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 Subleet: pRaAcH

l. 3Source met Subject on 9 Des 1966 , at 11.40 hrs at the
éorn!r of let Avenuo:and #§th Street M.¥C. Subject was introduced
to Source by Ress as prearranged. Orlsitally Source was to nott
PAVLYCHKO as wedl , at the lebdby of the United: Nations,but owing to
Sourde's delayed arrivll and a phone call PAVLYCHKO had to make ,
accerding to Ross who went {0 the labbyAaLona. he managed to get ous
Subject without P. 0Oa the way $o Soureés ,Subject asked Ross whoth.r
he was taking him to Source and Ross 0aaftrmnd it,
After the tatroducties, Juhjcct asked whether Sonrob was uerhins _
in same ofiioe as Ross. cnd~sonr1n aanfirend LteSubjest agreed to luwnelk
with Sourde and Ross but pointed out that he had mot much t at his
#ispositiom. Defore 13,30 he was to be at the Public Library at #2ad
Street to see Malanchwk , and at 1#350 ho will meet with PAVLYCHED
at the Mission.
Subject wus treated withi-dmink and lunek at Schrafi at S51lst Street.
Ross kepé company at't&ﬁ“Iunch and “FPBOLeLTY Subject and Source alowes
-M 14413 Subjest- and Sourse left the yestaurant and at 14,85 Subject
ed his bus for the Mission. He SWikgwed 45:the meantim rrun hls svins
%%gé Library. ‘ - ' ' : -

2. Om the way to the restauramt Source asked Subject how did Ne
like Ukrainian New Yurk. His replyt he liked young people he met
in New York but he did not like the old generation,

Asked to tell what exactly he liked or, ﬂialikad Bubject stressed
the followings

8/ The young generation, particulardy. the poets and writers '
group, were doing positive work by ¢reatig within Ameriean nilien
Vkrainian cultural valuss wh&ch advansed Wi

promoted good Ukrainian name.
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These values are apyreciated aldo in thn Uki:ize. The main thing,
however, is that they . contribute tov tutal treasures and thus

promote Ukrainian interest without Weing politicallyeinvolv d,

This non-involvement in emigre poliiies was essential because it
helped thim also te @ee things realisticaliy and have & healthier
appreach to the problems of Soviet Ukraline.

b/ Subject's dislike of elderly generatiom iin based bn
what he has read and seem here in the States. It is not conditiomed
by the fact that he stands ideclogically om completely opposhkte
positions. Noynot that he took into comamideration $y his appralsal eof
elderly emigre generation. What he meant was the criterion of
guality and cepth, or rather of jgreatness, which he did not find,
There are no personalities that would impress him by their profoung
qualities, except for Dmytre DONTSOV, with whom he does not agree
politically but has to admit that he is & personality.

In this respoct the emigration ias pcor. \

Subject did not want to say whom he read beside DONTSOV\lnd
whom he talked te, and Sourde ngggoatcd thgt under the circumstances
perhaps they could talk about kkm political leaders in the Ukraine.
Source asked him whether im his opilion there are personalities of
high caliber in the Ukraine and who they are. Subject kept silent.
Source reiterated his questiomn but Subjest did not reply again,

Then Sourdé sugzested that he wus go.ng te help Subjeoct and

mentioned SKRYPNYK,VOLOBUEV and thelr alike in 1920's . In other words
Source would like to know if there were people like them nowadays

in the Ukraine not as muchXi*hthoir poelitical comcepts but primarily
of their caliber., Alter a while Subject replied that there are no such
people, But this was a result of general developmeant of Ukrainian
atffairsp in his opinloa ' we ar§ in a crisis on the whole", " we don't
have what we should have and the reason for that lies in objective
histérical clrocumstances", Not only the omigrat;on but indeed, there

in the Ukraine ,thney are gmzk also lacking in great personalities.

o
v

* Subject uses '"political" in the sense of "non-party"
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 But on the other hand it did not only apply ﬁo the Ukraine. Things stood

bad "all over",
3., The very first th&ls Subjoat did at the table was his

declaration of a sort which séunded like thkp.:
" I think I should tell you at once thai_c!r converaation wontt be such
8B Jeoywell 5uCA,YyOMU ku.w;qt"bocuunc s you know, I an hgrt in an
officiel capacity. I am a Soviet Ukrainian diplomat. This is firet.
Seeondly, you are frog Prolog, an ¢rgenimatfom of which I , you know,
well, you knew, I do not appreve, becanse of your political activities.
And thirdly, I don‘t approve of your annousicements about the trials and ‘
arrests in the Ukraine, well, and moreover, you made a statement against )
me attacking me for my atatements at the Reund Table Club",

Source replied that he did not want to talk to him astg Soviet
~ diplomat though he did not mind it but above all he wmtod to talk with
Subject, agh Uirainian with amother Ukrajniam, and he was sure that
wnder the circumatances 3 thm wag a 108 30 be talked about bet\«r&i . N
the two Ukrainianﬁ regardless of their Qprnimo political and idoologieal “
positiohs. _

43 %o Subjest's attitudc to Prologwe Source would like to know
what he had against it in partdculay., Alse what was wrong with Prolog's
activities and announcements about $he Brials in the Ukraine.

"Well ~ Subject atarted in his usual way = you know that Prolog
is being financed by Americals and the American Intelligence supports
Lebed ", He was told about Mr Lebed's co~operation with American
Intelligence not only by thspesple in Kiev bht also here in New York,
by enigres. And'it was obvious even from the fact that whereas séher
'anisrc organizathons were dﬁﬂrt of woney the Prolog had enough
financial mesns to do what hﬂ was doing., A% %o Froleg’s announcements
and activities im this respect ( he .as refapring to the tr;ala in the
Ukraine) Subject thought they werd wot good, Hecausethey were not
dose properiy. thay were too simplified , " well , you knowe.."
"And on the whole we don't want to have anything to do wigh emigre v
politice, we want to co~aperate with peopls like PRIBSAK ,SHEVELOV, the
New Yorker group aso".
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In his reply Source denied Prclog‘- and Mr Lebed's co~operation
with American Intel igenes aad any supgort on the part of the lawter
and suggested that he did met mimd SubJect would have a betier look
at finamces of Ukrainisa erganizations to see for himeelf how the
tyhings atood, Incidentally, Source pofﬁolally would like Ukraianlan

organizations to be much better eff, and would not mind if American
foundations and cultural and other organizatiom would give a real
help to Ukraimiams, Source weuld go evem further,namely, he would not
mind Ukrainians having their friemds iu the American Intelli{gence
and the US Government just as he would wish to have such friends
bn Semichastnyl's ataff , if mot Semichastnyi himself - he added
Jokingly - and in the Soviet government in Moscow., Source menti ned
Lenin's aiffairs abroad, Parvus, etc. Subject listened and did nét
comment., Them Source aaid‘that Prolog's activities should be judged
by their merits and their purpose and he doubted S,hdoﬁt had anything
against them as a Ukrainian , and a Ukrdnian poet and cultural
astivist,

" But your annoualno&?%ﬂiﬂd pressntation of recent trials is
too simple, it is nmot right " ~ Subjec¢t interjected.

Source wanted to know what was wrong in them and what was to be
corrected, he would indeed h‘shly appreciste his advise, \ ,

" Then = half jokingly, half serisoly Subject replied -\{ would
have to sit at & table in Prolo

Source said that he wouldAulwayu welcome though hzrprﬁz?iy -
saw hie place in the Ukraine where he has to fulfil his but
8t11)l he could give this good adwise also here, What's more 1t wus his

~ duty. Further on, Source repreached Subject and his flike fogqﬁelping

Proleg and emigration in general in their efforts to help themselves
in the Ukraine., Sourc¢e had no doubt that not only SVITLICHNY and others
benefited from the fatt Prolog brought up the news about the trials
but actually he himself ( Subject) owed his trip te New York to
Prolog's action, '

o
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" It was mot only that « Subject iater jected - thincn were _
much more complicated., I dad all I could and I did a lot but I can't tcll
you anything, because you knowee.' "Well, I know one thing, my way ,
the way I have gboser is the right ene , and I would only jeopardise
Ry poaitzan. =y chanves, and my work By deing what you suggeat”,
" I cam't have smything te do with you, I Rave e hold with my people,
there in the Ukraime, and I dom®t kumow why you think you helped |
SVITLYCENY , I helped him toof you kmow in case of DANIEL and SINIAVSKY
the uproar abroﬁd only huwé them and imduged the judge to give them '
higher sentences". " I am mot saying §our wproar abroad hurt '
Svitlychay but I want o stress that 3.anﬂ sy friends helped him. toe.
( NeB, Later on in the ttttﬁgyt&to conversation Subject said that
 "of gourse, what you did helped very much Svitlychay).

Subject desopibed the way "he has chesen” as that of
coweperation with the regime saying that this was the only realistie
policy at the present as sontrary %o d@gﬂb&thara were attempting.
( This was a referenge to these who ahared the vies of the arrested.)
Above all he wants to be a peet, an artist and a great one.
Replying to Source's relarks ané questions,Subject stressed that
he was aware of the fact that this was a geame he had to play with
very glever peopls. But he wus not alome and his friends were not
among the literati oul Ho, he agreed with Source that a XGB captain
gould finish them a1y’ me. day should thox not have proper streagth
in party and KGB circles, But teday ,he has frieads in the KGB , ia
the party , and everywhers in power positions,
Who are those pewople? Apar& from the fact thal he secs Source for the
firet time and he is from Prelog, he would never tell Source their
names, But he cak asaurée him that there are enough meople in the KGB
and the party to justify hie desision to do commom things with them
for Ukrainian people and tofHeF At#e that this policy will be successful.

c\ ran g b r«";"
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'» wource's reamrk that he did not disaprove of'evolutiovnary
path" but that this path had to have realistic elements and be basad
not on deception or wishful illusioms, ahd ¥RECRBEELuSe ue)iPspdtckipdugtn
and poiitical sofistication many whb tried it before had failed,
v-bject replied that he took all thése elements into account and
he could assure source that as soom as he discovered that his concept
was wrong and deprived of '"pealistics" he will have enough courasge
to draw all the conclusions even with most tragic-censequenc&s fox
,ﬁim personally.

'n wource's remark that we already had had snough heroes in our
history and needed insteed 'idving people"” who would, howves, know what they
were doing and reakistically appralded thelr chances anu the situation
in which they found themselves, Subject replied that he was sure
his policy will bring negeseary resulte because even ﬁhe recent
Congress of the Union of Writers of Ukraine was indicating in "t .is
directien!, Subject referred in particular te the speecch by NOVYCHENKO
and SHELEsST,. The fact that NOVYCHENKC - an opportunist bat otherwise very
intelligent, educated, and Ydright man = turned completelxﬁY%gm his
previous line and fully com itted himself to the new course of Ukrainization
was even more sighkficant thapd Honchar's speech,

Another indication in thie respect was 'fisap.earance' of TSMOKALENKO .
The latter wis no longer chief editog and 4UB was in charge of editorial
aflfairs,

Lo Source's com:eat that there was not sufiicient substance in
his argumentation and examples , particularly in view of other
developments in the Ukraine, and that on the whole this was not
suflicient Yo garantee him that he wewn!t finish even more stupidely
than did SKRYFNIK or KHVYLOVYL, Subject replied that he had chances
and he wue sure of themo at least finish 1fke & Bazhan or Rylsky.




Je Lo Source's comrent that Prolog and emigration in goneral
are veuaudy to help ‘'the evol.tionary po:itics in the Ukrzine” and would
welcome sugrestions ho&Xdo it most efiectively,from Subject and his #like,
the lat er <id not reply. Then lource mentioned that as a matter of
fack ~ubject and his friend were being helped now during their sojourn
in toe Utates. Subject asked whether he w.s to understand it asz an
agsertion that also thelr performances at Zmerican universities were
arranged by irolog. Somrce replied that not by Fro og alone but by
emigration as a whole, Subject did not conm ent, and Source added that
tods wesgolng on wnile the people from lae Misuion wer: not only
refraining from any rekl help but to Source's knowledge esen Lried to

put obstacles to Subject's and Pavliychko's doings. .

L, Asked about the status of Uxrainian nation from a socidlogiecal
angle , Subject sald that}&g?ﬁgs were far sg@y from what he would wish
thnw to be, hut there definitely was *vprogress and "we were advancing".
Of course, one hag to build almost everything from ¢ scrap, the
Ukra:niong people are in need of great stmthMecsuse precent intellectual
and political forces are not sufiicient to cope with all the tasks
and ‘national work', -t today ,on the other land, 'Ukrainiunisw' was
not restricted o llterary and cultural field but was aliso in
politics, industry, cybernetics eto, This was very important vecause
it meant that Ukrainlan people were a fully developed nationm.

And Ukraainian potential was growing, This is one of the factors that
makes Subject sure that only on the way of this growth ,the Ukrainian
aspirations will be finalg fulfilied, and anything that would interfere

with this evolutionary process would only hurt it.

‘iq/ Prpvces { (7{:/ WK Rcn (Gd’
neferring to the problem of, Ukra nian language in,cities.

subject .ald that intelleciual beop echelons emg lower stratum
of the population wos definitely Ukrainian, and only the middle
facet was Ruassified,




B. hsked about DOVHAS ,5ubject coafirmed that he knew about

hexr trouble and pronvunced her name as DOVHAN, AL one time she was
employed with "Holod Ukrainy" , waw a nice girl , butiﬁgaeggt want to
elaborate. de wlue confirmed that Doceat SHESLOVAL wus in trouble and
his Ukrainian chl.sagues were responsible for that, Whe? He did not
loow, probably some man like SUABIV /?/ but he could not remeamber this
nase elther. Anyway , he was sure that now after the vongress of

Writers of Ukraine , 3:485T0FPAL will be reinstated in his position at the

university.

7, it une point Jubject said that he wes still not sure as o
whether Prolog wue not ¢oniected with American Intel!igence. Source
pointed out to what Ye SaidAhefobe, Then added that apart from all that
why Subject had such a grudge against dmerican Inteliigence or rather
what was 1ts record from Ukrainlan point of view in comparison with
the horcible record of the NVVD-MVD-HGB? Zubject repliec Llhut obvicusly

the D3P 2ad Jdone wmuch hermw to Ukrainian people.

S.lerroached for his assertion about K. RAVANSKYI'S collaboration
with Gestupo at the poetry recding at the Owerseas Club,Snbject
replied that he Wuqhhawn various aocuwents by the 0B and he had no
reason not Lo belleve them, Asked whether he was aware of the fact that
the XGB could furge anythiay they needed, Subject saitd that of cours:
he kmsw about it. 4s to the fact that KARAVANSKYI wee in Odes:a under

kumanian occupatioh , Subject com ented that he couldn't care less

whether 1t we o fJestojo or Siguranss , finalsy the lattier colldsborated
with the former very clozely. ’

9. After Roswy left sSubject wanted to leave shortly after uim but
then decided to stay. Source pointed out at the necessity of co-operation,
and synchronization of activities betyeen the emigration and the people

like Subject in the Ukraine for the purpose of helping their efforts
in the Ukraine, It w.5 Subject's and others' duty to give theemigration

not only their wisaes and cemands but also to inform it about all
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the iumportant developuments in the Ukraine.and indicate directly or
indirectiy what, how, when , and for wh&%ﬁﬁﬁﬁg%ég should be done
abroad, vource wmentioned that in tuils respect Ukrainioas were lagging
far behind «uscians, Poles, and other nationalities who achieved almost
a perfection by now, Streséing the importande of such contacts Source
also nentioned the Document about the Library Arson which compelled
Kiev to 4 t&kefgftigiul ctand on it, the publication of Ukrainian
Enecyclopedia which forced KieX to publish its own "neyclopedia, recent
arests etc. lefevring to the latter Source sald that 4t was
Subject's duty te help his coll.sgues by glving all the necessary
mute%igi%\gge%@¢ple abroad what he X¥ and his friends in XKiev should have
done a long time ago._Dev§gping this point Source ggﬁgyggzéect that he
should |, for instsuce, leave here even some sort of amgp appeal on the part
of his enlleuues in the Ulirainme which could be published in the future 1if
necessary, leave his poetry which cannet be published in the Uikraine,
tell how and wino should be atitucked 1n Klev to help him and his colleagues
etc. In brief, he should properly use his sojourn in New York Ior
com.on cause xnd even for his own snke,tbdnking not onliy about the
preseudg but the future as well., Also it was mandatory ithst in h%%fg&ﬁgeﬁf%E
WESR 0RO HATE PH3E B8 fhohpiiAt BRateRtfbactBR, Folandiug wad synchro~

tubject's reply was tie fol owing:

lle cannot enter into any collusion with enigration,or to
“be morce vrecise with Prolog)because tBis would only jeopardize his
position and his chances to ashieve what he wanted in illev., o committed
himself fully to hie friendas in the party and -~ adied « KUB as well ,
because he was sure thet only in alliance with them he could reach his

goal., ‘'herefore he was not geing to take any Fidh whatuoever,
He was not going to tell Subject who his friends in the barty and the XB

are and he was not going to tell him mny other things for that purpose,
#nd above all, he wants 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. Tiis i8 nothing new to him but at the

same time he knows that they - in Moscow and Kiev ~ necd him as well.

v




He knows uis prise and is goilng to play all his cards as effectively

as possible and he is sure he has good chances to win, too,

But for the scme reason he cannot jeopardlze in any way these chances,
It was not true as Sourcgggssl!ted that he did not do enough

to help the #& com on cause 8nl his imprisoned friends in particular.

The whole yeoar he sulfilered no less than those who were sentenced.

Lt year wia for him a year of painful experience and nard decigions.

e can ouly say one things even his confirmation of the arce.ts st the

Cludb wn New York had to be fought out, it did aobt coume from itself,

and did not come easily.rarticulua.ly that part about ihe reguest of their

releazce, what hap. ened ai toe Uongress of Union of Writers oi Ukraine

was alse aot to only:Vszﬁﬁﬁéé and his plike gGaedit but primarily

it w.z Subject's ocnd uis friends' job, Of course, things were vexy

complex and wany factors were involved but he could only reiterate what

he had caid before nuuely tiowt the outcome of the Cungres of Writers was

quite reassaring for him.

s
Or the other hand he daes not{ want to say by thugiigiznew

coyrse of Ukreinizetion ennounced at the Congress  will bé eaglly

imjlemented o There will be strong protest and powerful neutralization

forces of Husslen chouvinists and thedir Ruscifled supportera.

dany thdngo will continue by inertion. It 's a fact that wuen SHELEST

told university lecturers to lecture im Ukrainian there were nany

anong them who ;retested against Lt. But tofs ie the chance khxk of which

#ould be taken advantage to the utmost, And there is no other way.

SUBLESHAs a good man and Subject pins strong hopes on him.

He is a soumewhat simple, Kozak-~like individuel, SHCHERBYTSKYI is much

more sophisticated , an inteliec{ual, but definitely not stronger in his

Ukrainian feelings than SHELEST, sSubject would rather think SHELEST'S

Ukreinian sentiments were stronger,




ge £ far as Subject is aware

of, there have becn twe tiials
in livovw,

1966, ‘he zetendants werc

BASKUTAO.  Subject knew vell HORYN BRdan who w 5 bhis friend,
SALYVREAA w s trded dn lvanefrankivsk, al about the same tiame
Fobruary = April 1966,

.
3

In 4iev were tried HHYN wiaoc had becn in
and SUANITIOVA

viig

Sotrial w s also in OUESCA ,Subject cledied

the defendants. as to Kharkev ,there provably was no one tried,

Hoxoane MIGHKEVYC'H

Lheoo weve demoudtraiions In Lvov but not 1o saissive as
Pro g had clried In thelr aniouncecenents.

AONSUAR and others from the Union of wWriters of Jizcaine

protcohed Coalnst the ar.oests or rather wunted to have cxplanctionse.

Meonn D Lhcw vere saowil vardosuas docusments provimg the caildish
{rrzsvonsibilit; of the ar ssted, Jubjé% WiG aaong Lhose wao
dn cood oon oxpliaavion voo and huada ooach teouble

two HURYNS, ZVARYCLIVSKA, OSANCHYL, ond

Ihe one he wis present at , tock place in February of sipril

the meuantiime relewved .
not to kaoww who were

wig involved in trials. .dow? ¥or nanding away

! : heciw.s T taat,
Cecoow osoac provoc.iions Moot of tie are Lted hal belaved in such
a oWt wiu ne necd for provosatian,
JIILYLLEY s net :entz;nced, he waxs st 1L wvoss _ooreavbion Tlaam
cder e - @ pulzpcad

roed, AL far as oubject « .8 aware ol Le w.ox wept ul
ti..e xn dev,

suring ancauter the Lrrests the ailtuation in Kiev and in the
Jeredne in gneral was very bad, There w:s no proof that a new

. 2l
wave of lerzor like that of 1937 wouidﬂgiart. lioreover that
the involved in arrests were warned ir advance to stop thedir

activities and some people were going to use it aguinst them
"additiomally",

thw




10. 2AHREBELNY Pavlo was & friend of Subject, When Subject
1
vwas expelled from un:versity for his participation 4in a demonstrationm,
he gave him a job and helped otherwlse; ZAHRLBELNY was among thoce whe

demanded explanations abodt the arresta.

11, Neither Lina KUSTENKO nop DZIUBA Ivan were authors of
the letter against Subject attacking him for his article against
KRAVTSIV Bohdan. subject did not want to nane him but it was obvious he
meagfzgsg%gtiuk. 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 &nd
Pavlychko to New York, and Lina Kog&tenko and Dziuba were ofiicilally
ostraclzed in Kiev, But he hoped that finally Lina and Dziuba will
understand him .nd all will turn out all right. Subject did not
approve wholeheartedly of their attithde but finally it was their
business. He himself was not going to féllow their suit. As he mentioned
before on.y in aliiance with those in power he wauld he able to
promote Ukrainian affairs,
Subject stres.ed very emphativally the fact that it was not Dziuba or
Kostemko who had wiitted the letier against him ., He read the treatise
by Dziuba and thought it was good , It also probably helped in inducing
latest cLanges in te Ukraine fur the better. He did mot,h.wever, bave thuis

Rook here.

12, The uproar abroad about SVITLYCINY had defin.tely uelped
to et him out of prison. Subject had also nothing azainst some
derogatory :reumarks about Himself in the latest commentary of Prolog on
his perforwmance at the Overseas Club, "Of course, it will help me'",
lioreover that he was not sure whether things would not change after his
return to dlev, inyway , he wu. prepared fur everything., Even for
the case he might also one day land in prison. But thigzggt change
his determination to foliow "the lately chosen way".
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13. According to Subject there was no one at the Ukrainian
“dission in New York ome could talk to. With a move off his head
Subject 1ndicated that both CHERNIAVSKY and KOCHUBEY were ne
good. Then Subject mentioned that he had met them here for the first

time.

14, Subject wanted to know Wether he was right in understanding
that Source's attitude to PAVLYCHKO was "ecid" and whether it was because
of the lair: ers's sins in the past. Source confirued it and Subject
comnented that still PAVLYCHKO was & good bey.
source replied that PAVLYCHKO had no reason to complain about the
treatment he is get.ing abroad and it is hoped he will draw proper
conclusions from it., In other werds he won't repeat his sins from

the past. Subject did not couw.ent.

15. To Sourcel sugyestion he would like to talk with him
apain tete-a-tete , Suﬁject re: lied that he wus not going to tell
him anything more, ( Lncidentally, moest of the factual information
hau to be literaliy dragged out of him.)
When asked what authors Subject wus reading in New York he did n.t nanme
them, Heplying to individual questions JSubject sald that he did not
read Halaichuk, fPetlura, Lypynsky, Starosolsky and many ctheis.
Aiked whther he would like to get acquainted with t>wme, Subjewt replied
th&t indeed he would like to read some gogio~political authors.
He would ap.reciate for bringing hik sume books when he meets with
Source again, Lventually, Subjest could leave books with Oryshka or
Ross., ' By the way do you know Oryshka ? " - he asked.

Source promised to bring him some books @nd Zubject thought they should

meet ggain despite his very tight schedule,

Jubject mentioned that he was reading " a lot" in the library
"mainly Lysty Do Pryjateliw andVSuchasnist" , the two magaszines that

interested him very much, w
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16, When parting Subject sald that he hed nod 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 wxs not sure.
He personally disliked SKABA and knew him as"a canaille " but some of his
friends in Kiev told him that actually SKABA wes all right.

18, Subject stressed twice that his trip to New York he mainly
owed to SHELEST,

19, /isked whose idea was it td send a Russian speaking .
"Ukrainkan 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 Ukrainlans, subject replied that he did not know who organized this
group . HAYDAYENKOC himself was not a bad man but obviously was
used by the initiators of the trip whoever they were. ' 30 - he

concluued ~ ju.t draw your own conclusions',

&




