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1. This is a report on the meeting held at home oI Lupene STAIHIV

Late : 23 Pec 1966

in Forest Hills,Queens, in the evening of 15 Dec 1966, Present weres

Ivan DRaCH, Dmytro FAVLYCHKO ( they came in a chauffered iilssion car,which,
lacaording to PAVLYUHKGC, lelt atter dropﬁing them off), HULUBNYCHY,

K&4INSKY JCHOMIAK jand »T.:HI}, Mrs ST:iKUIV took part in the talks gt
intervals between her chores in the kitchen,

The meeting was arranged about a week in advance,as the parfing discussion
betwsen tue poets and the iound Table Club leaders. Kaminsky vwas just .¢v

a ewber of the Club. Very little time was wiasted on formalitiles,

therefore, und the particlpants got to serious discussion almost im edlately.

2. HOLUBNYCHY opened the discussion , aghresident of the kound Table
Club. He sum .zrized wha:. he termed was his own and uis éolieagues'
views on the peéts’ stay in the States., He said plainly, that the
various apyearances the poets made, outside the United Nations, were
in fact arranged by the Club , or its members. For the benefit of
future such vﬁsits, A0LUBNYCHY sug:ested to the poets that they lgt.
it be known in the Usraine , so that the Club would not have any
wLZlodculties in er anging other appearances and events. At the same time
tiere should be no wisunderstanding as to'political'”profile” of the
Club, i.e. the poets as well as their people should have no doubts about
the national independist position of the Club and must not confysg it
with ‘"'progressives" or individuals like Kosach.

HULUBRYCHY also informed them that it it is not wise to visit lLodues

here in company of the UN Mis_ ion ofiicials, as KB Favlpchko and Dpach

nave dome it on several ogcasions, and he rebuked them forxr inviting
tvio editors of lucal com unist newspapers ( TOLUFKC and Dy LEVYISKY) to

the Columbila cvening , without first clearing it with the organizexs.
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Here the poets showed some offence, Pavlychko explained that he
invited the com.unist editors, to siow them how .he academic world in
America receives the poets from Kiev, or more simply to impress theme
41so to show thewm that the poetry of young generation finds proper ‘
apprecliation in the Americanxacademic world whereas quite often in Xiev
and among progressives this és not the case, Also to show them that
"nationalists® have access to the American academic world whereas
"progressives' could not even dream of it.

DRACH was oflended by Holubnychy's statement about the role
of the Club in arranging their appearances. ''" I don't like it when
someone gives you something, and then keeps reminding you of it," he saide.
This misunderstanding was later clarified, and the Aening ended amiwably.

In con.ection with what Holubnychy had said ,Pavliychko asked him
wigther 1t was also he, who told Hryhori KOSTIUK not to arrange for the
poets a farewell party, se. for the next evening. HULUBNYCHY explained
that such a party cculd not be arranged by the president of the Ukrainian
writers association 1n exile, at the time when Ukrainian writers amd
intel:ectuals are imprisoned in the Ukraine, and espechally after the
Foreign iiinister BILOKULOS failed to show up, without any explanation, for
a pre-arrapgd interview with the Round Table Club people.

Pavligchiko simply acknowledged the first part ; and as for
BOLOKVL.E , he explained tnat the new minister is very new at this game, and
¢ probably ..o siamply frightened by the questions submitied in advance.
Latler on e a.ced tinat in his opinion it w.s betier to submit difierent
"leus mhkrg sharp' questions and then surprise him with proper oncs.

Lhis was sald by ravlychko half jokingly.

oumiarizing Holybnychy stresued that the Rouna Table Club
was ready to serve as a forum for further developumeni of cultural cuntacts
with the Ukyraine yrovided the other side ( in Kiev) would properly
behave and not misude those contacts for other than cultural relations.

Haminsky acued that a further develppment of those contacts will
also depend on positive cnanges in the Ukraine itself, i.e. on
new develdupuents favorable for Ukrainians not only in cultural but

in political doumain as well,




dbthout thoue changes there we e no chances that contacts could really
develcps
Lolubnychy also suggested that for further developumentd of

contacts it would be better to establish a regular USA -Ukraine IPriendship
ocwiety, with ethnic HBmerican participation. ie said that if an
initiative for such scelety were to come from Ukraine , the Club could help

establish the American side of it,

- 5. dolubnych et al., spoke also avout Ukraine's diplomatic

representation in tihe USA and Canada. They all agreed that the very

, desireable establisnument of an embassy is out of the question at present,

but a consulate would help , and at the very least, it could be ekpected
that a Ukrainian cultural attache Dbe attached to the Soviet embas.y.
Pavlychko stressed that he was very much in favor of the laiter two
proposals ana will presenti&gmin Kiev., ie also said that when he returns
he intends to deliver a three-hour talk based on his ohservations in america,
to the CC CPUkraine, un tiis occasion he was full of praises for
mkgrgex emigre intellectuals mentioning in particular PRITSAK and the fact
that the Noble Committee Lad asked him for his opinieon on various
Noble prize candidates. " I got the copy of the letier of the Noble
Com.itte and I will show it to Shelest iimself to show him what people
there are abroad "', he concluded,
Replying tc Holubnychy's and others' "expose' CPAVLYCHXO sadd
stgngggin with what famineky said about basig conditions for

that éhiﬁgs are on a way U «H®  uentioned several cultural
aavances. nauinsky broke in with a statement ,that culture is not
enough, that without political advances ,any cultural ac.ievemeats way
be lost overnigut. To correct tie horrible results of stalinist nationalities
policy and neutralize the present Russification dfrive, an officially
different policy is to be proslaimed in form of of.icial government and
party decrees. & few such decrees and the opposition still preveiling
in Ukraine to tulrgs Ukrainien would ve stopped at once, he caide.
PAVLYCHKO yepiled tuat tihe process of Ukrainization can ot be decreed
vecuase it would eugender stronger resistance of cussian chauvinistso
in the Viralne . SUAKUIV interjected that under the circumstances the

vokiet g#vernment would have to choose between the Ukrainian people of




36 willion and .uscian minority in the Ukraine of 7 or 8 miliion,

‘ravxchko did not object and said something to the eifect that actually
souner or lgter thingswill come to a decreed Ukreinization.

ihen he, and Drach kept referring to the last congress of Ukraine's writer
as one indication that Ukrainization is now in  progress. Paviychko said:
"hon't think that what was said at the @ongress applies only to

writers. vur writers cari; the word down to the grassrocts level. After

the Congress, say, a writer comes to a factory, and sees there a sign

in kussian. He'll go to the manager, and tell him * Look man, take this

downe. uJon't you remlize this sign is out of place in a Ukrainian plant?"

DRACH brought up HOGNCHAR'S statement at the congress of writers,
dignity" and said that even three years ago a person
would be accused of bourgeois nati-nalism for wentioning such things,
yet HONCHLR did say it this year, proving that Ukreainization was in progress
HOLUBKNYCHY raised the question of the "awmalgamation of nations"
and asserted that tnls w.s a simplified unscholarly "theory” concocted to
cover up the lussiiication of non-Kus.ian nations. Weither Favlychko

nor uJrach cobjected.

5. Haminsky menticned that even now ,after 25 years, trials are

being held ig Uxraine, of former national ist underground members, but
none of the HKVDO nembers who are very much guilty of crimes comzltted
the Usraine during and after the war, also in fight with Ukrainian
Underground, He said it is high time that those people were tried,
STAKUIV also told them that it was ironical that the German chiftain
in Ukraine - Koch ~ was tried in Poland and not in Ukraine, when most
that the reason
Ukraine did not try Koch was to cover up the fact that thousands of
Ukrainians died under German occupation because they opposed the regime
and  the Ukralnlan nationalists were in front of this fight against
Gerwan occupants,
Pavlychko replied that the matier of trials of KGBlsts was
a very delicate one, some of them had already been punished, but

edrnitiedly mot in the context mf mentioned by KHaminsky.




“ fhe trouble is - Paviychko salid - that you weuld have to try not
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only lieutenants Li¥captains or ordinary members of troikas but tiocse
higher above then in the first order. And those are still there, on

high positions, and obviously are not going to harm themselves'.

6, SULKHIV brought up the problem of Ukrainian minorities
in Kussian receralist Republic and in the suateliites. (e pointed outb
that when the iwmanians were oppressing the Hungarian minority in humania,
KADAR spoke up in the Hungarians' defence, but when Ukrainisn minorities
irn hurania and other sateiliéé countries suffered injustices from the regim
of theze countries , the Ukrainisn government and mpxky perty said they
could not do «nything about it , because this would mean interfering in the
internal af airs of these countries.,
rFavlychko ad.ditted that this w s not right and said something to the
ef:ect ''you can't do all at once'.

7. 25 throughont their stay here , PAVLYCHKC once again brought
up the need ior a Uxresinier newspeper in #nmerica, v .ich would be neutral,
and wiich would be read by Ukrainian iniellectuals here. His mein point
was that ailso Uxrainian writers in Ukraine could contribute to it. This
would also help to introduce emigre writers and intellectuals fo
Usrainiag milieu in Ukraine and use emigre elements for Ukrainization.

Favlychko w.s told they should forget about selling this idea,
because it wWuuld not go. HOLUBNYCHY suggested they criange such o
neuspaper weoth tihe progressives in Canada. Haminsky c:iticized them for
& deliberate tendeuncy to eiluinate all political in emlgres waile
they thmselves stick all the time to their political line. He mentlioned
sgme of their public ahatements and also aitacked them Lfor =k a tendency
to diceriwninate eWen inside the New Yorker group. He meant in particular
bmua Andlyeveka whowm they were not going to publieh while encouraglng
~thers tu co-operute with thems They wust understand one thing,unawely,
tnat for the .uke of contacts or being published in the UTiraine no one
would discard oune'c political convictions and 1t would be ridiculous

to think otuerwise.




PrVDYCHKO denied that they were not going to print Andiyevska and then
cor: ected himself that actualiy wnen they eliminated her from 'the
others" it was only because her style and wmodernism in general would be
inadniscsibie in the Ukraine.

siaCH sald something to the effect that they had to distingulsh
between a koshelivets and a Bhevelov, because while the latfer was only
a scholar,; the former wus editor of a journal withidistinct poelitical
profile.

Pavliychko sajdd that the emigres do have some good Journals,.
#e mentioned "Letters to Frienas" and Suchasnist, but insited that
2 newsvaver is necded, CHOMIAY commented that the intellectuals don't
need a newspaper, because they have things like the NY¥Times , but journals

of opinion are something they do read.

8. Yeminsky raised the problem of Iu .sian writers in the
Ukraine, refer. ing to EU4NETSOV znd HEKRASSGV, Ioth Drach and
Pavlychko spoke unfavorably about them, in particular about NEKRASSOV and
USHAROV. dccoraing to LRACH, HEKRAS.LOV was Jewish aund showed little
interest im things Uxrainien. USHAXCV and others kept also separately
aud minded tnedy own business. These people live in the Ukraine,
but wiien their‘s +»O0rt is needed for some Ukrainian cause , they decline
to helps. 45 a rule , in nationality policy, they are Busslan
cuauvinists.
asded aboul wUoLOURHIN wund the sloscow liberal group, LRACH and PAVLYCUKO
saia  that SULOUIHIN'S defence of Ukrainian culture and language was

an individual gase and no one among the liberals supported him.

SOLOUKHIN himself is of average caliber. Tvardovsiky and Hovi iir

do also nout go beyond the Russian interests,
among Jewish writers in the Ukraine, URACH mentioned

HOLOVARNIVSEY as the one who had sup orted shestydesiailnyky, and helped
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9o PAVLYCHEO siressed that SHCHERBYTSKY was the man in the

party on whom he piniaed great hopes. ide told the story about his

[

vemoval for the opposition to Khrasnchev. Accordingly, sSHCHERBYTGHKY

- ae 3 . . . ! .
refused to ax%%v “eorn ~contingents Khrushchev demanded from Ukraine
and for that Nikita sent him to Onepropetrovsk,

valking of Eﬁi&dﬁﬁﬁ'and KOSYGIN, Pavlychko spoke mcre favorably about

: , S . .
the latter, -asgya profes.ionalist and reasonable uan.
L

16. According to ravlychko , KIRICHENKO, at one time heir apparent
cf Xhrusichev, w.s demoted for his silly zemark in Prague about his
vish to see soon Czecho:lovakia incorporated into the Soviet Union.
This created a real turbulance in the Czeck Com:unist Party , and

SIRICHEN!IC had to go.

11l. Asked about 1OLALSKA, Drach said with a grin that he is
"an agent of Javanese -intel.igence'. iHe was also asked who among the
writers specil&ize in attacking theé¢migres. Drach replied that these are
easiily distingﬁished, because as a rule ,they are winners of the Yaroslav

Halah ¥Frize. :Among the latestg was also T3SMOKALEINKO .

2. Wien HOLCLHYCHY w s giving Drach and Pavliychke one of his
books, Hamdnsky vemarked that judging by che amount of books they (the
poets) had received by now, the KGB could easily arrange another two or
three tricis by taking some of these books away from the poets.
ravlychko «wenied tuat he would ever give his books for such a purpose
and adued that as a wmatier of fact he personally had sewn all the bags
with bouks and saw to it that they arrive in Kiev "undamaged"., " I anm
not a Vitia Korotych ~ he continued - and I would raise a real hell
should only one bouk disappear''., He said that he was going to keep
all these books in his library as he had done in the past. Incidentally,

he had upgutrilisne Vidrodzennia shoetly after it had been published

and it wtood tnere on his shelf., "But I did not do like the recently
santenced who were reproducing coples and disseminating them owong

peoples, yirst oi «ll,; I went to the XGB and I told them: I got this bools




and I .ant to keep it £ you have nothing against it. ind they agreed I
Keep it, M

13, doth, ‘Drach and Pavlychlko sald nothing derogatory about
DaIUBA 2nd KOSTENKO but in general were very reluctant to talk abouythem,
A%t one polnt ravlychko sald that he did not ap,Ptove the stand taken by
LAPBE because it w s ineffective, Instead of proclaiwing his ideas
privately DsIUBA should have acquired a position :n the CC and try

to implement his goals from there.
Both poets gdtres.ed that they are very eager to get DZIUBA and XOSTENKO
back into “"theilr fold" and straighten out all the misunderstandings.
Asked by Kaminsky what wastaganing of Hochar's remmrk about "hysterical
outcries behind the scenes' in his conclusive speech, Pavlychke and
Drach replied mmgd that they knew nothing sbout it. They did not even

read this part of Honchar's speech,

14, The poets said that they were urged to go to Canada before
lecaving this continent. Pavlychko stressed the trip was being arranged
on the highes~ level ~- through SHPEDKO. 4s to SiIP.DKO himslef, according
to Pavlychko, he was not doing emough for Ukrainians.
Lz to the trip~ Globe Tours in Winnlipeg is covering the cost of travel,

" *

Pavigchko assumed it wes Fravchuk's idea they vigit Canada,

15, Pavlychko praised XRAVCHUK Petro of ioronte, as ¥ the man
who hits the table with his fist whe@ééomes to Kiev'., Also PLROKOPCHUK
was U.K, On the whole , the Canacian progressives were much bet er than
their American counterpart. By their demands for Ukrainization tChey
helped a lot .

1t, Pavliychko was of a ratner iow vpiniocan about the staff of
U, rainlan bls.ion in New York. He was particulariy dissatigfled with
SHEVOAENROy a typical diad'ko who does not even speall wny foreign

languapge. '"Uo what cun you expect from such a diplomat?"
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2¢o Leproached for wmaking stutements about "lorwmer Uestapo
colisburator’ awong the sentenced, favlychko skiproed this problem aad
replied with n expression of nis and lrach's appreheasion about eventual
consequences for tuem of the publication of their statement on the
guestion of the sentenced ia Svoboda,., !le implied that they could be
repriuanded {or thet by thelr bosses in Kieve If wes explained %o them
that those present saw nothing compromising for them (the poets) in their
statewmeuts and what's more, obviously they must have coted on an understandin
with ﬁﬁeir bos.-ess Hluc: such statcuwent as an offickal coufirmation
of the srrests was wanddtery oo their part 1f they were really going to
induce the autsorities to releuse¢ the sentenced, Indirectly, tnls sioudd
iielp thewm to exzert more pressure on authorities., After £8 tihat the topic

Wad Qropped.

<je Asked why the goets did not go to the Bl Club, Pavlychko
replied that they «imply were not kecn on going tuaere because they
did not want to put tuemselve. into an embarrasing position. The Sovs
demand 15 seats for all the Hepublican Unions of Writers and the FEN Club
is not willing to agree to it. The main poiat,however, isY, that

the poets could be asked verious pertinent gueutions ws to ihelr

L O
eveutual wembership with the P.N and " we have practically nothing to tell

trhem', " We have no instructionsa",




1. inis i i report on the tete-a~tete conversatiou Source
hes with D, at 3TAFH. on 15 Dec 1466, On the side at the table, on the
way to the subway, ¢ in the subway Source had op ortunity to talk
with Subject separately. Fol:owing are the main poin$s of their

conversations,

2. isked aboat =natoli SHEVCHUK, subject comiirmed that he was one
of the sentenced, fis trial took place in SHIVOMIR uc about same tinme
as otier iriuls - =n Lvov, lvanofrankivsk,Kiev, oubject did not know who
else was tried in <hitomir. .natoli is in his tweuties, & student, and

writes some poetry. uios brother 83 Valerd SHEVCUUK.

3. a5 far .s Subject w.s aware of, SVIULYCHENY was not sentenced,
he was still under investigation when released. The sentenced are

v

in iordevska ASSR, at the stiation Pot'me.

i, usfter the arrests there were some scuabovles inside the party aand
the KUB., some ‘meople wanted to build up the whole aliair to UUN-like
proportions and uuéffor eneral crack on Ukrainian intelliszcentsia,.
che others wanted to usé)for settlag more concessions for Ukrainian

causeg and in oubjegt’s opinion, the latter prevailed.

9« Loulking at *he ini .rmaticn published in < Uirainian paper
on the arrcsted and seantenced, Subject sald that &1l the data are
more or less correcht. ( Mede. Zne data were from Frolege- bulletin)
6.i:ked what could be done if theoretically there would be some
relatives of toryn abroad who would like to help his family, Subject

interrupted Sourde that he knew of what relatives he "theoretically'’ was

talking, nnd%ﬁis opinicn any attempt to help through him would omly harn

Subject and Horgn's family in the Ukruine, Subject saw Horyn's wife

in tne spring 1666,




induzation won't be ensy,.

oy ey s e _— de o Cr Yy r TR G - T~ N Jy et ol P S SR NN
S RO Ws LT LA D30 many Sussiiied cleasmbs on hlgn polsiitlons who

obotrust the Laraiudsutiong

B, cuvject gaid he was somewhat srepiical abeul the efieciimeness

LOLID bhecuuse

of wituacks s:ainest s.0 8.8 4n the Ukraine such as

thie slso helped thewm in the eyes of highest suthovrities, /4Attacks of

h

criigres coeuld be aguite useful for such types.

- Ye srom tucse involved in Shevenenko-staiun-glassepanel -afiieir
SaulValHa is at Pov'ue , onl¥dINi was left in pedce uuring the arrests,

HURSEA wes dnterroguted.

10, ..skeu zbout hie grudge he had zrainst C., OSubl wt replied
"let's rurget sboubt 1tU. e wis oiil) interested in bosks and C. promised

to send them through :osc.
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Subject: BILOBORODKO, Vitaliy Lvovich of Udessa Ukrainian S.S.R.

RS

Source: Y.
Date: 22 Dec., 1966

1. Subject was borm 193+ in the P.ltava region of Ukraine, during
the Stalinist era his parents moved to Odessa, where he grew up, and
now considers Odesva his home, He 15 of wmedium height, well built,has
mongolian facial features, brown hair, Subject is married and has one
son. He speaks Ukrainian wvell, but has a tendency to use Russian words.
He is a historian by profession, and studied history while attending

Georgetown University during the winter of 1965 and Spring of 1966,

2e While attending Georgetown University Subject adjusted rapidly

to his new surrondings, he was the captain of the volleyball team in
the International liouse where he lived, and guickly picked up fAmerican
nannerisms and dress, Politiclly Subject avoided controversial topics
of discussion and when cornered changed the theme of the conversation
to banal matters, When asked to say a few words on the occassion of

the signing of a renewal of the cultural exchange program by the Soviet
and American governuments, by the Voice of America ra.lo program he
refused, Subject often visited the Soviet embassy in Washington to

"receive his allotwument of whisky'" as he put it,

He was not interested in Ukrainian affairs, and when asked if he

U
*

25 & nistoriaen was interested in Khmelnytsky, he replied that he was
not, but added that he knew of students in Odessa University, who
studied Khmelnytsky and his era. Furthermore these students spoke only
Ukrainian aisong lhemselves, this fact was not understandable to Subjecte
Wrile in Washington, Subject was working cn a paper entitled '"Russian
Alaska', he did research in the library of Congress copying and photo=-

graphing documents {vrow the "Manuscript Division",.




