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1. Source net aUbptet on 9 Dec 1966 • at 11.40 hrs at the
corner of let Avenue and :45th Street st.I.O. Subject was introduced
to Source by Rocas as prearrange. OrigiOally Source was to meet
PAVLYCHKO as'wehl, at the lobby of the :United Nations I but °Wile to
Source's delayed arrital and t4hoMe Sall PAVLYCHKO had to make *
•according to Ross who went to the lobby alone * he managed to get out
Subject withoet P. On the way to SOsrOM ',Subject asked ROS6 VUOUSr

he was taking him to Source an Ross confirmed it.
After the introduction, Subject asked whether Source waa working
in same office as Rees:ond-Seurle;OehfirmOnit.Subject agreed to 1000

with Source and -MOss but pointed out that he had not much t'.me at his
disposition. Before 13.90 he was to be at the Public Library at 42md
Street to see Malanakuk , and at 14.90 he will meet with PAVLYCHip
at the Mission.
Subject Wail, 'treated with-dmink and loath at Schralki at 51st Street.
Rees kept .:compehy at :tisi:Auwa and 1000.)•dt Subject and Source ales".
At 14.19 Subjeet-anC2O0004 left thO'reOtaurant and at 14.49 Subject
boeMed his bus for the Mission. .4**044460-400,, the msmatifet4rhOlti*

Atitato Library.
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2. On the way to the restaurant Source asked Subject how did be
like Ukrainian New Terk. *is reply$ 40 liked young people he net
in New York but he did'notlike the old generation.
Asked to tell what exactly he liked cr,dieliked Subject stressed
the followingt

a/ the young generation*: particularly, the ixtets and writers
group, were doing positive work 3, Creating within American millet
Ukrainian cultural valUee which ativotesstAKtmociat, , omirita. and thus
promoted good Ukrainian name. 	 C •



These values are apprediated alto* in the Ukraine. The main thing,

44414-ric-41-however, is that they .contribute to	 tural treasures and thus
promote Ukrainian interest without being politicallyeinvolVId.
This non-involvement it emigre polities was essential because it

helped them also to see things rtaliatioally and have a healthier
approach to the problems of Soviet Ukraine.

•	 b/ Subject's dislike of elderly generation az based en
what he has read and sten here in the States, It is not conditioned
by the fact that he stands ideologically an completely opposite

positions. No,not that he took into consideration*, his appraisal of

elderly emigre generation. What he sweat was the criterion of

quality and depth, or rather of greatness, which he did not find.
There are no personalities that would impress him by their profound
qualities, except for Dmytro DOkSOV, with whom he does not agree
politically but has to admit that he is a personality.

In this respect the eeigration is poor.

Subject did not want to say whom he read beside DONTSOU\and

whom he talked to, and Sourde suggested theat under the circumstances
p6rhaps they could talk about kkm political leaders in the Ukraine.

Source asked him whether in his opision there are personalities of

high caliber in the Ukraine and who they are. Subject kept silent.
Source reiterated his question . but Subject did not reply again.
Then Sourde suggested that he w48 going to help Subject and

mentioned SKRYPNYK,VOLOBUEY and th* alike in 1920's • In other words

Source would like to know if there were people like then nowadays
in the Ukraine not as muchAPtheir political concepts but primarily
of their Caliber. After a while Subject replied that there are no such
people. But this was a result of general development of Ukrainian

affairs; in his opinion " we are in a Crisis on the whole", " we don't

have what we should have and the reason for that lies in objective

historical circumstances", Not only the emigration but indeed, there

in the Ukraine ,they are PO alan lacking in great personalities.

* Subject uses "political" in the sense of 'non-party'	 •.
'
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But on the other hand it did. 	 only apply it, the Ukraine. Things stood
bad "all over".

3. The very first thing Subject Aid at the table was his
declaration of a Bert which sounded like UMW'
" I think I should tell yon at once that our conversation wolat be *suck
as	 onschlyou knOw...e."because you knew, I OK here in an
official capacity. , I as A Soviet Ukrainian diplomat. This is amt.
Secondly, you are frog Prolog, an irganiaatioa of which I , you know,
well, you knew, I do not approve, because of your political activities.
And thirdly, I . don tt approve of your announcements , about the trials and
arrests in the Ukraine, well, and moreover, you made a statement against
se attacking me for my statements at the Bound Table Club".

Source replied that he did not want.to talk to him a4til Soviet .
diplosat though he did not mind iti..but oboe* all he wanted to talk with
Subject, aCk. Ukrainian with another ukrainiaa, and he was sure that
wader the crettastanoes 4 there was a lot -to be talked about betwewa -
the two Ukrainians regardless of their oppesite political and ideological
pesitifits4

As to Subject's attitude to Prologs* Source would like to knoW
what he had against it in particular. Also what was wrong with Prolog's
activities and announcements about the trials in the Ukraine.

"Well - Subject starte4 in bin usualway - you know that Prolog
is being financed by Americans and the AmeriCan Intelligence supports

Lobed ". He was Mad about Mr Lebe4,08 co**Peiatioa with American
Intelligence not only by thipeople in Kiev hilt also here in New York,
by emigres. And it was obvious even fres the fact that wherea's **her
emigre organizations were 'Owl of mono the Prolog had enough
financial PUMAS to do what 340 WOO doing* As to Prolog's announcements
and activities in this reap*** ( he 	 referriag to the trials in th•
Ukraine) Subject thought theyHwerd . not good, becausethey were not
done properly, they were too eimplified " well , you know..."
"And on the whole we don't weal; to have anything to do with emigre

politics, we want to co...Operate with people like PRINIAK ONEVELOV, the
New Yorker group aoo".
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In his replif Source deiied Prolog'. and Mr Leb•d's co-operation
with American Intelligence asii any support on the part of the latter
and suggested that he did not mind Subject would . have a better look
at finances of Ukrainian organisation to see for himself how the

*hinge stood. Incidentally, Source personally would like Ukrainian
organizations to be much better off, and would not mind if American
foundations and cultural and other organisation would givo a real

help to Ukrainians. Source would go even further,namely, he would noit
mind Ukrainians having their friends in the American Intelligence
and the US Government just as he would wish to have such friends
in Semichastayi's staff , if not Semichastnyi himself . he added
jokingly . and in the Soviet government in Moscow. Source mentined
Lenin's affairs abroad, Parings, etc. Subject listened and did not
comment. The* Source said that Prolog's activities should be judged
by their merits and their purpose and he doubted Sphject had anything
against them as a Ukrainian and a Ukrinian poet and cultural
activist.

" But your annouseseitOid presentation of, recenttrials is
too simple, it is not right " Subject interjected.

Source wanted to know what was wrong in them and what was to be
corrected, he would indeed h;ghly appreciate his adVise.

\" Than . half jokingly, halt sorissoty Subject replied I would
have to sit at A table in Prolo5.

Source said that he wouldAalways welcome though he probdiy Mat
Ac	 o4/

saw his place in the Ukraine where he has to fulfil his erift, but
still he could give this good advise also hire. What's more it was his
duty. Further OA, Sour.. reproached Subject and his Alike follkelping
Prolog and emigration in general in their efforts to help themselves
in the Ukraine. Source had no doubt that not only SVITLYCHNY and others
benefited from the faCt Prolog brought up the news about the trials
but actually he himself ( Subject) owed his trip to New York to
Prolog's action.



" It was not only that do Subject interjected - things were
much more complicated. I did all I toad and I did a lot but I can't tell
you anything , because yen know..." "Well, I know one thing, my wall .0

the way I have chases is :the right enov, and I would only leopard/an

my position, ay chances4 and my work loy doing what you Suggest".

" I can't have anything to do with ye*, I have to hold with my people,

there in the Ukraine, and I don't knew why you think you helped

SVITLYCHNT ; helped bin too you UktOW in case of DANIEL and ZINIAVEKT

the uproar abroad only hart then and indeeed the judge to give them .
higher senteneee". " I am net *eying geue:uproar abroad hurt

Svitlyohnybnt I Want to stress that ,Lelet ay friends helped him too."
( NoB. Later on in the teteirtete conversation Subject kaid that

"of course, what you did helped very such SVitlarchat)*
Subject desoribed the way "he has *Wien" ap that of

co-eperation with the resift saying that this was the only realistic
policy at the present as Contrary to WhOloothers were attempting*

( This was a referents to these who shared the vid6 of the arrested.)

Above all he wants to be a pOet, an artiAt and a great one.

Replying to Source's remerks and ouestiois,SUbject stressed that

he was aware of the fact thet this was a game he had to play with

very clever people. But he was net alone and his friends were not

among the literati on17. MO, he agreed with Source that a KB captain

Could finish them all** day should theg not have proper strength

in party and KGB circa**. But today t he hes friends in the KGB is
the party , and averywherein power positions*

Who are these people Apart from the fest that he coos source for the
first tine and he is from Prolog, , he would never tell Source their

names. But he cak *Baur. his that there are enough people in the KGB
and the party to justify his deeision to do common things with them

for Ukrainian people and to$V40,4" that this policy will be successful.

70- rnla



eource's reamrk that he did not disaerove of"evolutionary
path" but that this path hai to have realistic elements and be based
not on deception or wishful illusions,	 4:108piettngth

and political sofietication many w& tried it before had failed,
6-bject replied that he took all these elements into account and
he could aoeure :ource that as soon as he discovered that his concept

was wrong and deprived of "realistics" he will have enough courage
to draw all the conclusions even with most tragic coneequences for

jlm personalty.

ource's remark that we already had had enough heroes in our
history and needed instead "1iVing people" who would i howver,knowewhat they
were doing and realistically appraiatd their chances and the situation

in which they found themselves, Subject replied that he was sure
his policy will bring necessary results because even the recent

Congress of the Union of Writers of. Ukraine was indicating in "t_is

direction". Subject referred in particular to the speech by NOVYCEENKO

and SHELE;eT. The fact that NOVYCHENKO - an opportunist bat otherwise very

intelligent, educated, and bright man - turned completelM gm his

previous line and fully comeitted himself to the new course of Ukrainization
was even more sigficant thatfifonchar l e speech.
Another indication in this respect was "disappearance" of TSM0KALRUKO .

The latter 14 . •8 no longer chief editor and ZUB was in charge of editorial
affairs.

To 0ource's comeeet that there was not sufficient substance in
his argumentation and examples I particularly in view of other
developments in the Ukraine, and that on the whole this was not

sufficient to garantee him that he ween!t finish even more etupidely

than did SKRYPNIK or KHVYLOV11, Subject replied that he had changes

and he was sure of thento . atleast-linigh "like a Bazhan or Rylsky.



o. Is source's comoent that Prolog and emigration in general

are toady to help the evolotionary poAtica in the Ukraine” and would
to

welcome sugoestions howi\do it most eflectively,from Subject and his �like,

the let er did not reply. Then Source mentioned that as a matter of
fa(;t -ubject and his friend were being helped now during their sojourn
in tae tates. Subject asked whether he '.ds to understand it as an
assertion that also their performances at Amerioon universities were
arranged by _Prolog. Source replied that not by Pro_og alone but by

emigration as a whole. Subject did not corn eat, and Sorce added that
toio ,:eogoing on weite the people from til f:1 Yiis -aon ler:; not only
refraining from any reil help but to Source's knowledge eie:% tried to

put obstacles to Subject's and Pavlychko l s doings.

4. Asked about the status of Ukrainian nation from a socielogical
angle , Subject said thatW91go were far war from what he would wish
tin 	 be, but there definitely was fk progress and we were advancing".
Of courose, one bad to build almost everything from 04 scrap, the
UkraOnion/ people are in need of great stegtiOtecause present intellectual
nod political forces a!‘e not sufticient to cope with all the tasks
and "national work". 15-t today ,on the other hand, "UkrRinionism" was

not reotricted to literary and cultural field but was also in

politico, industry, cybernetics etc:. This was very important because
it meant that Ukrainian people were a fully developed nation.
And U'oroinian potential Win growing. This is one of the factors; that
makes Subject sure that only on the way of this growth ,Lhe Ukrainian

aspirations will be final fulfilled, and anything that would interfere
with this evolutionary process Would only hurt it.

4.„---
i-Zeferring to the problem ofl Ukrainian language in4cities,

Subject oaid that intellectual top echelons and lower stratum

of the ppulation was definitely Ukrainian, and only the middle

facet was Rueoified.

Ot-,!
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$. Asked about DOVHAS ,Jubject confirmed that he knew about

her trouble and pronounced her name as DOVUAN. At one time he was
Suectemployed with "noled Ukrainy" was a nice girl , but blgeie not want to

elaborate. He .C16() eonfirmed that Docent 3HE3TO"OAL was in trouble and

his Ukrainian cibleagues were responsiUle for that. Who? He did not

know, poobably some man like SURBIV /V but he could not remember this

sae either. Anyway , he was sure that now after the congress of

Writers of Ukraine , SEST0A1, will be reinstated in his position at the

university.

7. At one .point Subject said that he was still not sure as to

whether Proleg wee, not conected with American Inteligence. Source

pointed out to wt	 saie 1..,foire, Then aded that apart from all that
why Sub ject had such a grudke against American Intelligence or rather

what was its record from Ukrainian point of view in conOarison with

the horrible record of the NFVD-MVD-KGB? Subject replied thot obviously

th . 1T313 'nod '..one much harm to Ukrainian people.

8.1iel,roached for his assertion about KORAVANSKYI'S collaboration
with Gootav at the ..poetry reading at the Overseas Club,Subject
replied that he woo/down variouo aocuments by the KGB and he had no
reason not to believe them. Asked wether he was aware of the fact that
t'oe	 eould rorge enythiao they needed, Subject said that of conrsv
he knew about it. As to the fact that KARAVANUII wee is Odesoa under
Rumanian occupatioh , Subject coin ented that he couldn't care less
whether it	 Ceoteo or Siicuran.F4	 finalAy the latter collaborated
with the former very clooely.

9. After Roso) ieft Subject wanted to leave shortly after him but
then decided to stay. Source pointed out at the necessity of co-operation,
and synchronization of activities between the emigration and the people
like Subject in the Ukraine for the purpose of helping their efforts
in the Ukraine. It 143 Subject's and others' duty to give theemigration

not only their wisnes and eemands but also to inform it about all



the important developments in the Ukraine and indicate directly or
ticularindirectly what, how, when , and for whktburpose should be done

abroad. oource eentiened that in this respect Ukrainians were lagging
far behind ,euseians, Poles, and other natienalities who achieved almost
a perfection be now. Stressing the importanCe of such contacts eource
also mentioned the Document about the Library Arson which compelled

'	 •Kiev to 40 tekeo)f iceal stand on it, the publication of Ukrainian
Encyclopedia which forced Kiel to publish its own Tncyclopedis, recent
el eats etc. efezreng to the latter Source said that it was

Subject's duty to help heJcoll,agues by giving all the neces,afy
mutegalY geteele abroad, what he IS and his friends in Kiev should have
done a long time aoo. Deveigoing this point source teld Oubiect that he

anonymouf;
seeeld for instance, leave eere even some sort of al appeal on the part
of his eelle-eues in the Ukraine which' could be published in the future if
neceo,ary, leave his poetry which cannot be published in the nkraine,
tell how and who should be attacked is Kiev to help him and hi e colleagues
etc. in brief, he should properlo use his sojourn in New York for

con ,on cause and oven for his own 7., 1ce,thinItAng not only about .the
pr(f.ex.064 but the future as well. Also it was mandatory 14e, in hig1444e6hh

no;!?AccotWE Tult .k11 iiiqkgiriSaRlidaektOtigg.,retendieg and synchro-
eubject's reply was the foi_owing:

He cannot enter into any collusion with emigretion) or to
be more precise with Prolog) becauee this would only jeopardize his

position arni his chances to achieve what he wanted in Liev. 11 ,.) committed
himself fully to his friends in the party and - adeed KOB 4ts well
because he was sure that only in alliance with them he could reach his
goal. Therefore he waE; not going to take any friiAi; whateoevere
de was not going to tell Subject who his friends in the party and the KB
are and he wee not going to tell him any other things for that purpose.
nd above all, he eants to be primarily a poet and get rid of his

political involvements as soon as he will be able to afford it.
Subject was aware of the fact that the enemies of his

people were going to use him. Teis'is nothing new to him but at the
same time he knows that they - in Moscow and Kiev - needrhim 4?'4.. well.
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He knows his prise and is going to play all his cards as effectively

as poeeible and he is sure he has good chances to wino too.

But for the ssme reason he cannot ,jeopardize in any way these ohanoes.
had

It was not true as SourceAaseested that he did not do enough

to help the :fte coin on cause inihis imprisoned friends in particular.

The whole ycar he sufZered no less than those who were sentenced.

LaZ year was for him a year of painful experience and hard decleons.
He can only say one thin;:  even his confirmation of the arre.,ts at the

Club in New York had to be fought out, it did not COW4 from itself,

and did not come easily.Particulaly that part about i.he request of their

releaee. 'llet hap. cried at the congress of Union of viriters of Ukraine
e TI , 44,t r si

\

was also not to only A D
,
i
.T.

k.IB,% Li; and his pink° cedoo-dit but primarily

. it w_L Subject'e and his friends' job. Of course, things were very

compic;c and :Ilany factors were involved but he could only reiterate what

ihe had said before namely tliat the outcome of the Congres of Writers was

2
• quite reasearing for him.

thJ.
On the other hand he does not want to say by the[t e new

i
core of Ukreinizetion eenounced at the Congrese wild be easily

imylemented • There will be strong protest and powerful neutralization

forces of Rueeian chauvinists and their Ruseified supporters.

nany teinge will continue by inertion. It 'e a fact that wben ,SHELET

told univerety lecturete to lecture in Ukrainian there were many

among them who rotested against it. But tc.is is the chance enact of which
eould be taken advantage to the utmost. And there is no other w&y.

;:11ELESVis a good man and Subject pins strong hopes on him.

) 

He is a somewhat simple, Kozak-like individual. 3HCAERBYTSKYI is much
more sophisticated , an inteliecival, but definitely not stronger in his
Ukrainian feelings than SHELEST. Liueject would rather think SHELEST'S
Ukrainian sentiments were stronger.



9, P- far %5 Subject ia were of, there have becn two t_ials

in Lvov. -L he one he w ' r, present at , took place inebruary of April
1966, ihe -_,ereindants were two HURYNS, LVA,-?YCHL;V:SA, u6ADGIIYI, nnd

L11.6J:tif0. -ubject knew	 HORYN Bhdan who	 r,is friend.

lLYVi	 w	 tried in lvanofrankivsk, at about tfte 3;ime tthe :

Fet)ruary	 4pri1 1966.

;.i.* were tried HrZYN who had be(n iu the meantime relened,

anL, -1JoN7,TOVA.

tr al w s aso in 01.1ESA ,,::ubject cIeie. not to knvw who were
the deten( . ant3. as to Kharkov ,there procably was no one tried,

ioxane '._,M1JHKETIC,i was involved in trials. iJw?or handing away
the

wc , deLno2;6traAon5 in Lvov but not 	 ::ansive an

ng hod climed in thelr an.iounzec-e,rlent3.

1.0NO'llAi't and °there from the Union of ,Ariter[i of J•faine

proted d.;oinnt the arie3t6 or rather wantod to have ecplanatioan.

Mc:A we . e naowa various docu,Jients iroving the calJinh
•,	 ,of t,le	 oubjes.	 tho3e ,4,10

;•.n explLaaion too cald had ..iuch

w	 prova,,tion. lont of tKe	 oteCk ha. be4aved in ouch

tarc	 no necd fo provoatior.

n4z.t 7,enteneed, he w.'s 6tL1.1

ner	 far an ubject -.6 avart	 Kept t.lj

ti.(e La Kiev.

during aneniter thc !.rreatn the situation in Kiev and in the

(liraine in 8-nel'a1 was very bad. There wls no proof that a new
lAtIrwave of Leror like that of 1937 wouldAstart. Moreover that

the involved in arrests were warned in advance to stop their

activities and some people were going to use it againat them
"additiobally".
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10. ZAHREBELNY Pavia was a friend of Subject. When Subject

was expelled from university for hit participation in a demonstratien,

he gave him a job and helped otherwlaei ZAHREBELNY was among tho-e who

demanded explanations abott the arrests*

11. Neither Lina KoSTENKO no DZIUBA Ivan were authors of

the letter against Subject attacking him for his article against

KRAVTSIV Bohdan. Subject did not want to name him but it was obvious he
Dr bablvmeantloverstiuk. Subject assured that he would take no steps to cause

any harm to the author of the letter,
Subject realized that the KGB and "others" succeeded in dividing

the young group . in the Ukraine. Horyns went to Siberia, he'himslef ind
Pavlychko to New York, and Lina Kotenko and Dziuba were officially

ostracized in Kiev. But he hoped that finally Lina and Dziuba will
understand him :And all will tarn out all right. Subject did not

approve wholeheartedly of their attitade but finally it waa their

business. He himself was not going to fdalow their suit. As he mentioned

before on_Ly in alliance with those in power he wituld he able to
promote Ukrainian affairs.

Subject stres-ed very emphatically the fact that it was not Dziuba or
Kostenko who had wiltten the letter against him • He read the treatise

by Dziuba and thought it was good • It also probably helped in inducing

latest eLanges in te Ukraine for the better. He did not,hwever, nave this
book here.

12. The uproar abroad about SVITLYCHNY had uefinLtely helped

to aet him out ot prison. Subject had also nothing against some

derogatory emarks about himself in the latest commentary of Prolog on

his performance at the Overseas Club. "Of course, it will help me".

. Moreover that he was not sure whether things would not change after his

return to Kiev. Anyway , he wa,,; prepared fur everything. Even for

the case he might also one day land in prison. But thi gXEBt change
his determination to follow "the lately chosen way".
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13. According to Subject there was no one at the Ukrainian

Mission in New York one could talk to. With a move oft his head

Subject indicated that both CHERNIAVSKY and KOCHUBEY were he
good. Then Subject mentioned that he had met them here for the first

time.

14. Subject wanted to know (ether he was right in understanding

that Source's attitude to PAVLYCHKO was "acid" and whether it was because

of the lauers's sins in the past. Source confirmed it and Subject

commented that still PAVLYCHKO was a good boy.

Source replied that PAVLYCHKO had no reason to complain about the

treatment he is get uing abroad and it is hoped he will draw proper

conclusions from it. In other words he won't repeat his sine from

the past. Subject did not coLa,ent.

15. To Source k sutgestidn he would like to talk with his
again	 tete-a-tete , Subject relied that he ws not going to tell

him anything more. ( Incidentally, most of the factual information

hau to be literally dragged out of him.)

When asked what authors Subject was reading in New Yirk he did net name
them. Replying to individual questions Subject said that he did not

read Halaiehuk, Petlura, Lypyneky, Starosolsky and many others.

A-ked whther he would like to get acquainted with tmelk Subjeet replied
that indeed he would like to read some sooio-political authors.

He would aie,reciate for bringing UM some books when he meets with

Source again. Eventually, Subjeet could leave books with Oryshka or

Ross. " By the way do you know Oryshka ? " - he asked.

Source promised to bring him some books and Subject thought they should

meet ggain despite his very tight schedule.

Subject mentioned that he was reading " a lot" in the library

"mainly Lysty Do PryjateliV and Suchasnist" , the two magazines that
interested him very much.



16. When parting Subject said that he had not read Source's

book as yet"but now I will have to read it".

•	 17. BILODID Ivan w_s suggested by Subject as one of those
who should be attacked by"abroad". As to SKABA - he was not sure.

He personally disliked 3 .KABA and knew him as"a canaille " but some of his

friends in Kiev told him that actually SKABA was all right.

18. Subject stressed twice that his trip to New York he mainly

owed to SHELEST.

19. Asked whose idea was it té send a lussian speaking
"Ukrainian writer" by the name Ivan HAYDAYENKO as head of Soviet Ukrainian

visitors to Canada in Nov 1966 and thus to make an obious"affront"
to Ukrainians, subject replied that he did not know who organized this

group • HAYDAYENKO himself was not a bad man but obviously was

used by the initiators of the trip whoever they were. " So - he

conclued - jut draw your own conclusions".


