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The article attempts to trace the evolution of the Turkey image in the Soviet press
of 1964-1982 on the materials of the newspaper "Pravda". This edition was the main
press organ of the country and expressed the official point of view of the Communist
Party of the Soviet Union. Chronologically, the work covers the period from 1964 to
1982, that is, the period of the reign of L.I. Brezhnev in the USSR. The purpose of the
work is to conduct a quantitative analysis of newspaper texts containing information
about Turkey. The empirical basis of the research is the newspaper itself and its content.
In the process of preparing the article, methods of scientific research were used, such as
analysis, comparison, systematization and classification, methods of quantitative and
qualitative content analysis of the newspaper "Pravda". The work examined the devel-
opment of relations between the USSR and the Turkish Republic. Analysis of the mate-
rial made it possible to trace the image of Turkey on the pages of the newspaper and to
identify what information was conveyed to the Soviet reader.
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Introduction. Relations between Russia and Turkey have a long history,
which was controversial: periods of numerous Russian-Turkish wars, ideologi-
cal and foreign policy disagreements were replaced by rapprochement of states
and the intensification of interstate trade, economic, political and cultural ties.
Today, the entire world community is also watching Russian-Turkish relations
with interest.

In the 20th century, after the end of the World War II, political relations
between the Soviet Union and Turkey deteriorated and only in the 1960s, thanks
to the activation of humanitarian ties, Soviet-Turkish relations began to im-
prove. The military coup in Turkey on May 27, 1960 and the coming to power
of Cemal Giirsel allowed the Soviet leadership to officially recognize the new
Turkish government and express hopes for the establishment of "good-
neighborly relations between Turkey and the Soviet Union based on mutual re-
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spect, which could develop in conditions of international peace and security"”
[20, p.30].

In May 1963, a protocol was signed to increase trade turnover between the
two countries, and this already indicated the return of relations to normal [12,
p.631].

In 1964, on the way to the United Arab Republic, First Secretary of the
Communist Party of the Soviet Union and Chairman of the Council of Ministers
of the USSR N.S. Khrushchev sent a telegram to Turkish President Ismet Indnii:
"To His Excellency Mr. Ismet Inonii, Prime Minister of the Republic of Turkey.
Following through the Straits on my way to the United Arab Republic on a
State visit, I convey to you, Mr. Prime Minister, and to the entire Turkish peo-
ple my best wishes for well-being and prosperity. Board of the motor ship “Ar-
menia”. Nikita Khrushchev, Chairman of the Council of Ministers of the USSR.
May 7, 1964" [33]. And Khrushchev receives a reply greeting telegram with
words of gratitude from Ismet Inonii.

In October 1964, L.I. Brezhnev was elected First Secretary of the CPSU
Central Committee and Chairman of the Bureau of the CPSU Central Commit-
tee for the RSFSR. For foreign policy during the years of Brezhnev’s rule, the
detente between East and West was characteristic [9]. After much friction in the
60s, the first signs of a possible Soviet-Turkish rapprochement finally appeared
[12, p.631].

Thus, the improvement of Soviet-Turkish relations and the image of Tur-
key in the Soviet Union (Russia) was served by humanitarian ties, which inten-
sified in the 1960s. The exchange of visits of political figures and official dele-
gations, scientists, artists and sports began, which was accompanied by friendly
responses from the Soviet press.

The author considered the materials of the Soviet newspaper with the lar-
gest circulation at that time: "Pravda" as the source base of the study. It seems
important to the author to briefly describe these publications.

The newspaper "Pravda" was founded by V.I. Lenin in 1912 and was pub-
lished daily until 1991. The publication was considered the main print media of
the Soviet Union. The materials of "Pravda" reflect the economic and cultural
life of all Soviet republics, achievements of science, issues of public education
and health, literature and art, nature conservation, physical education and sports.
Each issue contains detailed information about international events [25].

In this paper, an attempt is made to trace the evolution of the Turkey image
in Soviet propaganda — in the newspaper "Pravda" for 1964 to 1982. The mate-
rials of "Pravda" most often attracted the attention of both domestic and foreign
historians.

The purpose of the work is to conduct a quantitative analysis of the texts of
newspapers containing information about Turkey for the interpretation of the
revealed data.

124



GAYNANOVA M.R. THE EVOLUTION OF THE TURKEY IMAGE IN 1964-1982...

The most popular topics of publications were the state relations of the So-
viet Union with Turkey, the problems of foreign policy and the international
situation of Turkey.

The beginning of a new relationship. Since 1964, activities aimed at
bringing the two countries closer have begun. There has been a warming in rela-
tions between the Soviet Union and Turkey and this has had a positive impact
on trade and economic cooperation. So in 1964, Turkish Foreign Minister
F.C. Erkin visited Moscow. This was the first official visit of the Turkish dele-
gation at the beginning of Brezhnev’s reign. The newspaper "Pravda" from Oc-
tober 27 to November 7, 1964 covered this visit of the Turkish delegation [26].

The press carefully spoke about the negotiations, using expressions such as
"a friendly conversation took place on issues of mutual interest to both coun-
tries". On the pages of "Pravda", an opinion was published about the trip of
Feridun Cemal Erkin on the day of departure from the USSR:

"We had detailed, useful conversations with the Minister of Foreign Af-
fairs of the USSR Gromyko. An agreement on cultural and scientific ties be-
tween Turkey and the Soviet Union has been signed, which opens up new hori-
zons in relations between our countries. Useful negotiations on economic issues
took place. All this, of course, will contribute to the expansion of Turkish-
Soviet contacts" [27].

This was the first important event of the beginning of Soviet-Turkish eco-
nomic cooperation in the 60s of the 20th century.

During this visit, the Cyprus conflict was discussed, as well as the devel-
opment of Soviet-Turkish economic relations and an agreement on cultural co-
operation and exchange was signed. Already in December 1964, an article with
the subtitle "Art brings neighbors closer" appeared in "Pravda", which talked
about the tours of Soviet artists (pianist, theater artist) in Istanbul and Ankara.
The editorial further quoted the words of the Turkish Minister of Information
and Tourism Ali Ihsan Gunesh: "Cultural relations between our countries are of
great importance for the Turkish and Soviet peoples to know each other. We
fully share the point of view of those who believe that art brings neighbors clos-
er together" [18].

It was not mentioned in the Soviet press that the only agreement that was
signed during the visit of F. Erkin to the Soviet Union was the Soviet-Turkish
agreement on cultural ties.

According to the Turkish researcher J. Kaygusuz, from 1960 to 1969, very
important and fundamental changes were observed in Soviet-Turkish relations.
These positive changes were based on two main reasons:

— the complexity of the situation in which the Turkish economy was (diffi-
culties in finding new financial resources on the world market, depreciation of
the national currency, lack of competitive heavy industry, etc.);

— disagreements between Turkey and the Western world, especially with
the United States, which appeared over the Cyprus conflict in 1960 [20, p.30].
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In modern Russian studies on the policy of the United States and Central
Treaty Organization, which included Turkey, it is believed that the American
strategy in the Middle East proceeded from the fact that in the event of a hypo-
thetical outbreak of hostilities, ground forces from among the Turkish and Ira-
nian armies may be needed only for a short period of time to contain the first
onslaught of the enemy, until nuclear weapons are used. This provision was
disputed by England, who believed that in the case of actual military operations,
the use of conventional forces could be longer. But both the American and Brit-
ish leaders planned to defend the region not in the areas bordering the Soviet
Union — on the line of the Elburs ridges covering the southern coast of the Cas-
pian Sea, but along the Zargos mountain ranges in southwestern Iran and on the
Erzurum line — Lake Van in Turkey. These plans did not suit Turkey and Iran,
because in the event of the outbreak of hostilities, they would have to con-
sciously cede a significant part of their territory. The American and British gov-
ernments had a low opinion of the combat capability of the Turkish and, espe-
cially, the Iranian armies. Washington and London did not discuss with the
Muslim participants of the Baghdad Pact their own plans for waging war with
the Soviet Union [45, p.166].

Turkey was presented to the Soviet reader mainly through the prism of
news. Political analysis played an important role in this issue. In the Soviet
press, Turkey was shown as a victim of American politics. For example, jour-
nalist I. Belyaev covered the situation with Central Treaty Organization, where
he analyzed the situation of Turkey, considering it completely subordinate to
the United States and England and isolated in international affairs:

"Turkey, Iran and Pakistan have begun to come out of the isolation im-
posed on them, have demonstrated their independence, and at the same time the
desire to solve some of their problems themselves.

It is no less symptomatic that almost simultaneously both Turkey and Pa-
kistan showed a desire to establish cooperation with neighboring countries.

The Minister of Foreign Affairs of Turkey F. Erkin has just visited Mos-
cow. His arrival in the USSR puzzled many. Of course! Turkey has taken a real
step towards improving Turkish-Soviet relations. Their former state has always
been speculatively used by the West for its own selfish purposes. [...]

The Soviet Union has always wanted to see its relations with Turkey as
neighborly in the broadest sense of the word. Therefore, F.Erkin met a benevo-
lent reception in Moscow..." [1].

Topics on the economic and international situation of Turkey and U.S. fo-
reign policy in Turkey came to the fore.

The correspondent of "Pravda" in Turkey N. Bragin often published his
views and reviews on the pages of the newspaper. In the article "Changes dic-
tated by life" he tried to assess the economic and political relations between
Turkey and the USSR, Turkey and the USA. Bragin said that the Turkish nation
is kept isolated from its neighbors and thus affects its pride.
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"For many years, — my friend told me, we have been seeing the same pic-
ture. More and more Soviet ships are following the Bosphorus, heading for the
United Arab Republic. Syria, Greece, Italy and other Mediterranean countries.
Why do these ships so rarely come to our port? Do we have nothing to buy in
Russia, or are our lemons, tobacco, oranges and cattle worse than in other coun-
tries?

That was a year and a half ago. And here I am again in Istanbul. ...Soviet
tankers supplying kerosene enter Turkish ports. The Black Sea and the
Bosphorus become the Soviet-Turkish highway. A direct railway community
through the Caucasus has also been opened" [3].

Bragin noted that the five-year plan for Turkey’s economic development
adopted by the Government of Indnii dictated the need for a far-sighted ap-
proach to the problem of the country’s foreign trade relations, since restrictions
on ties with the Soviet Union became a brake on strengthening Turkey’s eco-
nomic independence [3].

During 1964—-1982, the subject of the "Turkish" materials of the newspaper
"Pravda" demonstrated thematic blocks devoted to the Soviet-Turkish agree-
ments on political and economic issues, and Turkey’s domestic policy, interest
in the news of culture and sports of neighbors is less overlooked.

On January 4—13, a delegation of the Supreme Soviet of the USSR paid an
official visit to Ankara at the invitation of the Grand National Assembly of the
Republic of Turkey [11; 13; 14; 15; 16; 17; 22; 23; 46; 49]. During the trip, the
statesmen visited the cities of Istanbul, Ankara, Izmir. The Soviet press wrote
about the prospects of this meeting.

In Soviet propaganda, the meeting of the Minister of Foreign Affairs of the
Soviet Union A.A. Gromyko with the Turkish government in Ankara on May
17-22, 1965, was considered successful in the work of bringing the two states
closer. E. Primakov in "Pravda" stressed that neither time nor any subjective
moments could cross out the bright pages of friendship that arose between the
two countries during the times of V.I. Lenin and K. Ataturk. The Soviet public
noted that the cooling off period turned out to be temporary, clouding relations
between the USSR and Turkey. Primakov touched upon the Cyprus issue, say-
ing that the Soviet Union stands for a peaceful solution to this issue on the basis
of unconditional respect for the independence, sovereignty and territorial integ-
rity of the Republic of Cyprus; respect for the legitimate rights of both national
communities — Greeks and Turks [44].

The Soviet press actively promoted fruitful developments in the economic
and cultural fields of cooperation between Turkey and the USSR [4; 34; 35; 36;
37]. Although Gromyko’s visit to Turkey did not lead to anything concrete, it
created opportunities for high-level contacts and a new stage of dialogue, which
was continued by Urguplu’s visit to Moscow in August 1965 [19, p.122].

The official arrival of the Prime Minister of the Republic of Turkey, Suat
Hayri Urgiiplii, was considered a turning point in the development of Soviet-
Turkish relations. "Welcome, dear Turkish guests!" [38], "May friendly rela-
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tions between the USSR and Turkey grow stronger!" [39], "Develop good-
neighborly relations between the USSR and Turkey" [40], etc. articles in "Prav-
da" were full of such titles.

The Soviet government sought to establish relations with Turkey. During
the visit, S.H. Urgiiplii met with Chairman of the Council of Ministers of the
USSR A.N. Kosygin, First Secretary of the CPSU Central Committee
L.I. Brezhnev, Chairman of the Presidium of the Supreme Soviet of the USSR
A.L. Mikoyan. During the negotiations, much attention was paid to the econo-
mic relations between the two countries, which was reflected in the
communique:

"As for the Soviet-Turkish relations, both sides noted with satisfaction
that, adhering to the principles of independence, territorial integrity, equality,
mutual respect, they sincerely wish to develop good-neighborly relations among
themselves. [...]

The parties reached an agreement that in order to maintain a constant high
level of commodity exchange between the countries, the Turkish side will pur-
chase machinery and equipment from the Soviet Union for the construction of
individual industrial facilities, and the Soviet side will buy more goods of its
national production from Turkey" [47].

"Pravda" regarded S.H. Urgiiplii’s visit as an important step towards ex-
panding and strengthening Soviet-Turkish relations and pointed out that there
are no problems between the USSR and Turkey. The very fact of the Turkish
Prime Minister’s visit to the Soviet Union was of great political importance.

The cardinal acceleration of the development of Soviet-Turkish relations
began after this official visit. During the meeting, a memorandum of coopera-
tion on trade issues between the USSR and Turkey was signed.

Soviet propaganda actively observed the internal changes in Turkey. The
parliamentary elections in 1965, the victory of the Justice Party and its program
were covered on the pages of "Pravda" [41]. These changes could influence
Turkey’s foreign policy, and the Soviet government followed the news in Tur-
key. In Soviet propaganda, the head of the party, S. Demirel, who was educated
in the United States, was perceived as a symbol of pro-Western capitalism. The
Soviet press believed that in such an environment, the ruling circles of Turkey
and the public opposed the improvement of relations between the two countries
[24, p.39-40].

In 1967, S. Demirel and the Turkish official delegation visited the Soviet
Union, where a protocol on the redemarkation of the Soviet-Turkish border,
agreements on the construction of industrial enterprises in Turkey with Soviet
assistance, and on the establishment of direct air communication were signed.
Soviet propaganda about S. Demirel’s visit said that there were no issues in re-
lations between the two countries that would lead to a clash of their interests
and about favorable opportunities for the development of relations between
them.
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An important event in the history of Soviet-Turkish relations was the arri-
val of Turkish President Cevdet Sunay. This was the first visit of the President
of the Republic of Turkey to the Soviet Union in 1969. "Pravda" printed infor-
mation on the first pages about the arrival of the Turkish president, about his
trip around the country and meetings. Unfortunately, there were no photos from
the meeting of high-ranking officials in the press.

"On November 12, Moscow warmly welcomed the President of the Re-
public of Turkey, Cevdet Sunay, who arrived in our country on an official visit
at the invitation of the Presidium of the Supreme Soviet of the USSR and the
Soviet Government. |...]

The streets of the city, along which the Turkish guests followed, were dec-
orated with banners: “Long live the friendship of the USSR and Turkey!”, “May
the good-neighborly relations between the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics
and the Republic of Turkey grow stronger and develop!”, “Welcome, dear Pre-
sident of the Republic of Turkey Cevdet Sunay!" [8].

C. Sunay held talks with General Secretary of the CPSU Central Commit-
tee L.I. Brezhnev, Chairman of the Presidium of the Supreme Soviet of the
USSR N.V. Podgorny and Chairman of the Council of Ministers of the USSR
A.N. Kosygin. He visited such major cities as Moscow, Leningrad (now St. Pe-
tersburg), Kiev, Tbilisi, Baku, where he was introduced to the achievements in
economics and culture [5; 6; 10; 42; 43; 50].

The Soviet public followed with interest the visit of C. Sunay also attached
great importance to the relations between the countries:

"On November 20, a conversation took place between General Secretary
of the CPSU Central Committee L.I. Brezhnev and President of the Republic of
Turkey Cevdet Sunay.

During the conversation, which took place in a friendly atmosphere, the is-
sues of Soviet-Turkish relations were touched upon, and there was also an ex-
change of views on some problems of the current international situation" [2].

During the meeting, the parties discussed economic issues, exchanged
views on the Cyprus issue, they expressed hope that the final settlement based
on the independence and territorial integrity of the Cypriot state will take into
account the legitimate rights and interests of both communities. The participants
of the meeting also touched upon a number of other foreign policy issues,
namely the Middle East. The Soviet Government declared that it firmly and
consistently supports the Arab peoples in their struggle for strengthening their
national independence, for social progress, and for eliminating the consequen-
ces of Israeli aggression [7; 48].

Soviet and modern researchers believed that the visit of President C. Sunay
visiting the USSR, his meetings with Leonid Brezhnev and other Soviet leaders
put the final point in the process of normalization of relations between the two
countries.

Modern Turkish researchers believe that this was a formal visit and Turkey
was committed only to considering a long-term trade agreement [19, p.116].
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J. Kaygusuz in his work noted an increase in the volume of trade between
the two countries in the period from 1967 to 1974 by 2.5 times, which amount-
ed to 129.1 million rubles and that this cooperation between Turkey and the
USSR greatly hindered Ankara’s Western partners, and since 1970 aggressive
political actions on the part of the West began to prevent this rapprochement
and these political steps had partial success in the 1970s and 80s [20, p.32, 34].

In the 1970s, working visits were held between Turkey and the Soviet
Union, in which the parties continued the course of achieving good neighborli-
ness between the countries. During the aggravation of the Cyprus crisis, this
situation was discussed at a meeting of ministers of both countries in New
York, and A.A. Gromyko informed The Minister of Foreign Affairs of Turkey
T. Gunesh about the position of the Soviet government on this issue and
stressed the importance of the Soviet proposal to convene an international con-
ference within the framework of the United Nations on the peaceful settlement
of the Cyprus problem [32].

In April 1976, the Soviet delegation of the Parliament was in the Republic
of Turkey. This was the third working visit to Ankara. The delegation toured the
country and had meetings with Prime Minister S. Demirel. During the talks and
meetings, it was emphasized that the expansion of interstate cooperation is dic-
tated by the mutual interests of the two countries, as well as the process of in-
ternational detente taking place in the world. "Pravda" wrote about the success
of such official visits in strengthening good neighborliness and friendship be-
tween Turkey and the USSR [28].

The Soviet press noted the importance of the visit of the Turkish delega-
tion to the USSR headed by B. Ecevit in June 1978 in the development of bilat-
eral relations, namely the signing of a political document on the principles of
friendly cooperation between the Soviet Union and the Republic of Turkey. The
main objectives of this document corresponded to the Final Act of the Confer-
ence for Security and Cooperation in Europe. The parties committed themselves
to observe the principles of non-use of force in mutual relations. Kosygin at a
dinner in honor of Minister B. Ecevit noted that political relations are becoming
more stable with the expansion of practical, business ties and contacts. They
also have a stimulating effect on the course of economic and other cooperation
between states [30].

The Soviet-Turkish negotiations received a wide response in the Soviet
press. The results of these meetings were considered successful and fruitful,
which opened up prospects for strengthening trust and developing mutually
beneficial relations.

In 1972, the USSR provided Turkey with a new loan in the amount of
$288 million to modernize the steel mill in Iskanderun and bring its capacity to
2 million tons of steel per year. In 1975, Chairman of the USSR State Commit-
tee for Foreign Trade Semyon Skachkov visited Turkey, and as a result of this
visit, an agreement was signed on the establishment of the Turkish-Soviet Bilat-
eral Committee for Economic Cooperation. In 1977, Moscow allocated another
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loan in the amount of $1.3 billion for 10 years, and the first tranches were com-
pleted a year later. In November 1976, a ten-year agreement on cooperation in
the energy sector was prepared, according to which the Soviet side sold ma-
chinery and equipment worth $3.8 billion to Turkey. On June 5, 1979, a corre-
sponding protocol was signed [21, p.44-45].

Economic cooperation between Turkey and the USSR greatly hindered
Ankara’s Western partners, and since 1970 aggressive political actions on the
part of the West began to prevent this rapprochement, and these political steps
were partially successful in the 1970s and 1980s [20, p.34]

In 1979, Soviet-Turkish relations became strained due to the events in Af-
ghanistan. Although Turkey has adopted a neutral position towards the Afghan
war and pursued a cautious policy [51, p.375]. In the 1980s, Soviet-Turkish re-
lations continued to be influenced by global and regional events. Despite the
tensions caused by events in Afghanistan and other regions, relations between
the Soviet Union and Turkey remained diplomatically stable.

During the period under review, scientific and cultural ties developed be-
tween Turkey and the USSR. During B. Ecevit’s visit to the Soviet Union, doc-
uments on cultural and scientific exchange for 1978-1980 were signed. This
cooperation program has expanded opportunities for the development of scien-
tific, sports, tourist ties, as well as tours of theater and cinema artists. "Pravda"
wrote that all this is evidence of the expansion of Soviet-Turkish cooperation,
filling it with new content, establishing mutual trust [31].

Soviet propaganda wrote about the development of relations in a positive
direction even after the army leaders came to power in Turkey in the 1980s. At
the end of September 1980, an exchange of views took place between
A.A. Gromyko and the Minister of Foreign Affairs of the new Government of
Turkey I. Turkmen. During this exchange, the stable state of Soviet-Turkish
relations was stated and "the intention of both sides to further develop them in
political, economic, trade and other fields on the basis of good neighborliness,
principles of equality and mutual benefit" was expressed [29].

Conclusion. Having analyzed the articles from 1964 to the 1980s in the
newspaper "Pravda", it should be noted that the most popular topics of publica-
tions were the relationship between Turkey and the Soviet Union, the problems
of foreign policy and the international situation of Turkey, and the domestic
policy of Turkey was also covered. The least number of publications were on
the materials of culture, science and sports.

An important stage in Soviet-Turkish relations has been considered since
1964, when L. Brezhnev came to Soviet power and set a course to improve
friendly relations with neighbors. Soviet-Turkish political relations reached a
new level after Brezhnev became the head of the USSR. Active coverage of the
image of the Turkish Republic takes place after these events. The materials on
successful good-neighborly relations between Turkey and the Soviet Union
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come to the fore. Official visits of both countries since 1965 have contributed
more to the improvement of bilateral relations.

During 1964-1982 in the materials of the newspaper "Pravda" there was a
formation of a positive image of Turkey, considering it subordinate to the Unit-
ed States and isolated in international affairs, and the Soviet press sympathized
with it. Publications related to Turkey were devoid of negative connotation.

REFERENCES

1. Belyaev L. Barren politics. Pravda. 1964, November 15. (In Russian)

2. Conversation of L.I. Brezhnev with D. Sunay. Pravda. 1969, November 21.
(In Russian)

Bragin N. Changes dictated by life. Pravda. 1965, January 4. (In Russian)
Bragin N. This is dictated by life. Pravda. 1965, May 26. (In Russian)

In a friendly environment. Pravda. 1969, November 14. (In Russian)

In a friendly environment. Pravda. 1969, November 15. (In Russian)

In a friendly environment. Pravda. 1969, November 21. (In Russian)

. In the interests of good neighborliness and peace. Arrival of the President of
the Turklsh Republic Cevdet Sunay in Moscow. Pravda. 1969, November 13.
(In Russian)

9. Foreign policy under Brezhnev.  WWW.ISTMIRA.COM. URL:
https://www.istmira.com/drugoe-istoriya-rossii/1 658 1 -vneshnjaja-politika-pri-
brezhneve-kratko.html (accessed: 10.04.2024). (In Russian)

10. Return of the President of Turkey to Moscow. Pravda. 1969, November 20.
(In Russian)

11. Meeting in the capital of Turkey. Pravda. 1965, January 13. (In Russian)

12. Gasanly J. USSR — Turkey: from neutrality to the Cold War (1939-1953).
Moscow: Propaganda Center Publ., 2008. 663 p. (In Russian)

13. Delegation of the Supreme Soviet of the USSR in Turkey. Pravda. 1965,
January 6. (In Russian)

14. Friendly meetings. Pravda. 1965, January 11. (In Russian)

15. For good neighborly relations. Pravda. 1965, January 9. (In Russian)

16. The acquaintance continues. Pravda. 1965, January 10. (In Russian)

17. From a trip to Turkey. Pravda. 1965, January 14. (In Russian)

18. Art brings neighbors closer together. Pravda. 1964, December 6. (In Russian)

19. Yeshilbursa B.K. From The Cold War to detente: Turco-Soviet relations ac-
cording to British documents of the 1960s. Modern scientific thought. 2019, no.l,
pp-108—122. (In Russian)

20. Kaygusuz J. Features of Soviet-Turkish economic relations in the 1960s. Bul-
letin of the Nizhny Novgorod University. 2016, no.3, pp.29-35. (In Russian)

21. Kalugin P.E. Historical dynamics of Russian-Turkish relations in economics
and energy. News of Irkutsk State University. Series "History". 2015, vol.12, pp.40-54.
(In Russian)

22. Departure of the delegation of the Supreme Soviet of the USSR to Turkey.
Pravda. 1965, January 5. (In Russian)

23. The trip is over. Pravda. 1965, January 14. (In Russian)

® N AW

132



GAYNANOVA M.R. THE EVOLUTION OF THE TURKEY IMAGE IN 1964-1982...

24. Potskhveriya B.M. Turkey’s foreign policy after the World War II. Moscow:
Science Publ., 1976. 312 p. (In Russian)

25. Pravda. Bonoeoockaa obracmuaa ynusepcanvnas oOubauomexa. URL:
https://www.booksite.ru/fulltext/1/001/008/092/177.htm (accessed: 10.04.2024).
(In Russian)

26. Pravda. 1964, November 1. (In Russian)

27. Pravda. 1964, November 7. (In Russian)

28. Pravda. 1976, April 14. (In Russian)

29. Pravda. 1980, September 20. (In Russian)

30. Pravda. 1978, June 22. (In Russian)

31. Pravda. 1978, June 26. (In Russian)

32. Pravda. 1974, November 27. (In Russian)

33. Pravda. 1964, May 8. (In Russian)

34. Pravda. 1965, May 18. (In Russian)

35. Pravda. 1965, May 20. (In Russian)

36. Pravda. 1965, May 22. (In Russian)

37. Pravda. 1965, May 23. (In Russian)

38. Pravda. 1965, August 10. (In Russian)

39. Pravda. 1965, August 11. (In Russian)

40. Pravda. 1965, August 12. (In Russian)

41. Pravda. 1965, February 21. (In Russian)

42. President of Turkey in the capital of Ukraine. Pravda. 1969, November 16.
(In Russian)

43. President of Turkey in the capital of Ukraine. Pravda. 1969, November 17.
(In Russian)

44. Primakov E. The goal is good neighborliness. Pravda. 1965, May 24. (In Rus-
sian)

45. Rumyantsev V.P. U.S. policy in connection with the transformation of the
Baghdad Pact and the formation of the CENTO (1958-1960). Bulletin of Tomsk State
University. 2009, n0.323, pp.163—-169. (In Russian)

46. Soviet parliamentarians flew to [zmir. Pravda. 1965, January 8. (In Russian)

47. Joint Soviet-Turkish communique. Pravda. 1965, August 17. (In Russian)

48. Joint Soviet-Turkish communique. Pravda. 1969, November 22. (In Russian)

49. Let neighbors live in friendship. Pravda. 1965, January 7. (In Russian)

50. Warm meetings. Pravda. 1969, November 19. (In Russian)

51. Ozdemir A., Aksu F. The Soviet Union’s intervention in Afghanistan: transna-
tional solidarity and war volunteering in Turkey. Ortadogu Etiitleri. 2021. Cilt 13.
Say1 3. S.363-394. (In Turkish)

About the author:

Gaynanova Milyausha Ramilevna — Cand. Sci. (history), Senior Researcher of
the Abdullin Department of History of Religions and Social Thought, Marjani Institute
of History of the Tatarstan Academy of Sciences (Kazan, Russian Federation); ORCID:
0000-0002-3689-7425; e-mail: mgaynanova@gmail.com

Received April 30, 2024 Accepted for publication May 13, 2024

133



From History and Culture of Peoples of the Middle Volga Region. 2024, vol.14, no.2

Ssontouns obpasa Typumm B 1964-1982 rr.
Ha CTpaHuuax rasetol «[pasga»

M.P. I'atitnanoesa

HUnemumym uemopuu um. L. Mapoxcanu AH PT
Kasanw, Poccutickas @edepayus

B craTthe mpeampuHATA MOMBITKA MPOCIEIUTh 3BOIIONMI0 oOpaza Typuuu B co-
BeTckoi mpecce 1964—1982 rr. mHa martepmanax rasetsl «I[IpaBmay». [anHoe w3maHue
SIBJSUIOCH TJIABHBIM II€YAaTHBIM OPraHOM CTPaHbl M BBIPAXKAIO O(UIMANTBHYIO TOUYKY
3penus Kommynuctuueckoir maptum Coerckoro Coro3a. XpOHOJOTMUYECKH paboTa
oxBatbIBaeT nepuoa ¢ 1964 mo 1982 r., To ecth nmepuon npasnenus JI.M. BpexHesa B
CCCP. Llenp paboThl — IMpoBeeHNE KOJIMYECTBEHHOTO aHAJIM3a TEKCTOB Ta3eT, COAep-
Karux uHpopMarmio o Typuuu. OMnupryeckyro 6a3y UCCIeJOBaHHS COCTABISIET cama
rasera, ee cojep>kaHue. B mporecce HOArOTOBKU CTaThU OBUTH MCIIOJIb30BAaHBI METOJIBI
HayYHBIX MCCJICIOBAHUH, TaKHe KaK aHAIN3, CPABHEHUE, CUCTEMATH3alMs U KiacCU(H-
KaIisi, METO/bI KOJIMYECTBEHHOTO M KaueCTBEHHOIO KOHTEHT-aHann3a razersl «lIpas-
nma». B pabote Obio paccmorpeno paszsutue B3amMooTHomieHuit CCCP ¢ Typenkoit
PecrryOnukoii. Aranm3 maTepraia IO3BOIHI IpocieanTs 00pa3 Typuun Ha cTpaHUIIax
ra3eTsl, BBISIBUTH, Kakasi HHOPMAIMs JOBOANIACH IO COBETCKOTO YUTATEIIS.

KaroueBsie cioBa: Typius, Coserckuii Coio3, COBETCKO-TYPELKHE OTHOIICHHS,
razera «IIpaBaa», coBeTckas rocyJjapcTBEHHas Ipecca

Jas uurupoBanus: Gaynanova M.R. The evolution of the Turkey image in
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