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To:	 S/P - Mr. Joyce

From:	 EE - Mr. Vedeler

Subjects Vojtech Krajcovic

• Reference is made to Mr. Kelley's memorandum of February 6,
1951 requesting information on Mx. Vojtech Krajcovic of the National
Committee for Liberation of Slovakia and the Department's views on
cdisperation with him by the 	

*Krajcovic born February 4, 19114, was a minor functionary in
Slovakia during World War II, employed in the Bank of Slo yaLda and .
in the Institute for Econ . - .	earch. It is reported'that he was
at one time a follower ofs=1% but later he apparently- particiiated
in an effort of certain Sl y : o icials to seek a separate peace with
the Allies in 19144. He was captured by the Gestapo at SarajevO
Yugoslavia and put in the concentration cam:, at Hauthausen. After his •
liberation from there' and a brief return to Slovakia, he went, to Paris
and then immigrated to this country in 1947.

In April 1948, Krajcoyic visited this office together with
Mr. Lukac in an effort to establish continuous contact with the
political desk. At that time he made extravagant statements concerning
widespread support for himself among Slovak Americans and other Slovak
groups in Western Europe, and concerning the strength of hist-underground
organization  in Slovakia. 	 -

,,
fl The Department did not encourage further contact and it was not

subsequently-maintained. However Krajcovic, supliortied - bythe rightist
and strongly "separatist Slovak language newspaper in New TOrk City, 	 .
Slovak v•AMerike 4 made an effort to obtain the backing of the Slovak
teague,of71;774., a roof organization of Catholic Slovak American:
organizations., and other large Catholic groups, during the course of

.1948 . He did not..succeed in this endeavor and plans to establish
headquartere inKaShington in the fill of 1948 apparently fell through.

• In February 1949 the'most.powerful Slovak separatist groups in
'exile lined,4 behind two competing, leaders, Karol Si r andllerdiriand
Daroiriikk. Sider,:a former leader , of the Slovak HhinkaPeonle'l.Party- •
anTlayak Minister to the Vatican .from 19D9 tO 1945, then resident in
RoMis,-eaerged as head of a reorginized'SlOvaktlational Council Abroad,
superseding a Slovak National Coimittee in London headed by Peter
Pridaiok. Ferdinand DUrcansky, a former SlOvakiinister Of Foreign .
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Affairs who was strongly pro-Nazi in 1938-1940 and was listed as a
war criminal in 1946 by the wpm, reorganized his exile organization,
the Slovak Action Committee, and renamed it the Slovak Literation
Committee on March 12, 1949. These realignments in the Slovak Separatist
camps took place at atout the same time as the organization of the
Council of Free Czechoslovakia in Washington. On March 16, 1949
Krajcovic announced the formation of the National Committee for the
Liberation of Slovakia.

A struggle ensued between the two most powerAll separatist
organizations, those of Sidor and Durcankky, for the support of Slovak
American Catholic groups. Sidor had the inside track tram the beginning
and obtained the full support of the Slovak League of America at that
time. The struggle continued, however, and broke out anew in the spring
of 1950 when Sidor obtained a visa to visit the United States. Krajcovic
INAS ignored during most of this peripd, but he did intervene against the
granting of a visa to &I:dor, stating'to American authorities that Sidor,
had been pro-Nazi. He also,.reported that tcansky was pro-Nazi, and
that his awn organization was the only Slovak gip abroad which was both
anti-fascist and anti-communist. It is apparent that he seeks to dis-
credit other factions in ordor to leave the fieldtree for himself.*
Apparently, however, he has had very little succe s thus far in making
headway against the two other well-established giOups.

His latest project of opening an office in the National Press
Fuilding and of registering his organization as a foreign agent withthe
Department of Justice (on January 25, 1951) is obviously an effort to
reinvigorate his organization. However, whether in collusion or in
counteraction Pureansky's Slovak Liberation Committee promptly registered
with the Depa4ment of Justice also, on January 30, 1951. At the same*
time, Philip Hrobak, President of the Slovak League of America and an
ardent supporter of Sidor, has inquired through Congressional channels
concerning Krajcovies registration with the Department of Justice and
alleged registration with the Department of State. Registration with
the latter is of course a fictitious claim which he is attempting to
exploit in advancing the interests of hip,organization.

The idea of forming a Slovak separatist group freed from •
* cOnnections. with the old Slovak leadership tainted withCollaboration
with Naziism, and espousing a European Federation, might well have a
definite appeal to democratic groups interested in the emer4ence of a

, Separate Slovak:state. Aside from the power of the other Slovak
separatist organizations staffed with well-known former leaders of the

Alinka'Perty, his lack of support appears to be attributable toactians
which resat in the distrust of those with whom he deals. He is	 .
personally very aatitious. He makes extravagant claims,'partidularly.
with respect to his leadership of underground groups, whith,,onexami

(-0nation, have Very little substance. The slightest courtesy on thejpart.:'
of American officia14.is immediateIy seized upon and'distOrtedto,hiS":

* 'Personal advantage. iken his protestations of oppodtion to Dercansky are
open to question. He derives his principal support in the United States

/ from ardent supporters of Durcansky, such as the Sloyak .y Amerike group.



Krajcovic's lack of trustworthiness, his lack of support and
his possible collusion with Durcansky are inportant factors for con-
sideration in this case4 In addition, the support by NCFE of any group •
advocating the break-uf-of Czechoslovakia is open to question. The
position of the Department is that the people of this area ahould them-
selves determine under free conditions their own constitutionalfbrma
and development. The Slovak Republic of 1939-1945 was formed as a result
of Nazi intervention and its leadership was involved in collaboration with •
the Nazis. A formal connection between NCFE and a strongly separatist SlOvak

- group would. therefore, in the opinion of the Department, have an unfertunite
. effect in alienating truly democratic elements abroad and in Czechoslovakia,

and offer the Communists an opening for propaganda attacks along the lines
thatwe seek the dissolution of Czechoslovakia in conspiring with-fonner
Masi collaborators. It is felt that these disadvantages.framcoop•eration
withi.Crajcovic and his organization outweigh the advantages of support

-ench . a move would elicit from certain anti-Communist element:, in Slovakia.
. ..adhering to the concept of an independent Slovakia. 	 •


