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[bookmark: _GoBack]History and memory are not objective and rational in terms of their retelling or interpretation. They can be emotional and subjective, influenced by individual or group identity as well as the prevailing values and politics of the country. As such, history and its memory in the practice of international relations can be operationalised by priming and mobilizing audiences. Over time, historical narratives can inform memory to the point that consensus is reached in a particular locality at a point in time, which may vary across geographical space and time. This can be then instrumentalised as a means of influencing the opinions of international audiences to rally them for or against a country. In the context of the current global geopolitical transformation from a Western-centric US unipolar configuration towards a non-Western centric multipolar order, the US seeks to disrupt their declining global power and influence. They are attempting to achieve this through the tactic of obstructive foreign policy, where the US retains its relative power and influence advantage over competitors by limiting the strengths and opportunities of the competitor and increase their weaknesses and threats. One of the means of doing this is an interpretation of key historical events, such as the Great Patriotic War and other iconic moments and thereby make Russia and other rising powers less attractive to potential international partners and collaboration. 

