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SOVIET INTERNATIONAL PEACE PRIZES
IN THE IDEOLOGICAL DIMENSION OF THE “COLD WAR”

The article deals with the problem of introduction and functioning of Soviet Peace Awards in the system of ideological
confrontation during the Cold War period. The degree of scientific research of the problem has been determined. The arti-
cle highlights the prerequisites, reasons and main factors of the introduction of the award, its gradual modification during
the years. It has been defined that one of the main tasks of the Prize was to represent the Soviet Union in the international
arena as a peacemaking state. The regulatory documents that defined the mechanism for awarding Soviet peace prizes
have been analyzed. Special attention has been paid to the newly created award as an important tool for ideological con-
frontation with Western countries and a method of encouraging for supporters of communist ideology in different states.
The financial sources of the award’s origin and the specifics of its presentation to the winners have been highlighted.
A significant role in the study is assigned to the analysis of various projects for the establishment of the Peace Prize and
the main arguments of their developers. It has been determined that the newly created prize is based on the opposite of
the Nobel Peace Prize. The main features of the Competition Commission of the Stalin Peace Prize activity have been
revealed. It is proved that the prominent role in awarding prizes played the Soviet leadership and personally J. Stalin. This
took into account the loyal attitude of the candidates for the award to the Soviet Union and its policies, the facts of the
nominees’stay on USSR territory, and the evidence of support for the socialist system in social or literary activities. At the
same time, Soviet officials exerted pressure on the members of the award committee, carried out a constant rotation of its
participants. Special attention has been paid to determining the amount of the award in monetary terms and the issue of
non-material incentives for laureates. In conclusion, the issues of transformation of the Stalin Peace Prize into the Lenin
Prize have been considered, and the main prerequisites for this process have been determined.
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PAJISIHCBHKI IPEMII «3A 3SMILHEHHS MUPY MIK HAPOJAMM»
B IJEOJOTTYHOMY BUMIPI «XOJIOTHOI BIMHW»

Y cmammi posensoacmocs npobrema 3anposaddicenuss ma QYHKYIOHY8aHHI PAOSIHCOKUX NPEeMIll MUpy 6 CUCmeMi i0eo-
JI02TUHO20 NPOMUCMOAHHS NEPiody «XON00HOI Gitinuy. OKpecieHo Cmyninb HAYKO8020 OCMUCeHHs npoonemu. Buceimneno
nepeoyMosuU, NpUHUHY Ma OCHOBHI YUHHUKU 3aNpOBAO0IICEHHs npemii, iT nocmynogy 6uoosminy. 3 ’scoeano, wo 0Onum i3 2ono-
BHUX 3A60aHb 3ACHOBAHOT Ha2opodu byna penpesenmayis Paosncokozo Coto3y Ha MidicHapOOHil apeni K 0eparcasu-mupom-
sopysi. [Ipoananizo8ano HOpMamueHi OOKYMEeHmMU, U0 BUSHAYUALU MEXAHIZM NPUCYOHCEHHS PAOSHCOKUX NPeMiltl Mupy. SHauHy
yeazy npuoiieHo HOBOCMBOPEHill NpeMii K 8aAXCIUBOMY IHCIPYMEHMY i0e0102i4H020 NPOMUCTOAHHA 3 KpaiHamu 3axo0y
ma memooy 3a0X0UeHHs NPUXUTbHUKIE KOMYHICMUYHOI i0eonocii 6 pisHux Oepawcasax. Buceimieno numanHa noxoosceH-
HsL (pinarcosux Oxcepen npemii ma ocobausocmi it pyuenHst iaypeamam. Bazomy pons y 00CniodiceHHI 6106€0eHO aHAi3y
PI3HUX NPOEKMIG [3 3ACHYBAHHS NPEMILL MUPY Ma OCHOBHUX ApPSyMEeHmMIE IXHIX po3pobHuKie. Bcmanosneno, wo padsucoka
npemis 6yna 3acrnoeana na npomusazy Hobeniecvkivi npemii mupy. Poskpumo ocnosHi ocobausocmi pobomu KOHKYPCHOL
Komicii Cmanincokoi npemii’ mupy. JJosedeno, wo supiuiaivhy poib y NPUCYONCEeHHI Npemill MAlo PAOsSHCbKe KePIGHUYMBO
ma ocobucmo H. Cmanin. Ipu ybomy 6paxo8yéanocs nosnvhe cmagnents Kanouoamie na Hazopody 0o Padsucurkozo Coiozy
ma tioeo nonimuxu, pakmu nepedbysanms nominanmis na mepumopii CPCP, 3aceioueHHs niOmpumKy coyianicmudnol cuc-
memu y 2poMaoCuKill uu iimepamypHitl OisibHocmi. Boonouac padsincoki MONCHOBIAOYT YUHUIU MUCK HA YIEHI6 KOMImemy
i3 NPUCyOdICeH s NPemii, RPOBOOUIU NOCMITIHY POMAayiio 1020 cKaady. Yeazy npuoiieHo i GU3HAYEeHHIO PO3MIPY HA20pOoOU 6
2POULOBOMY eKBIBAIeHMI MA HeMAMEPIATbHOMY 3A0X04eHH 0 1aypeamis. Hacamkineys pozensnymo numarnts mpancgopma-
yii Cmanincokoi npemii mupy Ha JIeHIHCObKY, BUBHAUEHO OCHOBHI NEPEOYMOBU UbO2O NPOUEC).

Knrouoei cnosa: npemis mupy, MisxcHapooHa nonimuxa, «Xon00Ha GiliHAY, CIMUMYIIO8AHHS, HA20POOd.
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Problem statement. The first representations of
the USSR in the international arena as a World War 11
winner had to testify the loyalty of new Soviet foreign
partners. It was especially important in the conditions
of'the Cold War when ideological features were pushed
into the forefront. In this aspect, the establishment of
the Stalin International Peace Prize is of particular
interest, bacause it was perceived as an alternative to
the Nobel Prize. For the Soviet leadership, it was a kind
of symbol of Soviet peacemaking, encouraging famous
personalities to cooperate with the Soviet regime,
and showing loyalty in the countries of the socialist
commonwealth. An objective study of the Soviet
Peace Prize will allow us to understand the role of the
state, which is endowed with the means of sanctions,
propaganda and incentives, the use of which makes it
possible to adjust the directions of political and cultural
development. By awarding a certain prize, the state not
only expressed its gratitude for an extraordinary act,
but also promotes certain political and cultural values,
provides a model to follow

Analysis of recent research and publications.
After the USSR collapse the researches of Stalin era
have been increased, including the papers on the history
of state awards. The problem of Soviet award system
has been studied by M. O. Dei and A. L. Diomin,
(Heit, 2005; demun). Among the general works on the
Stalin prizes, we should mention the publications of
Russian scientists P. V. Akhmanayev and V. L. Ivkin
(Axmanaes, 2016; Bkun, 2013) and the authors of the
documentary collection “Stalin prizes: two sides of one
medal” V. F. Svinyin and K. A. Oseev (Craiunckue
mpemun, 2007). O. S. Nagornaya’s research is devoted
to the issue of Stalin Peace award as a method of
cultural diplomacy (Haropnas, 2018). The lack of
special research devoted to the analysis of Soviet Peace
Prize strengthens the scientific relevance of this paper.

The purpose of the article is to analyze the forms
and specific of Soviet international representation in
the conditions of the “Cold War”, to show the methods
and principles of awarding for peace activity during
late-Stalin and post-Stalin era.

Main body. The analysis of Communist Party
documents indicates the competition of several
projects of international awards within the Soviet and
global peacekeeping movement. They were united by
their orientation as opposed to the Nobel Prizes, but
the appearance of the prizes was presented in different
ways. An ctive preparatory work on the establishment
of the Soviet symbolic project as an alternative to
the Nobel Prize began in December 1947, however,
the proposed options were rejected in order to make
changes, most likely due to the unsuitability of the
name. At the same time, the main purpose of the
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awards was precisely to influence various target
groups of hostile capitalist states and countries in the
newly acquired sphere of influence.

The World Congress of Peace Supporters, funded
from Moscow, simultaneously with the Soviet party
organs hatched the idea of establishing its own awards.
The order received from the Central Committee
of the CPSU(b) instructed the Soviet delegates “in
their speeches at the congress... to emphasize the
leading role of the Soviet Union in protecting peace”
(Danees — Cranuny, 1949).

Developing their own project to encourage efforts
to maintain peace in the USSR style, the party
organs tried to block the development of alternative
initiatives by international public organizations,
through which the Soviet Union tried to push its
vision of the world order and mobilize international
public opinion against its opponents. The World
Congress of Peace Supporters, funded from Moscow,
simultaneously with the Soviet party organs hatched
the idea of establishing its own awards. The order
received from the Central Committee of the CPSU(b)
instructed the Soviet delegates “in their speeches
at the congress... to emphasize the leading role of
the Soviet Union in protecting peace” (PameeB —
Cranuny, 1949). Despite the fact that the jury of the
award from the USSR included Vanda Vasilevska,
no independent Soviet work was submitted to the
competition (Mexaynapoanbie CTalUMHCKHUE TPEMUN
mupa, 1950: 3).

The need to contrast this award with the authority
of the USSR was emphasized in November 1949 by
one of the most prominent ambassadors of Soviet
cultural diplomacy, A. Fadeev, noting in a letter
to Stalin that the prize of the World Congress of
Peace Supporters “cannot, either by the nature of the
award or by its scale, acquire such a world-political
significance as the international prize of the Soviet
Union could have” (®anees — Cranuny, 1949).

The new decision was published on the 70th
anniversary of the leader, the annual presentation
was timed to his birthday. Most of the parameters,
except for the reduced amount of remuneration, were
borrowed from the Central Committee’s agitprop
project on the Lenin prizes of the Soviet Union.
Publicly, the motivation of the authors of the new
project was expressed on the pages of the central
press of the USSR, however, on behalf of the Union
of Czechoslovak Writers: “... no one in the world,
except the Soviet Union, would have the moral right
to establish and award peace prizes in our time and
no one’s name, except the name of Comrade Stalin,
the prizes could not be named” (Yka3 Ilpesnmnyma
BepxosHoro Coseta CCCP, 1949).
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Thus, on December 29, 1949, the Presidium of
the Supreme Soviet of the USSR established the
International Stalin Prize “For Strengthening Peace
Among Nations” for the annual award of “citizens of
any country of the world, regardless of their political,
religious and racial differences, for outstanding
services in instigating instigators of war and for the
strengthening of peace” in the amount of 5 to 10 with
the awarding of a diploma, a gold breastplate with the
image of J. V. Stalin and a reward of 100 thousand
rubles (Ykaz llpesmmuyma BepxoBHoro Cosera
CCCP, 1949).

The new decision was published on the 70th
anniversary of the leader, the annual presentation
was timed to his birthday. Most of the parameters,
except for the reduced amount of remuneration, were
borrowed from the Central Committee’s agitprop
(Agitation and propaganda department) project on the
Lenin prizes of the Soviet Union.

Decisions on awarding the prize were made by the
Committee on International Stalin Prizes formed by
the Presidium of the Supreme Soviet of the USSR,
which consisted of “representatives of democratic
forces from around the world” on Stalin’s birthday
(Mexnynaponusle  CTanMHCKME MIPEMUH  MUpa,
1950: 3). The first promotion took place on April 6,
1951, although it was planned for 1950 (Axmanaes,
2016: 132).

The first Committee first of all contained of
representatives of scientificand literature elite, who had
international recognition and established themselves
as “friends of the Soviet Union” back in the interwar
period. The party-state nature of the initiative had to
be veiled by a specially formed committee, which
had an emphatically international status due to the
inclusion of representatives of “democratic forces”
from all over the world. The Committee’s decisions
demonstrated the logic of selecting candidates:
initially information was requested on the members of
the World Peace Council, then suitable persons were
selected from them, most of whom had extensive
experience in the Soviet Union and made public
expressions of loyalty to the socialist system. Among
them it should be highlighted L. Aragon, B. Brecht,
P. Neruda, D. Pritt (Haropuas, 2018: 345). Some of
members of the committee were persecuted for their
beliefs by ideological opponents of the USSR, and it
had an ideological meaning.

In addition to the wide geographical coverage, it
is worth emphasizing the specifics of the choice of
Soviet representatives — they all had a wide network
of personal international contacts in the professional
area, were members of peace committees, headed the
USSR friendship societies with other countries and
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were actively used as ambassadors of Soviet cultural
diplomacy (Gould-Davies, 2003: 93).

The importance of the Committee’s activities for
representation of peacekeeping efforts The USSR,
not only in the international arena, but also within the
country, is emphasized by the media reflection of its
decisions. The protocols were necessarily published in
the central press (Pravda, Izvestia), often a newspaper
editorial was assigned to this, where photographs and
the full text of congratulatory and response speeches
were posted.

It should be mentioned, that thematic brochures
were printed annually, which included biographies
of the laureates, a list of their publications, a list of
literature recommended for additional reading. Very
generous funding was provided for the activities of the
Committee. Until 1961, the amount of 100 thousand
rubles was attached to the gold medal with the image
of Stalin (Haropmas, 2018: 346). In addition to the
amount, it should be taken into account that most
often the prize was awarded by a foreign laureate in
dollar equivalent at the “image” high exchange rate
for the Soviet ruble.

Besides, luxury financing was also assumed for
the members of the Committee themselves. They
enjoyed all the benefits of the Soviet health care
system, including resorts, each of their visits was
built according to the scenario of the pre-war cult
show: visits to theaters, scientific institutes, meetings
with creative figures, trips to Leningrad, individual
guided tours in museums, ceremonial breakfasts in
hotels. In addition to the award, the laureates also had
the opportunity to travel around the USSR, purchase
clothes, books and albums at the expense of the
Committee’s budget.

The question of the independence and freedom
of the Committee’s decisions weighed down both its
external image and internal discussions throughout
the period. Firstly, that the Soviet party organs used
not so much means of open pressure on the members
of the committee as manipulated the composition
of the body, which included representatives of the
international community who had been tested for a
long period of scientific and cultural cooperation with
the USSR.

Secondly, the Department of the Central
Committee of the CPSU for Relations with
Communist and Workers’ Parties of the Socialist
countries acted through the Soviet members of the
committee and the chairman himself. Numerous
protocols contain D. Skobeltsyn’s reservations that he
used breaks in meetings to contact representatives of
supervising bodies to clarify questions about funding
for a particular year.
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His answer to Dembovsky at the 1952 meeting
is noteworthy, and explains why he insists on
awarding the prize to 1. Ehrenburg, and not to
T. Lysenko: “It seems to me that the Committee
will share the point of view that when nominating
a candidate, it is necessary to take into account the
opinion of Soviet public organizations. I can inform
you here that the Soviet organizations support this
year the candidacy of... Ehrenburg” [Cranunckue
npemun, 2007: 372].

The analysis of the professional affiliation of the
laureates confirms the thesis about the revision of
the foundations of foreign policy representations of
the pre-war period in connection with the increasing
dispersion of the global interests of the USSR.
Contrary to the atheistic attitudes of the Soviet state,
peace prizes were purposefully awarded to leaders of
religious denominations. The Committee members
regularly spoke about the “great importance” of
including “active figures, representatives of Catholics”
in the lists of laureates (Axmanaes, 2016: 213). The
importance of using the religious factor increased in
the case of solving specific tasks to stabilize relations
with the countries of the socialist block.

It should be mentioned that selected representatives
of the Russian Orthodox Church were allowed to
attend the award ceremonies for foreign priests, in
particular,

Metropolitan Nikolai of Krutitsky and Kolomna
(who held the position of chairman of the Department
of External Church Relations of the Moscow
Patriarchate), Protopresbyter Kolchitsky (Harophas,
2018: 347). Their welcoming speeches contained a
minimum of Christian rhetoric, but were extremely
important for rejecting the accusations of Western
journalists in the absence of freedom of conscience in
the USSR. The documents show that journalists did
ask similar questions to priestly laureates during their
stay in Moscow, but all of them, referring to their
personal impressions and communication with Soviet
representatives of different faiths, denied the fact of
lack of freedom.

A special group of laureates were victims of real
or staged racist policies in Western countries, heroes
of protest and liberation movements in third World
countries. For example, in 1952, in the list of laureates
we find Paul Robson, a famous African-American
musician who in the post-war USSR became an
expression of the love of the Soviet people for the
racial groups oppressed in the United States (Gould-
Davies, 2003: 194).

The politicized nature of the awards also affected
the ways of handling the monetary components
of the laureates, among whom there is a tradition
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of presenting encouragement as achievements of
their people as a whole and transferring money to
actual peacekeeping campaigns. Thus, Korean civil
activist Park deng ai handed over her prize “for
the upbringing of orphans of Korean patriots who
heroically defended the freedom and independence
of Korea against the American invaders and gave
their lives for their homeland”; Mexican Heriberto
Jara decided to give the monetary part of the prize to
expand the great campaign of the struggle for peace
(Haropmnast, 2018: 347).

In 1956, in the wake of discussions about the cult
of personality and the beginning of de-Stalinization,
the award and its committee were renamed to
International Lenin Prize V. I. Lenin: the medals
and diplomas already awarded were supposed to
be reissued in new symbols (MBkun, 2013: 42).
However, the three-pronged goal of promoting the
Soviet-style vision of peacemaking, encouraging
opposition and revolutionary-minded figures loyal
to the Soviet Union, and forming a network of
authoritative international actors associated with
the socialist project remained unchanged until the
collapse of Soviet state.

Conclusions. Thus, in the post-war situation
of the undesirability of using the term revolution
in foreign policy representations, it was replaced
by peacemaking rhetoric. The successful use of the
USSR ’s authority as a victorious and liberating power
made it possible, under the guise of new images, to
encourage essentially revolutionary (liberation,
protest, anti-colonial) activities in accordance with
the global interests of the socialist block. The effect
of the implementation of the Stalin Prize project to
promote “Soviet-style peacemaking” and symbolic
encouragement of a certain category of outstanding
actors of the Cold War was manifested both in the
internal and external environment. The laureates
became important links in the cultural and diplomatic
network of the USSR. Through them, relevant
propaganda information was distributed in the
country and the region.

The awarding of Peace prizes became an occasion
for inviting large delegations from certain countries
to the USSR, involving them in the procedures of
the traditional Soviet cult show. After visiting the
USSR and a lavish reception, as well as treatment
and rest in the best sanatoriums, the fighters for peace
published articles and books about the USSR in their
country, which was most often inaccessible to direct
informational influence from Moscow. In addition,
during conversations with foreign journalists, the
laureates broadcast a positive image of the Soviet
Union to the public of Western countries.



[cTopis

..............................................................................................................................................................

BIBLIOGRAPHY

1. Anekcees A. I. Jlaypeats MexyHapOoIHBIX CTAIMHCKUX NPEMUH «3a YKpeIuieHne Mupa Mex 1y Hapogammy. JIeHuH-
rpazn, 1954. 42 c.

2. Axwmanaes I1. B. Cranunckue npemuu. Mocksa : Pycckue Butsazu, 2016. 276 c.

3. Heit M. O. [lep>kaBHi HATOPOIH K HABHIITA (hopMa MPaBOBOTO 3a0X0ueHHs. [Ipaso i 6eznexa. 2005. No4-5. C. 129-133.

4. Ilemun A. JI. HarpajiHas cuctema rocyapcTBa Kak KOMIOHEHT nonutuueckoit Kynbsrypbl. URL: http://www.dslib.net/
soc-filosofia/nagradnaja-sistema-gosudarstva-kak-komponent-politicheskojkultury.html (zata 3Bepuenns: 11.12.2021 p.).

5. UBkun B. U. Kax ormensmu Cramunckue mnpemuu. Jokymentsl IIK KIICC u Cosera munuctpoB CCCP,
1953-1967 rr. Ucmopuueckuii apxus. 2013. Ne 6. C. 3—49.

6. Mexnynaponabie CTamiHCKIE TIPeMun Mupa. Jlumepamyphas eazema. 26 nexadps 1950 .

7. Haropnas O. C. OT MEpOBO#i peBOMIOIIH K uMIieprn Mupa? CTaTHHCKHE TPEMHHN B KOHTEKCTE TTOCTICBOCHHBIX peripe-
sentarmii CCCP. Ypoxu Oxmsabps u npaxmuxu coeemcxoti cucmemwt. 1920—1950-¢ ee. : MaTepuanbl X MEXITyHAPOTHON KOH-
(epeniyn, T. Mocksa, 5—7 nexadpst 2017 . Mocksa : [Tonutnueckast surmkioneans ; [Ipesunenrckuii uentp b. H. Enbruna,
2018. C. 341-349.

8. CranmHckue npemMuu. J[Be cTOPOHBI OZHON Menanu : COOPHHK JOKYMEHTOB U XYHZOXXECTBEHHO-ITYOIMIUCTHICCKIX
MarepuaioB / cocT. B. ®@. CeunsnH, K. A. OceeB. HoBocubupck : M3narenpctBo « CBHHBHH 1 CHIHOBBs), 2007. 879 c.

9. Vxa3 IIpesummyma Bepxosroro CoBera CCCP «O0 yupexneHnu MexyHaporHbix CTaTHHCKHUX IPeMui “3a yKperure-
Hue Mupa Mexxy Hapogamu”». URL: http://www.oldgazette.ru/pravda/21121949/text2.html (nara 3sepuenns: 11.12.2021 p.).

10. ®anmees — CranuHy 00 yupexnaenun MexayHaponabix npemuii Coserckoro Corosa. 11 wHosiops 1949 r. URL:
http://www.alexanderyakovlev.org/fond/issues-doc/1016259 (nara 3Bepuenns: 10.12.2021 p.).

11. Babiracki P. Soviet Soft Power in Poland: Culture and the Making of Stalin’s New Empire 1943—1957. North Carolina,
2015.

12. Gould-Davies N. The Logic of Soviet Cultural Diplomacy. Diplomatic History. 2003. Vol. 27. Ne 2. P. 193—194.

REFERENCES

1. Alekseev, A. G. Laureaty mezhdunarodnyh stalinskih premij “Za ukreplenie mira mezhdu narodami” [Laureates of the
International Stalin Prizes “For strengthening Peace between peoples™]. Leningrad, 1954. 42 s. [in Russian]

2. Ahmanaev, P. V. Stalinskie premii [Stalin Prizes]. Moskva: Russkie Vityazi, 2016. 276 s. [in Russian]

3. Dei, M. O. Derzhavni nahorody yak naivyshcha forma pravovoho zaokhochennia [State awards as the highest form of
legal encouragement]. Pravo i bezpeka. 2005. Ne 4-5. S. 129-133. [in Ukrainian]

4. Demin, A. L. Nagradnaya sistema gosudarstva kak komponent politicheskoj kul’tury [The award system of the state as
a component of political culture]. URL: http://www.dslib.net/soc-filosofia/nagradnaja-sistema-gosudarstva-kak-komponent-
politicheskojkultury.html (accessed on: 11.12.2021). [in Russian]

5. Ivkin, V. I. Kak otmenyali stalinskie premii. Dokumenty CK KPSS i Soveta ministrov SSSR, 1953-1967 gg. [How the
Stalin prizes were canceled. Documents of the Central Committee of the CPSU and the Council of Ministers of the USSR,
1953-1967]. Istoricheskij arhiv. 2013. Ne 6. P. 3-49. [in Russian]

6. Mezhdunarodnye Stalinskie premii mira [International Stalin Peace Prizes]. Literaturnaya gazeta. 26 dekabrya
1950 g. [in Russian]

7. Nagornaya, O. S. Ot mirovoj revolyucii k imperii mira? Stalinskie premii v kontekste poslevoennyh reprezentacij
SSSR [From the world revolution to the empire of the world? Stalin Prizes in the context of post-war representations of
the USSR]. Uroki Oktyabrya i praktiki sovetskoj sistemy. 1920—1950-e gody : materialy X mezhdunarodnoj konferencii,
Moskva, 5-7 dekabrya 2017 g. Moskva : Politicheskaya enciklopediya ; Prezidentskij centr B. N. El’cina, 2018. P. 341-349.
[in Russian]

8. Stalinskie premii: Dve storony odnoj medali. Sbornik dokumentov i hudozhestvenno-publicisticheskih materialov
[Stalin Prizes: Two sides of the same coin. Collection of documents and artistic and journalistic materials] / sost.
V. F. Svin’in, K. A. Oseev. Novosibirsk : Izd-vo “Svin’in i synov’ya”, 2007. 879 s. [in Russian]

9. Ukaz Prezidiuma Verhovnogo Soveta SSSR «Ob uchrezhdenii mezhdunarodnyh Stalinskih premij “Za ukreplenie mira
mezhdu narodami”» [Decree of the Presidium of the Supreme Soviet of the USSR «On the establishment of the International
Stalin Prizes “For Strengthening Peace between Peoples”»]. URL: http://www.oldgazette.ru/pravda/21121949/text2.html
(accessed on: 11.12.2021). [in Russian]

10. Fadeev — Stalinu ob uchrezhdenii mezhdunarodnyh premij Sovetskogo Soyuza. 11.11.1949 g. [Fadeev to Stalin
on the establishment of the International Prizes of the Soviet Union]. URL: http://www.alexanderyakovlev.org/fond/issues-
doc/1016259 (accessed on: 10.12.2021). [in Russian]

11. Babiracki, P. Soviet Soft Power in Poland: Culture and the Making of Stalin’s New Empire 1943—1957. North
Carolina, 2015.

12. Gould-Davies, N. The Logic of Soviet Cultural Diplomacy. Diplomatic History. 2003. Vol. 27, no. 2. P. 193-194.

50 AxTyaspHI TMTAHHS r'ymaHiTApHMUX HayK. Bum 46, Tom 1, 2021



