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ABHANDLUNGEN 

Serhy Yekelchyk, Victoria/Canada 

The Leader, the Victory, and the Nation: 
Public Celebrations in Soviet Ukraine under Stalin (Kiev, 1943-1953)* 

Soviet troops entered Kiev in the early morning hours of 6 November 1943. The residents 
were waiting for the first Soviet soldiers whom they welcomed, in the words of one early 
report, with tears in their eyes, but also with "cigarettes, home-made tobacco blend, wine, 
home-made liqueur, and patties."1 This description reads more naturally than a more formal 
contemporary report about the Kievans "expressing their profound gratitude to the Leader, 
Comrade Stalin, for his wise guidance of the Red Army in the liberation of Kiev,"2 but I am 
not suggesting that the latter information was false. In fact, these could be two different 
descriptions of the same event - one emphasizing the spontaneity of popular sentiment and 
another narrating the liberation in proper political language. But even if both party officials 
were being completely truthful, Kievans themselves were accustomed to expressing even 
genuine sentiment in language appropriate to the moment, or as Stephen Kotkin would say, 
"speaking Bolshevik."3 In any case, with Nazi collaborators, Ukrainian nationalists, and 
others who had reason to expect repression having gone west, the majority of the remaining 
population was favorably disposed toward the Soviet power. 

The descriptions of these first encounters between the populace and the Soviet authori- 
ties, however, reveal bureaucrats' concern over the appropriate celebration of the city's 
liberation. When political officers and party organizers recorded (or invented) the details of 
the people's welcome and expressions of gratitude to Stalin, they framed the various events 
of their chaotic first hours in Kiev into a coherent narrative of a "popular celebration." In 
subsequent years, the Ukrainian authorities applied enormous efforts toward organizing 
various holiday celebrations in their capital, but the events of November 1943 encapsulated 
the difficulties of their endeavor. Old revolutionary holidays were intertwined with libera- 
tion dates, occasions specific to Ukraine conflicted with ail-Union festivals, and spontaneity 
had to be replaced by orderliness. 

Under Stalin, the state saw public celebrations as important political rituals allowing the 
citizenry to demonstrate its support for the Soviet cause. The affirmation of allegiance in- 
creasingly took the form of thanking Stalin for his "gift" of freedom, prosperity, and happi- 

* 
Earlier versions of this paper were presented at the international conference on "Divided Historical 

Cultures? The Impact of World War II on the Shaping of National Symbols and Collective Memory 
Cultures in East Central Europe" (30 May-1 June 2003, Lviv University) and at the workshop on "Citi- 
zenship, Nationality, and the State in Russian and Soviet History" (Harvard University, 26-28 March 
2004). I would like to thank the organizers and participants of these conferences for their helpful com- 
ments, and Marta D. Olynyk for her assistance with the stylistic editing of this paper. My research on 
political rituals in postwar Ukraine has been supported by a grant from the Social Sciences and Humani- 
ties Research Council of Canada 

1 
Derzhavnyi arkhiv Kyivskoi oblasti (hereafter DAKO), fond 1, opys 3, sprava 5, ark. 28. 

"Ibidem ark. 53. 
3 See Stephen Kotkin Magnetic Mountain: Stalinism as a Civilization. Berkeley 1995. 

Jahrbücher für Geschichte Osteuropas 54 (2006) H. 1 O Franz Steiner Verlag Wiesbaden GmbH, Sitz Stuttgart/Germany 
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4 Serhy Yekelchyk 

ness.4 Although ideologues carefully staged such mass celebrations, they wished to believe 
that at rallies and parades people were expressing their objective political identities. Cultural 
historians, however, have viewed public ceremonies as symbolic representations of the ideal 
social order.5 In the field of Russian history, Karen Pétrone has written about prewar Soviet 
festivals as representations of ideal Soviet society, complete with its social, national, and 
gender hierarchies.6 Building upon Petrone's interpretation, in this paper I will attempt to 
expand on this analysis of Stalinist festivals by analyzing them as political and cultural 
practices establishing individuals' symbolic relationship to the state. Since political rituals 
did not express stable identities - nor were state policies fixed - symbolic interactions in 
public space remained fluid. Hence the unending concern of authorities over the proper 
organization of celebrations. 

Official holidays and commemorations institutionalize a nation's collective memory into 
a series of cyclical rituals. In the wake of a great war and major territorial changes, the So- 
viet Ukrainian calendar of holidays was undergoing major changes to take into account the 
new political and ideological realities. It assimilated with great difficulty new holidays that 
had been created during the war and the celebrations specific to the Ukrainian republic. In 
the long run, the authorities downgraded war-related festivals, while absorbing some holi- 
days specific to Ukraine into the Soviet canon. This evolution reflected larger ideological 
processes during High Stalinism, just as the critique of "spontaneity" during festive events 
mirrored contemporary efforts to restore strict ideological control. In the end, though, the 
party apparatus was able to ensure attendance, rather than a desired symbolic interaction 
during parades and meetings. Increased food deliveries during the holidays served as the 
state's implicit recognition that the citizenry did not celebrate Soviet holidays merely out of 
inner conviction. Yet, Stalinist ideologues remained unperturbed by the interference of ma- 
terial stimuli in the symbolic interaction between the authorities and the people. During the 
last years of Stalin's regime, the Bolshevik revolutionary dream of transforming people's 
identities ossified into a system of political rituals, mere participation in which marked one's 
belonging to the Soviet political world. 

Celebrating the Liberation 

Upon their arrival, the Soviet authorities immediately showed great concern for the sym- 
bolic reclaiming of Kiev. Even before removing Nazi posters and street name plates, party 
officials attempted to organize festive meetings to mark the anniversary of the October 
Revolution, which were to symbolize the restoration of Soviet political life. The date of the 
liberation was not accidental, as the military wanted to hand over Kiev to Stalin as a kind of 
Revolution Day present. Yet, celebrating the anniversary in the city itself proved difficult. 
On 7 November the authorities in Petrovsky (Podil) district managed to gather in a movie 
theater around 1,000 people, or "almost everyone" they could find.7 Other districts missed 

4 On the Stalinist "moral economy" of gratitude, see Jeffrey Brooks Thank You, Comrade Stalin! 
Soviet Public Culture from Revolution to Cold War. Princeton 2000. 

See notably Mary Ryan The American Parade: Representations of the Nineteenth-Century Social 
Order, in: Lynn Hunt (ed.) The New Cultural History. Berkeley 1989, pp. 131-153. 

Karen Pétrone Life Has Become More Joyous, Comrades: Celebrations in the Time of Stalin. 
Bloomington2000. 

DAKO 1/3/23, ark. 91. Just before the Red Army's final attack, the German military administration 
ordered all civilians to leave the city, but many did not oblige and went into hiding in the city. Those who 
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Public Celebrations in Soviet Ukraine under Stalin (Kiev, 1943-1953) 5 

the anniversary date. On 8 November, party organizers in Kirovsky (Pechersk) district suc- 
ceeded in assembling some 600 remaining workers for a meeting at the city's largest factory, 
the famous Arsenal.8 Similar smaller meetings took place at the few functioning enterprises, 
such as the shoe factory, water pumping station, and driving school.9 No celebrations, how- 
ever, took place in Stalinsky district, where on 8 November residents were assembled in- 
stead for the screening of a new Soviet film, The Battle at Orel, which was followed by a 
lecture on the international situation.10 Other districts simply did not report on whether they 
had held festive meetings. 

The aim of those early Revolution Day gatherings was to mark Kiev's symbolic re- 
admittance to the Soviet Union, but there remained the task of celebrating the liberation of 
Kiev itself, the largest Soviet city to change hands during the war. The occasion called for a 
major rally, but the population's slow return to the city prevented the authorities from or- 
ganizing such a mass event until late November. Finally, on 27 November 1943, an open-air 
rally to celebrate Kiev's liberation took place in Shevchenko Park in the city center. An 
estimated 40,000 people listened to speeches by Ukrainian party leader N. S. Khrushchev, 
commander of the First Ukrainian Front Gen. N. F. Vatutin, Marshal G. K. Zhukov, Presi- 
dent of the Ukrainian Academy of Sciences O. O. Bohomolets, and assorted writers, physi- 
cians, and workers. Khrushchev established the tenor of the gathering by beginning his 
speech with "our first word of love and gratitude to the organizer of victory over the Ger- 
mans, to the organizer of the Red Army offensive, which liberated our magnificent Kiev. 
Glory to our great Stalin!" (Applause and shouts of "hurrah" followed.) In a similar fashion 
other speakers thanked Stalin, the Red Army, and the great Russian people for their military 
prowess - or denounced the Nazis and their alleged assistants, the Ukrainian nationalists. 
Significantly, most orators spoke on behalf of the Kievans and General Vatutin was the only 
one to address the crowd directly. He expressed his "heartfelt congratulations on the occa- 
sion of the liberation from German slavery and the return to the happy family of the peoples 
of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, under the sun of Stalin's Constitution."11 As if to 
confirm its principal function as a thanking ritual, the rally ended with the adoption by ac- 
clamation of two addresses: the Kievans' letter of gratitude to Stalin and a similar letter 
"from the Ukrainian people to the great Russian people." 

Following the first difficult winter in a ruined city, the restoration of Soviet political life 
in Kiev proceeded slowly during the spring of 1944. On 19 March, before the snow had 
melted, another large open-air rally took place in the city center to mark the complete lib- 
eration of Kiev oblast. This time the proceedings were broadcast by Ukrainian radio. Ap- 
plauding, an estimated 50,000 participants showed their "approval" of yet another letter to 
Stalin, thanking him for the liberation and promising new achievements in battle and labor.12 

But in the long run, adopting by acclamation letters filled with gratitude proved inade- 
quate, as it became clear to the authorities that the re-absorption of Ukraine was not going to 

left went to nearby villages and returned as soon as the front line passed westward. Still, in the first days 
after its liberation, Kiev remained sparsely populated. This changed by late November, when the authori- 
ties estimated that some 250,000 residents were living in the city. 8 Ibidem 1/3/9, ark. 10. 

9 
Tsentralnyi derzhavnyi arkhiv hromadskykh obiednan Ukrainy (hereafter TsDAHO), 1/70/72, ark. 1. 

10 DAKO 1/3/5, ark. 56. 
11 TsDAHO 1/70/95, ark. 79 (Khrushchev), 89 (Vatutin); 1/70/97, ark. 17 (40,000); Kyivska prenda (28 

November 1943) pp. 1-3; (3 December 1943) p. 1; Pravda (3 December 1943) p. 2. " Radianska Ukraina (21 March 1944), pp. 1-2; Kyivska pravda (21 March 1944) p. 1; DAKO 1/3/72, 
ark. 12; 5/2/606, ark. 56-63. 
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6 SerhyYekelchyk 

be either fast or easy. In early spring 1944, as the Red Army first began encountering na- 
tionalist guerilla resistance in Western Ukraine, and multiple economic and social crises 
plagued Eastern Ukraine, the republic's leadership engaged sixteen leading Ukrainian poets 
to compose a lengthy collective poem, "An Epistle [Slovo] to Great Stalin from the Ukrain- 
ian People." The resulting literary product opened with the address, "Our wise teacher, our 
faithful friend, / Our great father. These words are for you." The poem expressed boundless 
gratitude to Stalin for his wise guidance in general and for the liberation of Ukraine in par- 
ticular. It reached an almost ecstatic fervor toward the end, where the collective voice of the 
Ukrainian people thanked Stalin "for the sun that you lit" and made an oath "[t]o be loyal 
forever, just as we have been / To the friendship of peoples and our authorities [vladi 
svoii'ru 

In an unprecedented effort to confirm the citizens' allegiance to the Soviet power, the 
Ukrainian leadership organized the collection of signatures under this letter. Tlie signing 
ritual was planned as an intensive republic-wide campaign on 5-8 September 1944, but 
logistical problems did not allow for a three-day limit. In Kiev, the signing in most districts 
did not start until 6 September, for the authorities needed time to organize meetings and 
prepare "discussions" of the letter. (In line with the contemporary reconstruction drive, 
meetings typically ended with participants vowing to increase production norms.) Kievans 
who missed the meetings would often come to the district party committees afterwards, 
asking for their chance to sign - either they felt excluded from an important public event or 
were afraid of being denounced as absentees.14 But people could incorporate into this dem- 
onstration of loyalty a display of their deep personal feelings about the war. Some docu- 
ments mention that participants cried during the reading of the poem (which dwelt at length 
on the human cost of the Nazi occupation) and during the discussion period, when some 
people recounted stories about their personal sufferings.15 In villages in Kiev oblast, how- 
ever, there were cases of war widows refusing to sign - apparently finding it difficult to 
reconcile their private emotions with the required display of joyous gratitude, or perhaps 
even blaming the Soviet state for the loss of their loved ones. In addition, some peasants 
refused to sign in the belief that the Americans almost forced Stalin to disband the collective 
farms, but the Soviet leader was collecting the peasants' signatures in order to prove that the 
population wanted them.16 

The signing campaign continued through the rest of September and early October, when 
the authorities finally wrapped it up in connection with the forthcoming celebration of the 
"complete liberation of the Ukrainian lands" (discussed below). By 11 October 1944, 
9,316,973 Ukrainian citizens, including 158,272 Kievans and 445,501 residents of Kiev 
oblast, signed the letter that Khrushchev could finally forward to Stalin.17 Forcing the ma- 
jority of the republic's adults to sign this eulogy, and moreover doing so in the midst of the 
difficult reconstruction period, seems eccentric. Yet this campaign revealed several impor- 

13 TsDAHO 1/70/881, ark. 3-5, 6; 1/23/720, arie 1-42; Kyivska pravda (15 December 1944) pp. 1-2. M DAKO 1/3/78, ark. 5; 1/3/82, ark. 205. Note, however, that in the Ministry of the Meat and Dairy 
Industry, the signing was followed by a dinner and dancing (ibidem 1/3/76, ark. 18). Instead of a civic 
duty ritual, the event was staged as more of a holiday. 13 DAKO 5/2/606, ark. 36-43. 

16 Ibidem ark. 132. 
17 TsDAHO 1/70/881, ark. 1-2. Although the state apparatus did its best to collect signatures on such 

short notice, some Kiev oblast party bosses felt that 150,000 signatures from the capital was not enough 
and that this "low" number could embarrass them before higher-ups (DAKO 1/3/43, ark. 103). 
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tant features of the Stalinist regime that was being restored in Ukraine: the authorities' deep 
concern over popular allegiances, their belief in the effectiveness of large-scale political 
rituals, and the complete conflation of Soviet power with the Great Stalin. 

By the fall of 1944 the Ukrainian party bosses no longer favored open-air rallies, for 
popular allegiances could be Registered" at work and in residential districts in the form of 
signatures under the letter to Stalin. On 14 October the republic celebrated what was termed 
the "complete liberation of the Ukrainian lands." (This concept was somewhat imprecise, as 
Ukraine's western borders were about to change again in 1945 and at the moment were the 
subject of an international dispute.) Instead of a mass rally, a more formal festive gathering 
in the Kiev opera house - admission by invitation only - became the high point of the cele- 
brations. It was there that Ukrainian functionaries staged the final, official reading of the 
letter to Stalin and the announcement about the number of signatories. The municipal 
authorities decorated the streets lavishly with red banners and portraits of party leaders and 
generals, but there was no parade or mass demonstration.18 

Indeed, in 1944 there was still no customary military parade or civilian demonstration to 
mark 1 May in Kiev (or Moscow). Some Kievans apparently remembered fondly these 
festivities as events where they could either demonstrate their loyalty or express their "So- 
viet" identity. When city workers began laying asphalt in sections of Khreshchatyk, Kiev's 
still-ruined main avenue, passers-by would ask whether this was being done in preparation 
for a demonstration.19 Yet there was no customary parade and demonstration even in No- 
vember 1944, although the "double holiday" of Revolution Day and the first anniversary of 
the city's liberation certainly warranted them. 

But by then the republic's bureaucrats were planning a major celebration. As documents 
from the archives of the Ukrainian Communist Party's Central Committee show, discussions 
about how to greet veterans returning from the war began, on Khrushchev's proposal, as 
early as 26 October 1944. Ideas that were proposed ranged from parades and triumphal 
arches to the creation of new songs, and the discussions soon focused on the celebration of 
the imminent Soviet victory.20 On 31 January 1945 the same group of ideologues had al- 
ready planned a conference on "Victory Day."21 By April there were detailed plans for 
"spontaneous" public rallies after the arrival of the news, to be followed the next day by a 
parade and demonstration. The local authorities began preparations by decorating streets 
with banners, slogans, and portraits designed "to last two to three years." The instructions 
also stressed the need to use decorations reflecting "the national motifs and elements of 
Ukrainian folk art," so as to present the victory as a Ukrainian national holiday as well. The 
list of large portraits that were installed in Kiev included that of the seventeenth-century 
Cossack leader Bohdan Khmelnytsky.22 

The requirement that the decorations should last two to three years reflected the ideo- 
logues' thinking that Victory Day would become a permanent Soviet holiday. Suggestions 
for "making a tradition of Victory Day" can be found in the minutes of a meeting held on 27 
March 1945.23 Frustratingly for the ideologues, the date of victory itself remained unknown. 

18 Ibidem 1/70/82, ark. 19-20; 1/23/784, ark. 17-18; Kyivska pravda (15 October 1944) pp. 1-2; Radi- 
anska Ukraine (15 October 1944) pp. 1-2. 

1VDAKO 1/3/43, ark. 115. 
20 TsDAHO 1/70/202, ark. 1-5. 
21 Ibidem 1/23/1589, ark. 17. 
22 DAKO 1/3/222, ark. 8-12 ("national motifs" and "two to three years" on ark. 8); 1/3/201, ark. 3-26. 15 TsDAHO 1/70/202, ark. 6, 29-30. 
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By April people could guess the possible dates; one female collective farmer spoke at a Kiev 
market about how wonderful it would be to celebrate both Easter and Victory Day on 5 
May.24 Soviet officials longed for a similar concurrence. During a meeting on 4 April, a 
mid-level city bureaucrat named Comrade Drofa mused, "I would like 1 May to become this 
day."25 Just as the Red Army captured Kiev in time for Revolution Day, the war might end 
appropriately enough on the day of workers' solidarity. Such a coincidence would also be in 
the interests of state, for it would obviate the need to create a second major holiday (and 
another day oñ) in late April-early May. 

It was therefore no accident that the civic and party authorities prepared for 1 May 1945 
with a Victory Day in mind. This probably explains the military parade (which took place 
not on Khreshchatyk but on Korolenko St., present-day Volodymyrska St.) - Kiev's first 
after the liberation, which the local newspaper even billed as the "Victory Parade." Festive 
meetings that were held that day in all organizations celebrated if not the victory itself, then 
"the raising of the Victory banner over Berlin."26 Political information reports on the popular 
mood, which were submitted at this time, presented a picture of universal approval and only 
occasional mistaken interpretations, e.g., "victory came from God because churches were 
open during the war."27 

In the hectic first days of May the Kiev authorities lost control over the population, which 
was anxiously awaiting the war's end. On the evening of 2 May loudspeakers on the streets 
warned that an important government announcement was coming at 11:00 p.m. Huge 
crowds gathered, expecting the declaration of victory, but heard instead Stalin's order con- 
gratulating the Red Army on the capture of Berlin. Still, thousands of people celebrated on 
the streets all night long, dancing, singing, and kissing strangers. The military fired off 
rounds into the air. The city authorities managed to organize more formal festive meetings 
only on the following day.28 

The story was repeated on 9 May, when the news about Nazi Germany's capitulation fi- 
nally came. An official communiqué was broadcast over the radio at 2:15 a.m., although 
there was advance notice, and "thousands of Kievans gathered around [street] loud speak- 
ers."29 Pre-planned "spontaneous" rallies could not take place because the workers had gone 
home, but truly spontaneous celebrations began at night: their loudest expression took the 
form of disorderly shooting in the air and a sometimes-unruly street party. At 9:00 a.m., the 
radio broadcast Stalin's victory speech.30 Although the official announcement declared 9 
May a holiday, many Kievans went to their workplaces, where they could listen to the radio 
and where festive meetings could finally take place. (To cover up the nocturnal street party, 
reports to Moscow claimed that meetings in the city actually lasted "from 3:00 a.m. until 12 
noon.") The Victory parade and demonstration began in the city center at 2:00 p.m. and 
reportedly attracted as many as 200,000 Kievans.31 

During their final preparations for Victory Day, Ukrainian bureaucrats registered their 
concern over two significant issues. The republic's leading ideologue, Dmytro Manuilsky, 

24 DAKO 1/3/221, ark. 5 overleaf. 
25 Ibidem 1/3/201, ark. 7. 
26 

Kyivskapravda (1 May 1945) pp. 1-2. 27 DAKO 1/3/221, ark. 5. 
28 Ibidem 1/3/221, ark. 5-7. 
29 TsDAHO 1/70/342, ark. 1. 
JU Ibidem 1/23/1764, ark. 15, 19. 31 Ibidem 1/70/342, 2; DAKO 1/3/221, ark. 1 1. 
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who was then the secretary of the CP(b)U Central Committee, worried that the people's 
pride in their victory could lower their tolerance toward their harsh working and living con- 
ditions. At a conference on 27 April he said, "Lest we create in the population the impres- 
sion that it is all over, it is necessary that articles [in press] mark the historic victory of the 
Soviet peoples but not dampen the [popular] ardor." Manuilsky wanted the media to dis- 
seminate the idea that Soviet military achievements now had to be bolstered by continued 
heroic labor on the home front.32 Indeed, during 1945 Ukrainian newspapers often sounded 
this caution.33 Maria Pidtychenko, secretary for propaganda with the Kiev city party com- 
mittee, expressed another fear that was highly revealing of the Stalinist political restoration 
in the war's aftermath. She wanted municipal bureaucrats 'to make sure that [Victory Day 
festivities] do not happen spontaneously."34 In this the authorities did not quite succeed, but 
as we shall see below, the struggle against "spontaneity" in Soviet festivities continued after 
the war. 

Soviet and Ukrainian Holidays 

Equally important for the authorities was the adjustment of a new celebratory canon. The 
war had left a legacy of well-respected new holidays, including Victory Day and various 
anniversaries of battles and liberations. But it also led to the establishment of new holidays 
specific tó different branches of the armed forces, such as Tank Crewman Day and Artillery 
Day. These new dates often commanded the allegiance of veterans and the population at 
large, but could conflict with the old Soviet calendar of holidays - or jam too many festivi- 
ties in a short period of time. In 1946, for example, festive meetings and military salutes had 
to be held both on 3 September (Day of Victory over Imperialist Japan) and 8 September 
(Tank Crewman Day).35 

In 1944, the Kremlin proclaimed 19 November Artillery Day, which was also called the 
Day of Stalin's Artillery, to be marked with salutes, festive meetings, and awards.36 After the 
war ended, however, the Soviet leadership restored the distinction between fixed-date cele- 
brations that involved a day off and were reserved for major holidays, and other events. In 
1945 Artillery Day was celebrated on Sunday, 18 November,37 but ideologues apparently 
preferred moving it further away from Revolution Day, which was celebrated earlier in the 
month. In the next two years, Artillery Day was celebrated on the third Sunday in Novem- 
ber38 and this eventually became a tradition. Thus, Artillery Day shared the fate of several 
previously established minor holidays that were conveniently grouped together in late July 
and August and always celebrated on a weekend - Navy Day, Aviation Day, and Railroad 
Worker Day. In 1947, for example, they were marked in Kiev with festive meetings, outdoor 
fêtes, and fireworks on 27 July, 3 August, and 10 August, respectively.39 But the decision 
about when exactly to hold festivities had to be announced each year; in 1950 Navy Day 

32 TsDAHO 1/70/306, ark. 6-7. 
33 See, for example, Kyivska pravda (5 September 1945) p. 1. 34 DAKO 1/3/201, ark. 15. 
35 

Kyivska pravda (5 September 1946) p. 6; (8 September 1946) p. 1. 36 Ibidem (19 November 1944) p. 1. 37 Ibidem (20 November 1945) p. 1. 38 DAKO 1/3/255, ark. 3; Kyivska pravda (12 November 1947) p. 1. ™ See Kyivska pravda (27 July 1945) p. 1; (5 August 1947) p. 1; (10 August 1947) p. 2. 
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1 0 Serhy Yekelchyk 

was celebrated on 23 July and in 1952, on 10 August.40 There were, of course, no major 
revolutionary holidays in July and August. 

Potentially more subversive was the elevation of the day of Kiev's liberation (6 Novem- 
ber) over the most sacred date in the Soviet calendar, 7 November. During 1943-45, the 
city's newspapers often referred to these two combined dates as the "double holiday" or "the 
holiday of the Ukrainian capital."41 Although the 7th was the official day off as Revolution 
Day, the celebration of Kiev's liberation always spilled over to this date and was featured 
prominently in official speeches. In 1945 district party committees prepared a single festive 
program for the second anniversary of Kiev's liberation and the 28th anniversary of the 
Revolution, in that order.42 On 4 November 1945 Kyivska pravda published an editorial 
entitled "On the Eve of Two Great Events."43 On 6 November 1946 its lead article was 
called "Before the Great Holiday," ostensibly referring to Revolution Day (hence the prepo- 
sition "before"), but in reality commemorating the third anniversary of the Red Army's 
arrival.44 By 1947, 6 November was disappearing as a separate holiday. But in an article 
entitled "The Holiday Twice as Dear to Kievans," the paper's editorialist reflected on the 7 
November celebrations by noting that the Kiev's liberation was the main subject of the large 
pictures that were mounted on the city's buildings.45 

Victory Day itself fell victim to the calendar, for its first celebration in 1945 was not 
matched in subsequent years. In 1946 the Soviet Union marked 1 May by lavish parades and 
manifestations in Moscow and Kiev, but 9 May saw no parade and only an evening outdoor 
fête (narodnoe gulianie).46 In 1947, 9 May featured a track-and-field event, an outdoor fête, 
and a salute - the same range of festivities as on Artillery Day that year.47 Moreover, Victory 
Day remained a day off only for two years, until 1947.48 This throws interesting light on 
recent suggestions that the war had replaced the revolution as a central element of Soviet 
mythology.49 The state indeed considered individuals' war records as the ultimate proof of 
their loyalty, but the evolution of Soviet mass political rituals does not confirm the victory's 
prominent place in Stalinist ideology. By 1952 Victory Day was celebrated only with lec- 
tures and thematic films, in addition to the military salute in the evening.50 In 1956 a special 
decree of the Ukrainian Central Committee was needed to raise the level of celebrations in 
the press from authored newspaper articles back to special Victory Day editorials - and to 
reestablish festive workplace meetings on that day.51 

Holidays specific to the Ukrainian republic also diluted the Soviet canon, for they usually 
had the Ukrainian nation, rather than the Revolution or the ail-Union war effort, as their 
point of reference. This is particularly true of anniversaries of various Ukrainian cultural 

40 Ibidem (23 July 1950) p. 1; Radianska Ukraina (10 August 1952) p. 1; (12 August 1952) p. 1. 41 
Kyivska pravda (6 November 1945) p. 1. 42 DAKO 277/1/98, ark. 189. 

** 
Kyivska pravda (4 November 1945) p. 5. " Ibidem (6 November 1946) p. 1. 45 Ibidem (10 November 1947) p. 2. 46 Ibidem (4 May 1946) p. 4; (1 1 May 1946) p. 4. " 
Compare Kyivska pravda (1 1 May 1947) p. 1 and (25 November 1947) p. 3. 48 Nina Tumarkin The Living and the Dead: The Rise and Fall of the Cult of World War II in Russia. 

New York 1994, p. 104. 49 See Amir Weiner Making Sense of War: The Second World War and the Fate of the Bolshevik 
Revolution. Princeton 2001. 

50 Vechirnii Kyiv (10 May 1952) p. 3. 51 DAKO 5/6/292, ark. 22. 
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figures, which were duly celebrated with festive meetings and bombastic editorials - but no 
parades - even during the most difficult days of the war and reconstruction period. For in- 
stance, in March 1944 the 130th anniversary of the greatest national poet, Taras 
Shevchenko, was marked with festive meetings and concerts on the same scale as less im- 
portant Soviet holidays. Celebrations included a gathering at the Kiev opera house in the 
presence of most of the Ukrainian leadership except Khrushchev52 - an honor that ranks 
Shevchenko's birthday higher than such holidays as Artillery Day. Only slightly less im- 
pressive were the events marking the 150th anniversary of the philosopher Hryhorii Skovo- 
roda (December 1944), the 100th jubilee of the playwright Ivan Karpenko-Kary (September 
1945), and the 75th anniversary of the poetess Lesia Ukrainka (February 1946).53 

However, Stalinist ideologues were always on the lookout for a major holiday that could 
be constructed as a Soviet Ukrainian event. The first significant, if abortive, attempt relates 
to the anniversary of Ukraine's full liberation. As discussed previously, on 14 October 1944 
the republic's leadership proclaimed that the liberation of Ukraine was complete. The first 
anniversary of this event conveniently fell on Sunday, 14 October 1945, thus presenting 
Ukrainian functionaries with an opportunity to organize a major celebration. But with 7 
November looming large, they also worried about the republic's holiday eclipsing an all- 
Union event. As Kost Lytvyn, the secretary for ideology of the CP(b)U Central Committee, 
warned during a conference on 1 September, "We should organize the celebration of this 
holiday in such a way that the anniversary of the October Revolution would be marked on a 
greater scale."54 An obvious solution was not to hold a parade and demonstration; Khrush- 
chev vetoed an interesting proposal to arrange a parade of 5,000 former partisans in Kiev55 - 
apparently, lest it created the impression that Ukraine was liberated by its guerillas and not 
by regular Red Army troops. In the end, the capital was extensively decorated for the holi- 
day, which featured a major gathering at the opera house on 13 October, where Khrushchev 
gave an agenda-setting speech, "On the Results of the First Year of Reconstruction in 
Ukraine and Our Tasks." On the 14th, Kievans enjoyed sport events, outdoor dancing, and 
fireworks. Still, the event was framed at least partly as an ethnic holiday. Khrushchev de- 
fined the liberation as a "memorable, unforgettable date in the history of the Ukrainian peo- 
ple" and Kyivska pravda led with an editorial, "The Holiday of the Ukrainian People."56 But 
the date's proximity to 7 November did not bode well, and the 1946 ideological campaign 
against alleged nationalist deviations in Ukrainian culture was probably the final argument 
against this holiday. In future years, the anniversary of the liberation was marked only by the 
decreasing number of newspaper articles. 

Another opportunity presented itself late in 1947, with the approach of Soviet Ukraine's 
30th birthday. Thirty years was not considered a "round date" in the Soviet Union; accord- 
ing to an old government decree, only 25th, 50th, 75th, 100th, 125th, etc., anniversaries were 
officially celebrated. Khrushchev, however, received Stalin's special permission to hold this 
festival because in December 1942, when the republic turned 25, it was under Nazi occupa- 

52 
Kyivska pravda (10 March 1944) p. 1. 53 Radianska Ukraina (16 December 1944) p. 3; (17 December 1944) p. 1 (Skovoroda); Literaturna 

hazeta (13 September 1945) p. 1 (Karpenko-Kary); Kyivska pravda (24 February 1946) p. 5 (Lesia 
Ukrainka). 

54 TsDAHO 1/70/306, ark. 20. 
55 Ibidem. 
56 

Kyivska pravda (14 October 1944) p. 1 (editorial and Khrushchev); p. 8 (preparations in Kiev); (16 
October 1945) p. 6 (celebration in Kiev). 
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tion.57 (In other years, the event was marked merely by newspaper editorials.) The procla- 
mation of Soviet power in Ukraine had taken place on 25 December 1917, a date too close 
to two others: the New Year and Christmas Day for some of Ukraine's national minorities. 
The authorities, therefore, moved the celebration to 25 January 1948, decreeing that it be 
marked as a "nation-wide (ysenarodnyi) holiday of the Ukrainian people."58 

The festivities eclipsed all other holidays in Ukraine during the Stalinist period. Follow- 
ing lead-up meetings in the districts, the lavishly decorated capital saw a military parade and 
a civilian demonstration, followed by an evening fête with salute and fireworks.59 A monu- 
ment to General Vatutin, whose troops had liberated Kiev in 1943 and who was mortally 
wounded by nationalist guerillas in 1944, was unveiled during the celebrations and the 
foundations were laid for another monument, to Mykola Shchors, a Soviet hero of the Civil 
War in Ukraine.60 In an unprecedented gesture, Stalin's deputy, Viacheslav Molotov, at- 
tended a jubilee session of the republic's parliament in Kiev, where he made an important 
ideological pronouncement, namely that 'the Ukrainian people were the first to join the 
great Russian people" in their march toward communism. The official confirmation of their 
second-among-equals status came complete with holiday congratulations from Comrade 
Stalin in person, as stressed by Molotov in his jubilee speech.61 

The Ukrainian authorities tried to offset the national features of this holiday by making 
constant references to the help the Ukrainians had received from the Russian people during 
the Revolution and, especially, by profusely thanking Stalin in various speeches and open 
letters. During his welcome speech at the railway station, city party secretary Petro Matsui 
asked Molotov to pass on to Stalin Kievans' profound thanks for his care and attention to 
them.62 At a jubilee session in parliament, Khrushchev ended his oration with the salutation, 
"Long live our wise leader, the best friend of the Ukrainian people, beloved and great Sta- 
lin!"63 Parliament sent Stalin an address thanking him for, among other things, the creation 
of a Soviet Ukrainian state64 - although his real input in the 1917 decision was unclear. 
Holiday decorations included so many portraits of Stalin that some celebrants reportedly 
said that when they saw Molotov at the Kiev railway station, they imagined seeing Stalin 
himself.65 

If the impressive, albeit one-time, festivities on 25 January 1948 did not interfere with the 
regular Soviet holidays, the 10th anniversary of the "reunification of the Ukrainian people in 
a Ukrainian Soviet state" did. Marking ten years since the Soviet conquest of Eastern Poland 
(or, more properly, the anniversary of the ensuing proclamation uniting these lands with the 
Ukrainian SSR), this event fell on 30 October 1949 - thus necessitating another mass dem- 
onstration in the city center mere days before 7 November. A fitting editorial in the official 

57 TsDAHO 1/23/5075, ark. 344. 
58 Ibidem 1/70/647, ark. 36. The first draft of this decree envisaged the festivities on 27 and 28 Decem- 

ber 1947. See ibidem 1/23/4486, ark. 12-13. 
59 See TsDAHO 1/23/5075; 1/70/1291; Tsentralnyi derzhavnyi arkhiv vyshchykh orhaniv vlady i 

upravlinnia Ukrainy (thereafter TsDAVOV) 1/18/58; Radianska Ukraina (24-26 January 1948). 60 TsDAHO 1/23/5075, ark. 131-132; Kyivska pravda (27 January 1948) p. 3 61 
Kyivska pravda (25 January 1948) p. 1; Promova V. M. Molotova na iuvileinii sesii Verkhovnoi 

Rady URSR v den 30-richchia Radianskoi Ukrainy, in: Bilshovyk Ukrainy, no. 1 (1948) pp. 1-5. 62 TsDAHO 1/23/5075, ark. 25. 
63 Promova N. S. Khrushchova na iuvileinii sesii Verkhovnoi Rady URSR, in: Bilshovyk Ukrainy, no. 1 

(1948) p. 10. °* 
Kyivskapravda (27 January 1948) p. 1. 03 DAKO 1/3/511, ark. 30. 
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Journal Bilshovyk Ukrairty was entitled "A Great Historical Event in the Life of the Ukrain- 
ian People," 

M and the event was indeed celebrated as an essentially ethnic holiday. In 
Khrushchev's speech - indeed in almost every type of propaganda - Stalin was credited 
with the reunification,67 but even this did not make the holiday more "Soviet." Instead, al- 
though the usual parade took place on 7 November, practically all the propaganda work on 
the ground during October and early November was concentrated on the anniversary of the 
reunification. The KP(b)U68 Central Committee instructed the local authorities to keep the 
decorations and slogans from the reunification events for 7 November.69 Many organiza- 
tions, like the Kiev aircraft plant, united the two holidays under one heading in their reports 
on propaganda work in the fall.70 Perhaps not realizing that this diminished the Revolution 
Day parades, the KP(b)U Central Committee's internal memos hailed the 30 October dem- 
onstration in Kiev as "the best organized and the most interesting" in recent years.71 

Like they did with most other public events, Ukrainian ideologues framed the tenth anni- 
versary of reunification as a thanking ritual. According to a report by the city party commit- 
tee, the festivities "demonstrated [the people's] unity with the Bolshevik party, their bound- 
less love for and devotion to the great leader of peoples, Comrade Stalin."72 A temporary 
sculpture of Stalin was erected on Khreshchatyk Avenue at Instytutska St., as though the 
Soviet leader were viewing the parade.73 In contemporary editorials and in Khrushchev's 
speech at the jubilee session of the Ukrainian parliament, Stalin was credited both with the 
creation of the Ukrainian republic in 1917 and with the unification of the Ukrainian people 
in 1939.74 The parliament's jubilee address to the Soviet leader read, "Comrade Stalin, 
please accept a deep bow from the Ukrainian people, who are singing and will always, gen- 
eration after generation, sing praises to you."75 Yet, if thanking Stalin was an obligatory 
marker of Sovietness, on this occasion Ukrainians thanked him as a separate ethnic group. 

Ethnic holidays triumphed over Soviet celebrations in the most spectacular fashion in 
May 1954, when the tercentenary of Ukraine's union with Russia was marked as a major all- 
Union holiday. With Stalin dead, but Stalinism largely intact as an ideological model, the 
extraordinarily lavish celebrations in Kiev and Moscow marked the biggest festival of the 
decade. Even though Ukrainians were supposed to commemorate the historical guidance of 
the Russian people, at the same time they could celebrate their past and their national he- 
roes.76 In addition to the Revolution, the Soviet holiday canon increasingly celebrated the 
Nation. 

66 
Velyka istorychna podiia v zhytti ukrainskoho narodu, in: Bilshovyk Ukrainy, no. 9 (1949) p. 1. 67 TsDAHO 1/30/1349; Vsenarodne sviato, in: Partiine zhyttia, no. 9 (1949) pp. 1-58. 
KP(b)U is the Ukrainian and Russian acronym for the Communist Party (Bolshevik) of Ukraine. 

m DAKO 5/3/2491, ark. 52; TsDAHO 1/30/1738, ark. 2. 
/ü DAKO 1/6/332, ark. 2. 
71 TsDAHO 1/70/1731, ark 6. 
72 DAKO 5/3/2594, ark. 61. 

Ibidem ark. 64. No permanent monument to Stalin was built in Kiev after the city's liberation. In- 
stead, during major holidays the municipal authorities installed temporary sculptures of the Leader, appar- 
ently made of plaster. One such sculpture stood on Stalin Square, at the end of Khreshchatyk, between 
November 1947 and May 1948, but it was removed afterwards (TsDAVOV 1/18/ 58, ark. 39-40). 

Kyivska pravda (30 October 1949) p. 1; Velyka istorychna podiia v zhytti ukrainskoho narodu, in: 
Bilshovyk Ukrainy, no. 9 (1949) p. 2. 75 

Kyivska pravda (3 1 October 1949) p. 2. 76 The most recent analysis of the tercentenary celebrations is in Serhy Yekelchyk Stalin's Empire of 
Memory: Russian-Ukrainian Relations in the Soviet Historical Imagination. Toronto 2004, pp. 154-159. 
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Restoring Symbolic Order 

Even though they had arranged their list of holidays, Stalinist ideologues remained con- 
cerned with how celebrations were to proceed. Customary parades and demonstrations for 7 
November resumed in 1945, as Kiev celebrated the 28th anniversary of the Revolution and 
the second anniversary of the liberation. The republican leadership, however, was not 
pleased with the first effort. After the demonstration Khrushchev summoned all the district 
party secretaries in the city to his office for a scolding. Although no records of his remarks 
are extant, in February 1946 the first secretary thus explained the problem to a conference of 
oblast party chiefs: "We were dissatisfied with the way the demonstration went on 7 No- 
vember. A very large number of people turned out. The mood was exceptionally good. But 
the demonstration did not proceed in a very organized fashion; [the people] were walking in 
a crowd (skopom), spontaneously (stikhiino), and there was no required order."77 In the same 
month Khrushchev attended a conference of Kiev party organizers, during which the secre- 
tary of the city party committee, Borys Horban, acknowledged problems with the very first 
mass event of 1945, the 1 May demonstration. As soon as Horban said that the demonstra- 
tion had become too stretched out, turning into a leisurely walk, the Ukrainian leader inter- 
rupted him, "Not a promenade, but a disorganized crowd." Horban agreed, "We did not 
form the columns properly."78 

Khrushchev's jiggling with the notions of order and spontaneity is highly revealing here. 
In his efforts to restore Soviet political rituals in postwar Kiev, Khrushchev was particularly 
frustrated by the marchers' failure to maintain symbolic order, thus turning a ritual of sym- 
bolic communication between marchers and those viewing the parade into a simple "stroll" 
that lacked the proper political air. The Ukrainian leader's next critical comment about pub- 
lic celebrations only confirms this interpretation. 

In January 1946 Khrushchev turned his attention to the way festive meetings were being 
organized. On 21 January, when key city activists had gathered in the Kiev opera house for 
the anniversary of Lenin's death, the sight of many empty seats offended the Ukrainian 
leader. Moreover, most of the faces in the audience were familiar to him. An investigation 
revealed that tickets had been distributed primarily among the republic- and city-level bu- 
reaucrats, who, according to Khrushchev, were attending mostly because of a free concert of 
Ukraine's best artists, which was included in the program. "And where are the workers, 
white-collar employees, and the intelligentsia?" Khrushchev asked angrily.79 In other words, 
he wanted to see the meetings as points of interaction with the "people," where the party 
leadership and the audience could fulfill their symbolic roles. 

The resulting decree of the Ukrainian Politburo dealt both with demonstrations and fes- 
tive meetings. Interestingly enough, its main demands pointed in the opposite direction: the 
restoration of order at open-air events and increased participation of Stakhanovites and other 
representatives of the people at by-invitation only meetings. Needless to say, the resolution 
did not make any mention of the violation of symbolic order. Rather, the writers of the text 

77 TsDAHO 1/23/2884, ark. 136. In defense of the demonstration organizers it must be noted that 7 
November 1945 was a frosty day. As one party organizer explained at a later meeting, his column was 
supposed to start moving to the city center at 9:00 am, but because another district's column was late in 
arriving, they had to wait for two hours. The hands of many marchers were cold. See DAKO 1/3/304, ark. 
38. 

78 Ibidem 1/3/304, ark. 6-7. 
79 TsDAHO 1/23/2884, ark. 137. 
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justified their attention to festive meetings and demonstrations by extolling them as "a pow- 
erful tool in the political education of the masses [and] their mobilization for the fulfillment 
of the most important political, military, and economic tasks."80 

A closer look at the files of the city and district party committees reveals the kinds of 
problems that were uncovered during the investigation of the November 1945 demonstra- 
tion. Some organizations, such as the fish-processing factory (Zaliznychy district), Hotel 
Management Trust, the Directorate of Military Hospitals, Construction Design Bureau (all in 
Leninsky district), the Supreme Court, the Attorney General's office (both in Pechersky 
district), and the government garage (Molotovsky district) failed to send any marchers, 
which resulted in reprimands to their management. However, a more serious punishment 
was expected for those who had sent some people but failed to coach them as conscientious 
demonstrators representing model citizens. The City Communal Construction Office (Pech- 
ersky district) had 120 employees, but only 40 showed up for the demonstration, and a mere 
25 to 30 remained by the time their column marched past the government platform. To make 
matters worse, the manager of this office, Comrade Trubylo, was so drunk that district party 
organizers did not allow him to march. Trubylo ended up with a "severe reprimand with a 
notation on his party record card," just one step short of expulsion from the party.81 The 
Sixth Furniture Factory (Pechersky district) provided only 40 marchers from among its 200 
employees and did not supply them with any portraits or banners. The factory party organ- 
izer, Comrade Iemelianov, left even before his group marched past the central platform and 
lost his position as a result.82 

It was easier for the Ukrainian authorities to reestablish the desired order at indoor festive 
meetings, at least at the principal events that were usually held at the Kiev opera house with 
the republic's leadership in attendance. Assigning seats to several hundred reliable 
Stakhanovites afforded an easy fix to the problem of representing the "people." A 1949 
report about the meeting on the occasion of Stalin's 70th birthday specifies, for example, 
that 950 of the 1,800 attendees were Stakhanovites.83 But the leadership still wanted to see 
mass participation in the celebrations, which would not feature a civilian demonstration. 
Festive meetings at workplaces and smaller indoor festivities in each of the districts were to 
symbolize the people's involvement in such cases. 

During the last decade of Stalin's rule, the party leadership in the Ukrainian capital could 
not provide close ideological supervision of such events and limited its efforts to making 
sure that these meetings took place. The last case of failing to celebrate important anniversa- 
ries or major political events with a district-level gathering was recorded on 22 February 
1944 in Stalinsky district. That day 570 key activists of the district were supposed to assem- 
ble at the club of the Institute of Land Reclamation to celebrate Red Army Day. (Actually, 
this holiday was celebrated on the 23rd, but meetings in the districts always took place the 
day before the main event at the opera house). The district party committee distributed 500 
invitations to the largest enterprises and organizations, while the district party secretary 
personally handed in another 70 invitations to various local dignitaries. Only 50 people 
showed up, all of them district bureaucrats, and the fiasco triggered an investigation result- 
ing in a number of reprimands.84 

80 Ibidem 1/6/904, ark. 1. 
81 DAKO 1/3/222, ark. 25-39. 
82 Ibidem 791/1/238, ark. 85. 
83 TsDAHO 1/30/1348, ark. 54. 
84 DAKO 1/3/222, ark. 6-7. 
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Festive meetings in smaller organizations did not even register on the authorities' radar. 
Those arranged in reaction to unexpected political events - as opposed to pre-planned Soviet 
holidays - apparently turned into a pure formality. This is how one lower-level party organ- 
izer in 1946 described the mechanism of these meetings: "A phone call comes from the 
district [party] committee to organize a meeting and have a report ready in two hours. But 
one must prepare for a meeting."85 In other words, almost no time was left for the prepara- 
tion of speeches, a task that routinely fell to local party and Komsomol organizers. At the 
same time, regular holidays in smaller organizations were turning into communal gatherings 
with meals that also featured a political speech or two. As early as 1945, for example, the 
employees of the Kiev oblast central library marked Revolution Day with a communal din- 
ner and the purchase of gifts for their children. By 1947 they were arranging a communal 
breakfast before leaving to join the demonstration. The workers collected 920 rubles for that 
aim and considered purchasing take-out meals from a restaurant.86 

In addition to supervising such celebrations in individual organizations, holding (indoor) 
district-level festive meetings before all major holidays, and gathering the district column for 
city-wide demonstrations, district authorities were also expected to manage occasional open- 
air rallies in response to select political events other than calendar holidays. As was the case 
with festive meetings, the party apparatus concentrated its attention on ensuring attendance. 
One case in June 1945 sent an important signal to the city's industrial managers and district 
bosses. Apparently overwhelmed by a string of new holidays in 1945, Comrade Kanovsky, 
the deputy director of Plant no. 768 - also known as "Tochelektropribor," a major producer 
of electrical equipment - refused to send workers to participate in the district-level festive 
rally on the occasion of Transcarpathia's official transfer from Czechoslovakia to Soviet 
Ukraine. Although Kanovsky argued that the plant was struggling to meet production norms 
and army orders could go unfulfilled, he was still punished with a severe reprimand with a 
notation on his party record card.87 

Following Khrushchev's intervention in January 1946, attendance at major festive events 
in the capital was assured, but the leadership continued to worry about the proper response 
from audiences. In preparation for Artillery Day (23 November 1946), secretaiy of the city 
party committee Petro Matsui reminded district secretaries about a problem that had oc- 
curred at an unspecified festive meeting earlier that year: "At the last meeting [Sydir] 
Kovpak shouted a slogan but no one followed suit. I am told that there were preparations, 
but it all happened because people from the districts took seats in different places. If the 
people were sitting around the comrades from their districts, such as the secretary of the 
district party committee and the active, the district secretary could show an example and 
others would join in."88 This arrangement, long used at party congresses, was eventually 
replicated at the local level. 

Massive open-air demonstrations were more difficult to regiment. The files of district 
party committees and party groups at various organizations show that mobilizing people for 
demonstrations was a perennial concern. Usually a week before the two major holidays, 1 
May and 7 November, party and Komsomol groups in workplaces held meetings that in- 
variably adopted resolutions calling "to ensure 100-percent attendance" of employees at the 

85 Ibidem 1/3/304, ark. 38. 
86 Ibidem 178/1/1, ark. 19-19 overleaf; 178/1/7, ark. 15. 
87 Ibidem 277/1/98, ark. ark. 29. 
8 Ibidem 1/3/308, ark. 128. Sydir Kovpak was a celebrated Soviet partisan commander, who after the 

war occupied several prominent, albeit largely symbolic, government positions. 
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demonstration. Sometimes party members were also expected to bring their dependents or 
voters from the ward where they served as agitators. Either a factory director or party or- 
ganizer would then read the list of "right-flank" and "left-flank" keepers, who were respon- 
sible for maintaining their row in the column. Large enterprises would sometimes provide 
trucks to bring in workers from distant suburbs.89 

After 1946 party documents register no incidents of unsatisfactory attendance at mass 
political events. But the records of the local administration show that lower-level bureau- 
crats remained deeply concerned with popular participation as the most obvious marker of 
individual political loyalties. In rare cases, when party or Komsomol members missed these 
events without good reason, they were reprimanded.90 Controlling the entire non-party 
population was, of course, impossible, but those in the workforce were expected to march 
and the overwhelming majority of them did. Archival sources do not indicate any formal 
reproach or administrative action against non-party individuals failing to put in an appear- 
ance. The management of industrial enterprises, however, sometimes identified groups that 
were likely to show poor attendance - primarily young workers or, more specifically, young 
workers living in dormitories.91 This most mobile group, which had little to lose, required 
the organizers' special attention. 

As many demonstration participants afterwards headed out to informal parties involving 
drinking, the local authorities also worried about saving all the banners and signs. Getting 
these items ready was the responsibility of organizations and enterprises that provided 
marchers.92 Managers and party organizers entrusted the decorations only to the most reli- 
able party members, and even they received annual reminders about bringing them back in 
good shape.93 The odd case of designated sign-bearers declining this honor or botching their 
task was classified as a manifestation of "anti-party behavior." In 1952 a certain Comrade 
Herasymenko from the "Bilshovyk" plant refused to accept responsibility for a large picture 
mounted on a cart because this would involve bringing it back to the plant after the parade, 
thus jeopardizing his travel plans for later in the day. Even though his motives were clearly 
non-ideological - in fact, Herasymenko offered instead to carry a smaller portrait of the 
Soviet Belarusian leader, P. K. Ponomarenko - his actions were subject to a party investiga- 
tion. Taking into consideration Herasymenko's wartime service as an officer in the Red 
Army, his party colleagues preferred issuing a severe reprimand with a notation on his party 
card to outright expulsion.94 

With attendance firmly under their control, the authorities remained dissatisfied with the 
symbolic function of festive demonstrations. Factory managers sometimes acknowledged 
that the most important thing for them was for their column "to pass by the platform in an 
orderly manner."95 But many marchers failed to do even that. In preparation for Revolution 
Day in 1952, the second secretary of the oblast party committee, Olha Ivashchenko, lectured 
the key activists of the district party: 

89 See for example DAKO 1/24/2430, ark. 101-102; 1/23/4289, ark. 153-154; 282/1/6, ark. 58; 
178/1/7, ark. 15; 5156/2/1, ark. 93; TsDAHO 1/24/1417, ark. 9-10, 247-248. 90 See, for example, DAKO 282/1/5, ark. 44; 282/1/6, ark. 59; TsDAHO 1/24/2423, ark. 73-74; 
1/24/2430, ark. 108. 

91 TsDAHO 1/24/1417, ark. 9; 1/23/4289, ark. 154. 
92 DAKO 5/5/895, ark. 3. 
93 TsDAHO 1/24/1417, ark. 9, 248. 94 Ibidem 1/24/2432, ark. 73-74. 
95 Ibidem 1/24/1417, ark. 9. 
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1 8 Serh y Yekelchyk 

"If district secretaries are going to conduct conferences with party organizers, they need to men- 
tion certain organizations that march in disorderly fashion [neorganizovanno]. As a rule, we 
have good signs, and some district columns march well, for example, that of Zhovtnevy and 
Zaliznychny districts. In some district columns, such as that of Stalinsky, the head walks well 
and the tail not so well. There are organizations that never respond to greetings [from the central 
platform]. I believe the district secretary knows these organizations and their party organizers. 
You need to tell them that their column marches particularly badly."96 

As the Soviet economy slowly recovered after the war, the Ukrainian leadership increasingly 
stimulated the marchers' morale with extra food deliveries. Tacitly acknowledging that 
Stalin's citizens needed more than marching past the Politburo platform to be joyful, the 
authorities gradually restored the prewar practice of increased consumption on holidays. 
Festive food provisions had come a long way since 1945, when 1 May was marked by the 
distribution of two kilograms of potatoes to every employed Kievan and one kilogram to a 
dependant, as well as the issuing of a guarantee that for two days the usual inferior bread 
rations would be replaced with white bread.97 By 1952 food rationing had ended, but the 
availability of cheap and diverse foodstuff remained an issue. That year the municipal 
authorities prepared for 7 November by supplying shops by 5 November with an additional 
520 tons of meat; 785 tons of sausage; 2,360 tons offish products; 126 tons of cheese; 3,000 
tons of sugar; 5.5 million liters of vodka; 10 million rubles' worth of wine; cotton fabric 
worth 29 million; leather footwear worth 17.5 million; and expensive perfume worth 1.5 
million rubles - and the list goes on. For the benefit of Kievans working 9:00 to 5:00, for the 
three days before the holiday all grocery stores were to be open until midnight, and other 
stores until 10:00 p.m.98 Far from keeping silent about these pragmatic holiday preparations, 
which one could read as an implicit "deal" between the powers that be and the people, the 

press trumpeted them as evidence of rising living standards.99 
These consumerist infusions were clearly meant to raise the citizens' mood before the 

holidays, and lower-level functionaries would sometimes say as much. For instance, the 
party organizer at the Administration of Liquor Industry central office, Comrade Lazebna, 
spoke in 1946 of ensuring deliveries of food and goods in order "to create a holiday feeling 
in our collective."100 High-ranking functionaries could not be caught using the same lan- 

guage, but they relied on similar measures to frame parades in the Ukrainian capital as 

popular fetes. In this, too, the municipal authorities had come a long way since 1946, when 
they first discussed the idea of setting up soda kiosks at public events.101 By 1952 some 800 
kiosks and stands were serving participants of demonstrations, selling books and helium 
balloons in addition to food and beverages.102 This number did not include office cafeteria 
and workers' canteens, all of which opened early - and with a festive menu - on the morn- 

ing of the demonstration day.103 To accommodate marchers and spectators, for three days 
starting on 6 November the city food industry produced greatly increased amounts of ice 

96 DAKO 5/5/895, ark. 2. 
97 Ibidem 1/3/201, ark. 40. 
98 Ibidem 1/1 1/661, ark. 49-54; 5/5/938, ark. 29-32. 
99 See, for example, Kyivskapravda (14 October 1950) p. 2; (5 November 1950) p. 3. 100 DAKO 5156/1/3, ark. 7. 
101 Ibidem 1/3/304, ark. 29. 
102 Ibidem 1/11/661, ark. 53. 
103 Ibidem 5/5/895, ark. 4. 
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Public Celebrations in Soviet Ukraine under Stalin (Kiev, 1943-1953) 19 

cream (120 tons), cakes (45,000), boxes of candy (38,000), and bottles of lemonade or root 
beer(210,000).104 

But by turning official holidays into popular fêtes, the authorities were implicitly ac- 
knowledging that the holiday crowds were celebrating Soviet achievements by enjoying new 
opportunities for consumption. This, of course, tainted the symbolic interaction between the 
people and the leadership. Instead of rejoicing in a genuine expression of their inner Soviet 
selves, marchers could be viewed as thanking the central platform for goods obtained and 
food consumed. Yet, it is telling that this concern does not register in ideological documents 
of the time. This indicates the increasingly ritualized character of Stalinist political life in 
which the act of "thanking Stalin" was more important than the exact object of these thanks 
and whether the gratitude was sincere. 

The mass spectacles of Stalinist festivals in Soviet Ukraine were intended to inculcate a 
new collective memory that would combine socialist and ethnic components. The authorities 
gradually downgraded the importance of the victory, for it was to be seen as yet another 
symbolic gift from Stalin and the party, rather than an achievement of the people. Although 
individual war experiences remained paramount as the supreme proof of allegiance to the 
system, the victory's prominent place among Soviet holidays was rapidly eroding. In addi- 
tion to their importance in the formation of collective memory, holidays functioned as sites 
of symbolic interaction between the authorities and the people. During the first decade after 
Kiev's liberation, however, the Ukrainian leadership was repeatedly frustrated first by 
"spontaneity," and then by the masses' failure to display proper discipline. In the end, those 
who were viewing parades and launching festive meetings had to settle for their increased 
ritualization accompanied by the bribing of participants with increased deliveries of food 
and clothing. With the most recent page of Ukraine's history, at once tragic and heroic, not 
reflected in the holiday canon, Soviet celebrations were becoming increasingly divorced 
from people's life experiences. 

Summary 

This article examines mass celebrations in Soviet Ukraine during 1943-1953 with the aim of ana- 
lyzing postwar evolution, inner tensions, and identity-shaping features of the Stalinist calendar of 
holidays. Public celebrations are interpreted here as political and cultural practices establishing citi- 
zens' symbolic relationship to the state. There were, however, numerous challenges to such symbolic 
interaction in the Ukrainian capital of Kiev. New liberation dates conflicted with old revolutionary 
holidays and events specific to Ukraine competed with all-Union festivals. In addition, the Ukrainian 
leadership constantly struggled with "spontaneity" and the lack of discipline displayed by ordinary 
people during the festivities. By the end of Stalin's last decade the authorities systematized their cele- 
bratory canon by downgrading war-related holidays while promoting festivals aimed at the strength- 
ening of a Soviet Ukrainian identity. The symbolic function of celebrations, however, was corrupted by 
massive deliveries of food and goods in days leading up to major festivals. 

104 Ibidem 1/11/661, ark. 51-52. 
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