
Subject: BOYKO,Volocl.mir, employee of the Inturist in Paris, France

Source :0442

Date	 :	 5 Feb 1969

1. Subject claims to be an employee of the Inturist, Rue Seze,

Paris. In 1959 he accompanied Virsky Ensedie as an "administrator" in

France. In 1963 he was again with VirskY Ensemble in Caracas, Venezuela

in the role of a representative of the Ukrainian Society for Cultural

Contacts with Foreign Countries from Kiev ( See a report on him dtd

1 Aug 1965 ).

His latest physical description: apparent age 45-48, very thin darK brown

hair, 5 1 7, several golden teeth in upper jaw, pale complexion,lookb rather

tired and "word out", 150-160 lb.

Subject claims to stem from Vinnstsia area, to be Ukrainian, married,his

daughter Svetlana aged 7 or 8 attends primarYi litElg Subject studied

history. Speaks fine Ukrainian.

Source met Subjeot.in Oleksa Homon's room at Hotel Palais d'Orsa3

in Paris in Nov 1968, during Virsky's stay in France. ( See report dtd 13

Jan 196%) Subject claimed to be on friendly terms with HOLOVKO,Vladimir,

and LYTV:NSKYY,Myrnn. The letter ,however, did not conceal that he was

almost afraid of Subject and quite insecure in his presence.

2. On 19 Jan 1969 Subject visited Source at his private home-
under the pretext that he had greetings from LYTVYNSKY who was also

asking source.fo edicine . Subject claimed he had some difficulty

to get this medic n and asked Source whether be would help in prOcUring

it. Source promised to get it and then phone Subject to pick it up.

Subject claimed to have come by car but when Source wabted to see him

to it he very emphatically refused Source's company. It is Source's

assumption that Subject mus, have been accompanied by somebody.

ziubject(s visit lasted for about 2 hours. He brought with him horilka

and caviar, and Source reciprocated with a small zakuska.

Subject was given SUChasnist # 12/68.
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. In the beginhing the conversation was very general and

banal. Subject did not seem to be keen on any .political topics and
. Source did not press too much either. However, later on Subject
"warmed somewhat up" and following is the gist of his relation:

a/ Ivan DZIUBA is misusing his position as a critic and an ill
man. Just because "people" respect Dziuba and sbow much imAtideraticin for
his being	 , he thinks he could induldge into anti-Soviet

propaganda like ho did in his latest book. "people" have patience with

him but this could be worn out One.day, too.

Subject did not wan: ,however, to confirm that this might mean that

Dziuba could be persecuted in the sear future. Instead he suggested

Source would go to the Ukraine him6elf and ascertain on the spot that

DZIUBA was not right in everything he wrote.

b/ Subject claimed not to have read Vyacheslav Chornovil's Zook

("Woe from Witt) but he raad Wirt it in the press. He described the

book as a typical anti-Soviet propaganda.

0/ Subject admitted that there was "some Russification in schools

and otherwise" going on in the Ukraine but he blamed for it Ukrainians

themselves. On the other hand he also admitted that there were
cases of "crass abuses" by Russian chauvinists of their influential

positions but again this happened owing to lack of"proper response"on

the part of Ukrainians.

d/ When discussing Virsky Ensemble's program 9 Subject mentthoned that
VIRSKY Pavlo was proposed for Lenin Prize.


