022]. On the other hand, they function as sites of memory that 
construct and sustain collective memory.

Owing to the development of critical museum studies, contemporary museums 
are no longer seen merely as neutral spaces for the collection and presentation of 
objects, or as “temples of art.” Increasingly, they are understood as institutions 
embedded within structures of symbolic power, legitimising particular historical 
narratives [Bennett, 1995; Hooper-Greenhill, 1992]. Proponents of the critical 
heritage studies paradigm, such as Gordon Fyfe, emphasise that museums are 
themselves sites of knowledge and power production, actively participating in 
the creation of norms, meanings, and social hierarchies, thereby regulating social 
perceptions of the past and identity [Fyfe, 2006: 35–36].
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2.2. Museums, collective memory, and historical politics

The emergence of public museums in the late 18th century, followed by their 
dynamic development throughout the 19th century, was closely intertwined with 
the consolidation of the nation-state [Pomian, 1996]. Simultaneously, this process 
marked the beginning of the institutionalisation of collective memory. Museums 
began to collect objects of significant cultural importance that expressed a “na-
tional” identity [Anderson, 1991]. In this way, museums became key instruments 
in shaping shared memory and played a crucial role in constructing social identity 
through selective representations of the past.

The concept of collective memory was initiated by Maurice Halbwachs, who 
initially studied the social frameworks of individual memory [Halbwachs, 2008 
(1925)]. This concept was further developed by Jan and Aleida Assmann, who 
distinguished between communicative memory – linked to intergenerational and 
oral transmission and cultural memory, which is maintained through institutions, 
symbols, and the media [Assmann, 2009] These forms of memory do not exist 
in a vacuum but are deeply entangled with mechanisms of power and political 
intention

The literature frequently emphasises the connection between collective mem-
ory and mechanisms of power, which employ diverse tools to legitimise specific 
narratives [Wawrzyniak, 2014: 346–351]. One such a tool is historical politics – 
understood as a set of actions and strategies employed by the state and other 
socio-political actors regarding the interpretation, commemoration, and utilisation 
of the past for social, political, and cultural purposes. Museums play an important 
role in this process as sites of memory, where the past is selectively presented and 
interpreted through exhibitions, collections, and educational activities [Kalicka, 
Witek: 2014, 384].

Drawing on Pierre Nora’s concept, the museum itself can be understood as 
a “site of memory” (lieu de mémoire) – a symbolic space where the past is anchored, 
and collective memory is structured and preserved [Nora, 2022] Thus, as a site of 
memory, the museum not only documents historical events, but actively shapes 
their interpretation – through thematic selection, curatorial strategies, narrative 
framing, and the employed interpretative language. Public museums often func-
tion as instruments of nation-building, selectively curating the past to produce 
coherent narratives of belonging.
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3. The borderland as an analytical framework in museum studies

Museums do not operate in isolation but are embedded in specific social, politi-
cal, and cultural contexts that significantly influence their functioning, the form 
of their exhibitions, and the narratives they construct. A particularly compelling 
case, worthy of in-depth analysis, is the museum located in a borderland region. 
The borderland context is shaped by complex historical, ethnic, and cultural pro-
cesses, which vividly expose mechanisms of inclusion and exclusion, negotiation 
of meaning, and the reproduction of dominant narratives.

Despite the growing interest in the concept of the borderland – both in aca-
demic reflection and in social practice – it remains a complex, multidimensional, 
and therefore problematic notion [Babiński, 1996: 6; Niedźwiecka-Iwańczak, 2020: 
283]. As Dariusz Wojakowski points out, this reveals the historical and institution-
al conditions of the Polish sociology, in which two approaches coexist: a modernist 
one – emphasising territoriality and ethno-cultural diversity, and a constructivist 
one – focusing on the relational and symbolic dimension of borders. This tension 
gives the Polish discourse on borderlands an ambiguous yet theoretically stimu-
lating character [Wojakowski, 1990: 419–431]. A different perspective is offered 
by Agnieszka Pasieka, who argues that the borderland has become a fashionable 
and universal academic term – perfectly aligned with scholarly jargon, yet often 
detached from social realities and susceptible to ideological instrumentalisation 
[Pasieka, 2016: 127].

The social perception of the borderland is marked by ambivalence, manifested 
in a variety of often contradictory interpretations. On the one hand, in cultural 
animation practices and in theoretical reflection, alike the borderland is portrayed 
as a multicultural space of dialogue [Czyżewski, 2017: 75–86; Nikitorowicz, 1995: 
125]. On the other hand, it is also described as a space of socio-cultural tensions 
and conflicts [Sadowski, 2001]. This ambivalence stems from the fact that bor-
derlands are social and cultural spaces in which national ideologies, state power, 
and local identities intersect and are continuously negotiated [Donnan & Wilson, 
1999: 7].

Additionally, from a critical perspective, the borderland is seen as a peri
pheral area subjected to symbolic subordination by the center, which leads to the 
reproduction of the existing hierarchies of power and identity [Zarycki, 2011: 
33–54]. In this view, the borderland is not so much a space of openness as a site 
of tensions and asymmetries inscribed in the logic of center–periphery relations.
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The concept of the borderland can also be interpreted through the lens of 
Homi Bhabha’s notion of the “third space” – as a site of hybridity, negotiation, and 
cultural translation. In this perspective, the borderland is not merely a peripheral 
or contested area, but a dynamic arena in which meanings are continuously ne-
gotiated and where identity and memory are subject to ongoing reconstruction. 
This approach shifts the focus from the fixed categories of difference to processes 
of cultural interaction, symbolic transformation, and the creation of new, hybrid 
forms of belonging. At the same time, it challenges essentialist understandings of 
national or ethnic identity by emphasising the productive potential of ambiguity 
and in-betweenness. [Bhabha, 2010].

In summary, for institutions such as museums operating within the complex 
reality of the borderland, this constitutes both a challenge and an opportunity: 
they may either reproduce hegemonic frameworks of memory or open up space 
for pluralism, critical reflection, and dialogical engagement.

4. “Kresy” or borderland? Contested narratives and postcolonial 
perspectives

In the Polish academic literature, the concept of the “Kresy” is often used along-
side the term “borderland.” While some scholars treat the two as synonymous 
[Babiński, 1994: 5; Sadowski 1995: 40], and others regard them as distinct ana-
lytical categories [Bukała, 2006: 15–16; Kwaśniewski, 1997: 77–78], both groups 
agree that, in contrast to the emotionally charged notion of the “Kresy”, the term 
“borderland” is more neutral and descriptive in nature.

According to this perspective, the “Kresy” refer to specific territories of the 
former Polish‑Lithuanian Commonwealth that were lost during the partitions of 
the eighteenth century and again after World War II  –  the lands now located 
within the borders of Lithuania, Belarus, and Ukraine. Although the Kresy are often 
portrayed as a lost “Arcadia,” in reality – as Daniel Beauvois emphasises  –  they 
were spaces marked by domination, violence, and inequality [Beauvois, 2017: 
301–317]. Beauvois and other scholars argue that this Polonocentric category 
marginalises the native cultures of these territories and overlooks the current 
existence of independent states and nations [Bukała, 2006: 14–15; Kwaśniewski, 
1997: 64]. Some authors go further, drawing parallels between the Kresy and 
Western colonies, interpreting the Polish presence in these areas as a form of co-
lonial-imperial expansion [Sowa, 2011: 496]. These interpretations are influenced 
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by the growing impact of the postcolonial theory in the Polish humanities over the 
past decade. This development has been supported by the translation of seminal 
works by Edward Said [2005 (1978)], Homi Bhabha [2010 (1994)], and Leela 
Gandhi [2008 (1998)], as well as by the writings of Polish scholars such as Ewa 
Thompson, Maria Janion [2006], Bogusław Bakuła [2006, 2011, 2014], and Jan 
Sowa [2011].

Postcolonial theory – focused on analysing the structures of domination, 
subordination, and hegemony emerging from colonial experiences – offers valu-
able analytical tools for studying cultural and historical narratives. While it has 
traditionally been used to critique Western colonial empires, especially in relation 
to cultural plunder and the need to decolonise museum collections [Michalik, 
2018], its applicability is much broader. As Ewa Domańska [2008: 158] argues, 
postcolonial critique can be employed wherever power asymmetries, exclusion, 
and symbolic hierarchies persist.

In this light, the postcolonial theory becomes a means of revealing those 
aspects of culture and collective memory that are marginalised or silenced, espe-
cially in relation to difficult or suppressed histories. Bogusław Bakuła advocates 
for the use of postcolonial approaches in reinterpreting the Polish Kresy discourse, 
which he sees not only as an expression of the national nostalgia but also as 
a central component of the Polish national axiology. According to Bakuła, the 
Kresy narrative is exclusionary: it constructs the eastern territories not only as 
lost and heroic, but also as essentially and exclusively “Polish” [Bakuła, 2006: 
12–14]. Applying postcolonial theory to the study of borderland museums  –  in-
cluding those explicitly devoted to the Kresy – allows for a critical examination 
of dominant historical narratives and exposes mechanisms of marginalisation, 
exclusion, or “Orientalisation” of minority groups [Bukała, 2006; Buchowski, 
2006; Zarycki, 2013]. It encourages a reflection on how museums participate in 
shaping, reproducing, or contesting symbolic boundaries and collective memory, 
and invites the inquiry into whose voices are represented, and whose remain 
unheard.

5. Methodology

The aim of this research project is to examine how the concept of the borderland 
is represented in the exhibitions of the museums operating in the border regions 
of Poland. The analysis focuses on the content of both permanent and temporary 
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exhibitions, with particular attention paid to the ways in which cultural herit-
age is represented, the employed narrative strategies, and the presence  –  or 
absence  –  of minority, local, and national perspectives. The project seeks to 
identify which visions of the borderland are being promoted, which themes are 
emphasised, and which remain invisible or marginalised. The main research 
question posed in the project is as follows: How is the notion of the borderland 
represented and how does it function within the narratives of borderland muse-
ums? In order to deepen this analysis, the project addresses several more specific 
research questions:

1.	 What aspects of borderland heritage are emphasised, and which are omitted 
in the museum narratives?

2.	 What narrative strategies are used by the museums to construct the image 
of the borderland?

3.	 How are national and ethnic cultural heritages represented in the museum 
storytelling?

4.	 How do the museums interpret difficult or conflict-laden moments in the 
history of the region?

The research focuses on the museums the names, missions, and institu-
tional profiles of which explicitly refer to the heritage of the borderland or of 
the Kresy (former Eastern Borderlands). The project includes both institutions 
located in the contemporary border regions and those situated in the country’s in-
terior, which nonetheless refer to the borderland as a symbolic point of reference. 
The selection encompasses municipal and private museums as well as institutions 
still in the process of being established.

The study covers, among others: the Museum of Borderland Heritage and 
Culture in Brzeg Dolny [Muzeum Dziedzictwa i Kultury Kresów w Brzegu Dolnym]; 
the Museum of the Eastern Borderlands in Częstochowa [Muzeum Kresów w Często-
chowie]; the Museum of the Eastern Borderlands in Węgliniec [Muzeum Kresów 
Wschodnich w Węglińcu]; the Ignaz Reimann Museum of Borderland Culture in 
Wambierzyce [Muzeum Kultury Pogranicza im. Ignaza Reimanna w Wambierzycach]; 
the Silesian-Lusatian Borderland Museum in Żary [Muzeum Pogranicza Śląsko-Łuży-
ckiego w Żarach]; the Museum of the Eastern Lands of the Former Polish-Lithuanian 
Commonwealth in Lublin [Muzeum Ziem Wschodnich Dawnej Rzeczypospolitej w Lu-
blinie] the Borderland Museum in Działdowo [Muzeum Pogranicza w Działdowie]; 
the Museum of the Borderlands in Ostrów Mazowiecka [Muzeum Kresów w Ostrowi 
Mazowieckiej]; and the Museum of Lwów and the South-Eastern Borderlands in 
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Kuklówka Radziejowicka [Muzeum Lwowa i Kresów Południowo-Wschodnich w Kuk-
lówce Radziejowickiej].

Despite differences in the legal status, location, and the character of their 
collections, these institutions share a common orientation towards the border-
land as a framework for interpreting history and cultural identity. The project 
proceeds from the assumption that museum exhibitions are not neutral pres-
entations of facts, but rather carefully constructed interpretive spaces. Through 
the selection of artifacts, textual materials, visual arrangements, and broader 
interpretive context, they generate specific representations of the past. Accord-
ingly, the qualitative content analysis of museum exhibitions, grounded in the 
principles of critical discourse analysis is the employed core research method. 
This approach encompasses both the verbal language used in curatorial narra-
tives and the visual strategies of display, with a focus on how museums shape 
relationships among national, local, and ethnic heritage. The analysis draws on 
tools developed within discourse studies [van Dijk, 2001], while also incorpo-
rating the specificity of museum communication as a form of spatial and visual 
narration.

The research is structured around the following analytical dimensions:
1.	 Selection of exhibits – what is included and what is excluded; what types 

of objects are used to represent the borderland heritage; whether objects 
relating to ethnic minorities are present;

2.	 Structure and language of the narrative – analysis of curatorial texts, exhibit 
descriptions, labels, catalogues, and educational materials;

3.	 Spatial arrangement – how the exhibition organises relationships between 
objects, themes, and visitors; whether it constructs hierarchies, contrasts, or 
tensions;

4.	 Visuality and aesthetics – the analysis of the visual layer of the exhibition as 
an element of meaning-making.

In addition to the qualitative analysis of exhibitions, the research also in-
cludes semi-structured interviews with the museum staff in order to gain insights 
into the institutional intentions, curatorial decisions, and internal reflections on 
the representation of the borderland heritage. Additionally, desk research will 
be undertaken, focusing on institutional materials such as websites, exhibition 
catalogues, mission statements, and educational publications. This will serve to 
contextualise the exhibitions and to explore the wider discursive landscape shap-
ing museum narratives.
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6. Conclusion

This project makes an important contribution to the ongoing debates on the role 
of museums not only as the custodians of heritage, but also as active agents in its 
interpretation and reinterpretation. By examining museum narratives related to 
the borderland heritage, it demonstrates how contemporary museums construct 
images of history, identity, and intergroup relations in culturally and politically 
complex regions.

The findings provide insight into how the concept of the borderland is framed 
within institutional narratives, identifying which types of heritage are emphasised 
and which are marginalised or excluded. The project also uncovers narrative strat-
egies that either promote inclusion or reinforce exclusion of minority groups  –  an 
issue of particular relevance in current discussions on multiculturalism, memory 
politics, and identity.

One of the project’s expected outcomes is the development of analytical tools 
for critically assessing the museum exhibitions as forms of cultural discourse. 
In addition, it offers practical recommendations for more inclusive curatorial 
practices. These findings may be of value to both researchers of the heritage and 
museum studies and professionals  –  such as curators, educators, and cultural 
policymakers  – interested in fostering more diverse and dialogical representations 
of the past.

More broadly, the study contributes to the field of critical heritage and mu-
seum studies by deepening reflection on how cultural institutions shape social 
memory and identity, especially in the peripheral and borderland areas marked 
by historical tensions. Through the analysis of specific case studies, the project 
reveals the mechanisms of selection, silencing, and symbolic appropriation at 
work in museum representations of the past, and highlights the tensions between 
local experiences and national historical narratives.

|�� �R e f e r e n c e s

Act of 21 November 1996 on Museums, Journal of Laws 1997, No. 5, item 24 (Ustawa 
z dnia 21 listopada 1996 r. o muzeach, Dz.U. 1997 nr 5 poz. 24).

Anderson B., 1991, Imagined Communities: Reflections on the Origin and Spread of Natio-
nalism, Verso, London–New York.



Karolina Radłowska

288

Assmann A., 2009a, 1998 – Między historią a pamięcią, [in:] Pamięć zbiorowa i kulturowa. 
Współczesna perspektywa niemiecka, M. Saryusz-Wolska (ed.), Kraków, pp. 143–173. 

Assmann A., 2009b, Przestrzenie pamięci. Formy i przemiany pamięci kulturowej, [in:] Pa-
mięć zbiorowa i kulturowa. Współczesna perspektywa niemiecka, M. Saryusz-Wolska 
(ed.), Kraków, pp. 101–142.

Babiński G., 1994, Pogranicze etniczne, pogranicze kulturowe, peryferie. Szkic wstępny 
problematyki, “Pogranicze. Studia Społeczne”, Vol. IV, pp. 5–28.

Bakuła B., 2006, Kolonialne i postkolonialne aspekty polskiego dyskursu kresoznawczego 
(zarys problematyki), “Teksty Drugie”, No. 6, pp. 11–33.

Bakuła B., 2011, Polska i kolonialna przeszłość dzisiaj, “Nowa Krytyka”, No. 26–27, 
pp. 145–180.

Bakuła B., 2014, Colonial and Postcolonial Aspects of Polish Borderlands Studies: An Outline. 
“Teksty Drugie”, No. 1, pp. 96–123.

Bennett T., 1995, The Birth of the Museum: History, Theory, Politics, London.
Beauvois D., 2005, Trójkąt ukraiński. Szlachta, carat i lud na Wołyniu, Podolu i Kijow

szczyźnie 1793–1914, Towarzystwo Opieki nad Archiwum Instytutu Literackiego 
w Paryżu, Lublin.

Beauvois D., 1994, Mit “kresów wschodnich”, czyli jak mu położyć kres, [in:] Polskie mity 
polityczne XIX i XX wieku, W. Wrzesiński (ed.), Wrocław, pp. 93–105.

Bhabha H.K., 2010, Miejsca kultury, Kraków.
Buchowski M., 2006, The Specter of Orientalism in Europe: From Exotic Other to Stigmatized 

Brother, “Anthropological Quarterly”, Vol. 79, pp. 463–482.
Czyżewski K., 2008, Linia powrotu. Zapiski z pogranicza, Sejny.
Donnan H., Wilson T.M., 1999 Borders: Frontiers of Identity, Nation and State, Oxford–

New York.
Domańska E., 2008, Badania postkolonialne, [in:] L. Gandhi, Teoria postkolonialna: wpro-

wadzenie krytyczne, Poznań, pp. 157–164.
Fiut A., 2003, Polonizacja? Kolonizacja?, “Teksty Drugie”, No. 6, pp. 150–156.
Fyfe G., 2006, Sociology and the Social Aspects of Museums, [in:] A Companion to Museum 

Studies, S. Macdonald (ed.), Oxford, pp. 33–49.
Halbwachs M., 2008, Społeczne ramy pamięci, Warszawa
Hooper-Greenhill E., 1992, Museums and the Shaping of Knowledge, London.
Hooper-Greenhill E., 2000, Museums and the Interpretation of Visual Culture, London.
Gandhi L., 2008, Teoria postkolonialna: wprowadzenie krytyczne, Poznań.
International Council of Museums (ICOM): https://icom.museum/en/resources/stan-

dards-guidelines/museum-definition [date of access: 27.05.2025].
Janion M., 2006, Niesamowita Słowiańszczyzna: fantazmaty literatury, Kraków.
Kalicka J., Witek P., 2014, Polityka historyczna, [in:] Modi memorandi. Leksykon kultury 

pamięci, M. Saryusz-Wolska, R. Traba, J. Kalicka (eds), Warszawa.
Kaplan F.E.S. (ed.), 1994, Museums and the Making of “Ourselves”: The Role of Objects in 

National Identity, London–New York.



Borderland Museums in Poland – Towards a Critical Research Framework

289

Kieniewicz S., 2006, Kresy jako przestrzeń europejska, [in:] Dziedzictwo Kresów  – nasze 
wspólne dziedzictwo?, J. Purchla (ed.), Kraków, pp. 378–387.

Kobielska M., 2020, Muzeum narracyjne – muzeum doświadczeniowe. Uwagi terminologiczne, 
“Teksty Drugie”, No. 4, pp. 15–36.

Koter M., 1997, Kresy państwowe – geneza i właściwości w świetle doświadczeń geografii 
politycznej, [in:] Kresy – pojęcie i rzeczywistość, K. Hantke (ed.), Warszawa, pp. 53–63.

Kwaśniewski K., 1997, Społeczne rozumienie relacji kresów i terytorium narodowego, [in:] 
Kresy – pojęcie i rzeczywistość, K. Handke (ed.), Warszawa, pp. 63–84.

Macdonald S., 2003, Museums, National, Postnational and Transcultural Identities, “Mu-
seum and Society”, Vol. 1(1), pp. 1–16.

Nora P., 2022, Między pamięcią a historią, Gdańsk.
Niedźwiecka-Iwańczuk N., 2020, Pogranicze, [in:] Studia nad granicami i pograniczami. 

Leksykon, E. Opiłowska i in. (eds), Warszawa, pp. 283–294.
Nikitorowicz T., 1995, Pogranicze, tożsamość, edukacja międzykulturowa, Białystok.
Pasieka A., 2016, Jak uratować pogranicze? O teoretycznych modach i metodologicznych 

pułapkach, “Wielogłos. Pismo Wydziału Polonistyki UJ”, No. 2(28), pp. 125–144.
Pomian K., 2016, Muzea i narody w Europie Środkowej przed pierwszą wojną światową, 

Warszawa.
Preziosi D., 2012, Mózg ciała ziemi. Muzea i ramowanie modernizmu, [in:] Display. Strategie 

wystawiania, M. Hussakowska, E. M. Tatar (eds), Kraków, pp. 15–36.
Sadowski A., 2004, Pogranicze jako przedmiot badań socjologicznych w warunkach inte-

gracji europejskiej, [in:] Pogranicza i multikulturalizm w warunkach Unii Europejskiej. 
Implikacje dla wschodniego pogranicza Polski, K. Krzysztofek, A. Sadowski (eds), Vol. I, 
Białystok, pp. 15–27.

Sadowski A., 1995, Pogranicze polsko-białoruskie: tożsamość mieszkańców, Białystok.
Said E.W., 1991, Orientalizm, Warszawa.
Skórczewski D., 2012 Melancholia dyskursu kresoznawczego, “Porównania”, No. 11, 

pp. 125–138.
Sowa J., 2011, Fantomowe ciało króla. Peryferyjne zmagania z nowoczesną formą, Kraków.
Śleszyński W., 2002, Kresy czy Pogranicze?, “Biuletyn Historii Pogranicza”, No. 1, 

pp. 100–103.
Thompson E., 2005, Said a sprawa polska. Przeciwko kulturowej bezsilności peryferii, “Eu-

ropa. Tygodnik Idei”, No. 65, pp. 11–13.
Thompson E., 2000, Trubadurzy imperium. Literatura rosyjska i kolonializm, Kraków.
Traba R., 2013, Kresy: miejsce pamięci w procesie reprodukcji kulturowej, [in:] Polska 

Wschodnia i orientalizm, T. Zarycki (ed.), Warszawa, pp. 146–170.
Traba R., 2015, Historia nie na sprzedaż, Warszawa.
van Dijk T.A., 2001, Critical Discourse Analysis, [in:] The Handbook of Discourse Analysis, 

D. Schiffrin, D. Tannen, H. E. Hamilton (eds), Oxford, pp. 352–371.
Wawrzyniak J., 2014, Pamięć zbiorowa, [in:] Modi memorandi. Leksykon kultury pamięci, 

M. Saryusz-Wolska, R. Traba, J. Kalicka (eds), Warszawa, pp. 346–351.



Karolina Radłowska

290

Wojakowski D., 2013, Kłopoty z pograniczem. Socjologia wobec tradycji i ponowoczesno-
ści, “Zeszyty Naukowe Politechniki Śląskiej. Seria: Organizacja i Zarządzanie”, 
pp. 419–431.

Wróblewska M., 2025, Kolonialny kompleks muzeum: Wyzwania dekolonizacji w Europie 
Środkowo-Wschodniej na przykładzie Muzeum Etnograficznego w Warszawie, “Kontek-
sty. Polska Sztuka Ludowa”, No. 346(3), DOI: 10.36744/k.4077, pp. 3–9.

Zarycki T., 2011, Peryferie czy pogranicza? Krytyczne spojrzenie na współczesne sposoby 
posługiwania się pojęciem “pogranicza”, [in:] Peryferie i pogranicza. O potrzebie róż-
norodności, B. Jałowiecki, S. Kapralski (eds), Warszawa, pp. 33–54.

Zarycki T., 2013, Polskie dyskursy o „Wschodzie” wewnętrznym i zewnętrznym – próba 
analizy krytycznej, [in:] Polska Wschodnia i orientalizm, T. Zarycki (ed.), Warszawa, 
pp. 86–106.


