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'THE MEETING OF FILM-ARTISTS AND PRODUCEIRS

at "Druznba" on 3 Aug 1962,at 21.00 hrs

(5ubject: ILUTIN, fnu, Rusesian , film oroducer)

The cnalprman was as usual ZAK{ARCHEVXO, tue

participants: BONDARCHUK; DROBYSHEVA,Nina; ILUTIN (Subj
Private talks with artists wepe 2according to zed unL csreating.

BONDARCHUX made the lmpression of an average iatellizent artis '

but rather x»x bigheadsd and selfconfident. Zgd noticed Thot ;; Inal.

was attractive to women. BONDARCHUK stressed thnat he will oi-:

now main role in "oina i mir" on which he will stapt wotking immediate-

ly after uls return from the Festival. The film will b= orodubed

by kosfilm. BONDARCHUK saw the American varsion of "Voira 1 mirp'

He did not commef? Eﬁt just promised to do hls best in &is rOLv, in

his film.

DROBYSHEVA Nina ( 5'5,slim, very ensrgetic,short halr )
told about her rols of Sasha in "The Clsar Sky". Wow sths is rznsarsing
the role of 4nna Lucia, of a Cuban ravolutlonary, in 2 play oy

Puerto-Sorrede, which will be producad at tae Leninsrad Youns
Stectator Thsater. Told Zed about nsr stay in Cuba, where she liks
it very much, and that she was marriled. To Zed che s2emed to be.

& loudmouth snapolng back wvary often at ZAKHARCHENKO who 1liksd to
talk about her "lar beautiful evss™". In political aspact stuck to
official party lins '

£

IZUTIN,fnu ( orimitive, arrogant, embarrassing svan 10
oegole. like ZAKHARCHENKO and ARKHIPT NZKO, lEON perty wan) started
n1€3t41k with acsertion that " ev:cyons Fnows how uch monsy iz
neeged for tne production of =2 film." “ind ekeryons kncuwz now
dilTicult it is for 2 youny or ducer o zst a job. But t.uls Le so
only ia thne Wast. In ths B Unica 1t 13 complstely Ziflsront.
Taus,for instance, I anysel 8oon &L I Tinisnsd tas
was giveln & 500 a3 oroducer Deya Simn Tilwme. You =il L
oretity well a famous Itali: od licei (%) who m2 &g ver
films. “asn he visited us 13 nad ready 2 vonis
or actually 3 zcriots on wi et gzvaral years, in
ns put alz soul aad n;art e could not wake anyone of ther
becauses nobody %as scipg zive ‘alm money. All producsre vers
dissatisfiad with one ﬁ?lEﬁ or the other and finally ae gave up.
I the Sovist Union, in our contry, itd$ i1mpossible. Tauc, for
18ztance, Just now I finished to write one script and I do know
that the state will zive all money I thall nsed”. ‘

ZAKHARCHENKO was rather embar:
trylng to Jlscharge the athmospners 1 3m:
'should tell the audignce what napoens
for he needs so much money.

ILUTIN continuzd ,nowersr, witnout vaying 2tisntion to
ZATHARCHENKO'S interruotion:

"I can give ona example - I directed the film "The Girls".
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I toock 'sequences at 45 centligrade . One articst caught cold 2ad

to walit untlil she recoversd. ds 2 result of that it lasted lon
than originally vlanned. EBut I made an apwnlication for more mo
and I got 1it." :

Here ILUTIN was interrupted by a young American w0
wnat he did or actually doess with varte whica fail or creats nmu
debating and controversy amony dlrectors, producers etc.

ILUTIN seemed not to have undastocod the guestion :
attack the Amsrlcan: " You, as I see, are very young 2ani
angthing”.

Tals created some commotion in the room,also Soc were ver
embarracsed, but ILUTIN continued:

" You are still living with eld ideals, with antiquated

ones..."

The American tried to explain himself pointinz out that ILUTIN
misunderstood his question. ILUTIN agalin pzatd no attention and
swlitchad to another topnic:

" Yes, 1d the Soviet Union, after the 22nd Congrsss thinss
‘changed conmpletely. Prior to that... thus, for instancs,take the
film "The Clear Sky'". The script was written in 1943 but one could
not produce it. Taus, only now we could make this film. "

The American: " But hhat would you do now with 2 Tilm as
revolutionary at the present as'"The €lear Sky" was in 1943 2"

ILUTIN: 2Such scripts as "The Clear Sky" give me as wany zs
you can , I shall make them all'. .

Qo
In the meantims a young br°nch femals artist ¥8%€=2 223 s21d
$1ie could supply such a script; 'Take thb book of your xreszat writer
Pasternak wno had received ths NOble's Prize , I msan his 'Doztor

Znivago".

There was a big commotion in the room, some Soves were smiling
ironocally, ths others were angry at ILUTIN and whisverad: 'where
the hell 1s he leading to", ,"it is¢ a2 simple answer, just say that
bad films are not belng proauced and that'e 1t". The situation
was finally saved by ZAKHARCHZINKO:

" Yes,yes, since the talk turnad to the literature , lst me also
say a few words. But above 21l about tans films... Verious film9 in
the West ldeallze low ntman feelings. Some do idealize sven vwar
We vroduce films whilch 1dzalize only unigh human aspisatlons o
fe=lings. Therefore leave 1t to us what films we should make.
I can assure you, howsver, on one thing:! the film "Doctor Zaivazo!
could be never demonstkab@d in our country".

All appnlauded.
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SUBJECT: NIKOLAEV,P., alias Evzeni , Ukrainian .

Moscow
CC of Komsomol
Komitet liolodioznykh Organlzatsly

v 1. Subject claimed to be Ukrainian, since 3 years working
for “88ntral Co-ordinating (Preparatory) Committee of Youth in
iioscow. ‘e was concerned in his work whth ‘everything includinz young
Trade Unions. In 1959 Subject Tinished Banilological Institute
and svoke fine French. He also knew some English thouzgh tried to
conceal it to some of our veople. For one year he had stayed
in the States as a student. In general, Subject ssemed to be. a X¥EEX
big shot among dglegates.

2. Physical description. 5'7 - 5'8, aged 30,blond rather
thin hailr combed back, rec=zding on sides, green eyes, somewhat
upturned nose. Normal build.

3. Subject was very much interested in life in tue States
but from the way he put aquestions it was obvious that hes was m2inly
concerned with manner and content of argumentation of our psoole.
He wanted to know about Nexzros problem and "Little Rock-complex '
in zeneral, "exploitalon of workers by capitalists”, American

leisure ,aso. By attacking everything American he wanted té

out the way our peovle defend2d themselves. When our peovle

to reverse questions and critieized the Soviet Union he 3iid
mind very much but at once trilesd to cwitch again to American
reality. He was more Intetested 1n internal protlems of ths Statss
than in forelgn polivy, thoush once or twice mentionzd such quastions
as disarmamsnt , Cuba, and Zerlin.

Y

4. To some of our veovle ( Martha, Little karthz, =znd Sonia)
Sub ject introduced himself as "Evgeni'.
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SUBJECT+ AGRON, fanu , Albaniszn

1. Subject (azed 28,brown curly hnalir, S'6, very :iim) was
with the Albanlan Delegatlion. He told kartha aand Somila that ne had
relatives In the States. Seemed to ®e a zenulne Albanlan ovatriot
though communistg at the same time. Subject staysd for & years in
Moscowwhare he studted in the Ballet School. Spoke very fine Ruscian.

2. On 29 July 1962 told kartha and Somia that hs had nothing
against the Soviet veoples, azainst the Ruscians in gesneral , but he
d41d not like Khrusachew. Comvlained about great-powsr imperialism
and thougut, Khrushchev was onez of the most dangerous Rus&lan
lmperidlists. Subjsct was very much interested in wnat Americans
knew about Albanla , what the Albanians cshould do to make their case
more understandable in the Westo b3cause He personally " felt the duty
to do something at least small for his lMotherland-Albania'.

Sub ject was very much against Yougoslavia and Tito in particular.

He d1d not mind hie "revisionist views" but he was againct hls
inperidlistic asplrations agalnst other emaller natlions and in this
respect he reminded Subject of Khrusuchev.

Sub Ject gave a long lecture to our girls on natlonal aspirations of

Alvanians and stressed that present conflict tetwsen his Sountry

and Moscow was not as much 1deologival as purely political. Ru sians
wanted to make Albanlans completely submissive to thelr orders

and to deprive them of any natlional indevendence. Tals was something
tae Albanians could never agree to and hence the conflict.

Subject was pretty well informed about nationzlities problem of ths

Soviet Union and told our veople that he met some Ukrainians in

Moscow. At one time he also stayed in Ukraine. He assured ¥artha and

Somlia that Ukrainian problem was a very important one in the Soviet

Union and from what he knew the Ukrainian culture 1in r=cent yesars
made great progress.

..3‘ Sub ject was seen mostly in'company of his friend KIRITSIN, fnu
He gave Martha his address (which will be submitted later on).
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SUBJXGT: MOLDAVAN, .uba, Ukrainian

Krasny Partizan Collective Farm
Bukovina, Ukraine

1. Subject is 2 leader of a maize-growing team in ner
kolhoep. Aged 20, brown halr, rcund face, brown eyess. Subject
claimed to H. to stem from,TCHERNOVTSI. Sneake beside Ukrainian
and Ruscsian also Rumanian,land sonme rrenche.

2. Subject avoided any volitical topics and sz2med zenulnely
not to bé& interested in» politics. She sanz nicely and was
orimarily, interested in singing, 2eking many questions zbout
choruses abroad, folklore of Fin:ish peovle, 2s0. Whsn zhe was
talking with H.,the latter noticad that they were obssrved
by an administrator who cz2lled Subjsct away as soom as he noticed
that H. took a pkece of papsr to z2cgk her to write her addre:s.

3. H. met Subject on 27 July 1962 near Gruzia wiasre sne

stayed and then on 31 July 1962 at Svutnlk. H's imvreczsion was
-that Subject was an average simnle girl with no svscial interests

In anything, and moreover xuixim with no interest in volitics.

She knew that there were many emigrants in ths West, that wmany psople
-in Bukovina have correspondence with their relatives and friends

in the West,and x®nd receive from tims to time parceis. She was,
- however, quite surprised to hear about Ukrainian activitiss abroad
~told her by H.

| ts COPY
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S UBJECT: CHUIKO,Switlana ; Ukrainian
student of Klev Conservzatorium
Kiey

1. Subject (aged 2RB) was born in Kiev. She araduated from
118tn desiatylitka in Kiev. Since 1958 sns stulies wusic dreparing
hercelf for a sololet. In Helelnki =ae stayed together with
REKA,Valentina on the "Gruzba'.

2. At"Conservatorio" on 3 Aug 1952 she sang ""Soloveiko"
{The Nightingale)-by XROTYVNYTSKYI ( contemporaby gouag composer) .
According to Roman she was not as good as REKA, in varticular
Subjed's musical culture was somewhat lower. She was lecs talkative
than REKA.

3. Together whkth REXA Subject stresced that there wsre
nowadays many young singers and composers in tae Ukrains and that
Ukrainian contemporary music was flourishing.
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SUBJECT: REKA,Valentina , Ukrainlan
solo singer of Kisv Theatre of Cpera mnd Ballet
Kilev

1. Subjeet , aged 23, was born and limed Iin SUMY, Uwpraine.
She graduated from deslatylitka 1n Sumy ani then studied for EZzxz
ona year at LuBgansk Musical Institute. covared " hy Peopbe_s
Artist of the USSR HRYSHKO Mikhailo StOpanovitch she went to Liev
Conservatorium. In Juns 1962 Subject passed her last aXams at
the Consevatoriam. Since spring 1962 she worked as "probationer'" and
since June 1962 as solist with " Kiev, Lenin's orden, Acadenic
Thatre of Overa and Ballet, of Taras H. Shevchenko"
Beside HRYCHKO, the veople who helped most in Suojnct £ career viere
RADCHENKO, Klaudla Merited Artist of the Ukrainisn SSR,and SOPOVA, An-
tonina , Sbloist of Klev Academic Theter of Opera and EalZt.
Sub jeet took part iy competition of soloilds <for ths Festival
in Moscow ( there were 60 of them ) and won it with 9 othsrs.
According to Roman who heard her she is a very zood soldst, has very
good technlc and h'gh musical cultura. In Helslnnki on 3 Aug 1S862
she sang at Conservatorio two Rusclan, two bnanicn and one Ukrainian
songs . The Ukrainian ome was 8Sontse nyzen'ko" ( The Sun sete down)
gflpwg “vand she sang 1t on "bis".
“}A,‘f She 1s"conscious Ukrainian intellignt, with somewhat"petty bourgeols

M”” ;¢ manners"

2. Roman saw Subject in her room at'Conservatorio'"aftsr her
. psrformance axxxXgznxmryaxsxiad ,where she was tozether with hner
. friend CHUIKO,Switlana, It was at 16 ars,on 3 Aug 1962

Roman introduced himself and exvlained who he was.

Sub ject was very glad to sze him and thanked for uis cmagratulatioans.
(Roman congzratulated her for nsr singing and golden mshkl che
recelved at the Yestival).
Wnen Roma m2ntloned that he read about her in papers she felt aquite
flattered and responded that "the whole Ukraine sings". Then she
told him that at Klev Conservatorium there are many students and
among them also 8 Canadlans of Ukrainlan descznt who study folk-instru-
ments.

%

After CHIKO'S verformance Roman came back to Subjsct's
room and they contlnued tc talk about musiv. Roman remarked that ne
heard VISHNEVSKA at the Metrovolitan in New York. Subjeet was
interested what she sang and whether she had success.

Then she told Roman that in Kiev they had = very gocd

new ballet of KYREIKA. The ballet pasrformed "Ghorne zoloto (zlﬂcn
Gold) and went with it also to Donbass. She stressed that in Donbass

are also ¥ Ukrainilan cltles and many Ukrainians. Bubject mentionesd
also MEITUS who wrote overa "Ukradens shchastia' (The Stolen Luck)
and WHLCO was presented in LVOV. She stressed that she likad very
much "The Stolen Luck" because it was based on Ukrainian nationszl
motives. Subject also liked opsra "Arsenal" by MAIBORODA.

Asked about the Conservatorium library, she gaid that it
vas vehy%(large. Among other things, they have records of Hrvaoriivski
kanty (medi@val leaty). Starting with them, they got oracticzlly
everythlng important that anneared af erwnrds, incl. Bartok. There are
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also books on history of Ukrainian music but not many. Subject hersslf
studi=d for ons course the history of Ukrainian music as a senarate

Hiscipline"withing the histyory of world-music.

Accordlng'to Sub jJect the most popular wmusical mnzagazines 1n ths
Soviet Union are "Sovetskaya muzyka" and "Sovetskaya Kultura'.

She told Roman that she 414 not know her scnzduls and was told her
X¥xxxx plan for the next day at midnight the previous day.

Subject stressed tha fact that in XKiev there were noviadays
rany young Ukrainlan singers and composers. Among the latiery =hs
mentloned HRABOVSKYI and HUBA. According to Subject there was a real
iesurgence.of Ukrainlan music now and youth was very much interssted

n it. :

Sub Ject asked Roman to vielt her one day on tae Gruziya whers
they werd# staying. gHe should ask for nar at taes eatrance 2and she
will come down. ‘ :

)(However, Roman tried twilce aftsprwards but she was not on the
shilp.
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SUBJECT: SHAPOVALOV,Mykhallo Fedorovich, Ukrainian
" (to some of our peonle he introduced himsd2f as SHAPOVAL)

Kiev,
Volodynyrskyl Spuek 9
Derzhavnyl Ukrainiskyi Narodnyi Khor

1. Subject 1s ballet master of Veryovka Chorus since
autumn 1961. Aged 47 ( looks like 45), black nair combed back,
oval rather long face, small moustzche. Has a son aged 22.
After his 5raduat¢ion from Kiev Choreographical Instltute Subjcat
worked for "many yeare" in the Kiev State Theatre of Onsra and Ballet,
and also in the Ukrainlan State People's Chorus. In recent years he
worked as ballet-master of thes Ensemble of Rallwaymen in loscow.
In autumn 1961 Joined Veryovka group. ' '

2. Leo met Subject on 28 July 1962 near Gruziya when he
was introdgigg to him by DORICHENEKO. Leo saw Subject and talked to nim
for a while on 3 and 4 Aug 1962. To Leo Subjcet sesmd to be a
typlcal "Maloros" interested in Ukrainian dances and songs, and in
Ukrainian art in general, whthout any political articulation.

3. On 28 July 1962 Subject 2sked Leo many questions abput
life In the States, wages, salaries, prices, Amesricam way of lifs,az0.
He was less lnterested in volitics or even Amsrican "spiritual" 1lifs ,
but primarily lo materlal things.

§ When Leo told nim that prices of hotel-roomsvers from
'8 Z.- up , he commsnted thit thess were rather exvensivz beczuse
" he lived in Kiev for Rubel 40 for the wnole month}” in 2 zosd notalh.
Sub ject stuck to official line as to Rusvification,
general situatlon iIn the Soviet union ,etc. Accordling to aim
tas Ukrainlans are political’y now muciu better off taan svar hneiore,
Kihoushchev respects very much Ukrainlans and would nevsr 2llow
any discrimination axainst tuem, there are many Ukralniane in .icscow
on very responsible poets, and finzally it doms not matisr what
lanzuags le spokeb in Ukrainian citiss because 22U one tims (lroi:
and Russma% have bzen fogéther ia a2 comrson etate callsd Rus'.
Party 1s golng to i1mplement "amalzamztion of all Soviet nations" as
soon as poecible and create one nuzs Soviet nation. This
done »x»krkzkXy probably withik next 40 or 50 years ays a
of communism in nationalitiss aspect.

When Leo pointed out to some jietorical facts refuting
Subject's assertions ( incl. Bogolubskyi's destruction of Xisv)
Sub ject chanegd the theme and started to convince Leo that us

should come to the Ukraine to see what a nice 1life tney nad thsrs ,

now strong Ukrainlans were aso. Leo mentlonsd some contradictions

in nls statement and wanted to know how the future zisliamation

of natlions was to be reconclled with the presat "streazta’ of Ulkrainian

Moo

potential, whereuron Subject replied that "the awzlzamation
a song of the future but now Ukrainians were '"very stronz”

smalxamation doegs not mesn Ruscification but a svynthesis of
natisns with predominance ofVEEE‘efﬁ%EV'E\EéigfﬁgiEPEiémeg
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When Leo continued to precs on the tople Subject chanzed again
the theme and hegan to tell aim  about "Dnipro" in New Yorl,
praised Canadian and Amsrican progrescsives, mentioned 2 vanadLan
poet who went recehbtly to XKiev on a visit and was delignted with what
he saw in Lisv, aso.

Sub jeet introduced Leo to a ilania, lnu, who claimcd to stam
from Lvov but was 1iving now in Xlev. She was a silly "gooze" who
made a few stupld remarks about "Amsrican capltalists” waen tasy wsre
tallting about prmces of hotels in the States, she did not 1ik -
"blue and ysllow'-colors because these wsre "nationalist', sns dia
not care whether she was Ukrainian or Russian because they wirs all
Soviet, 2S0.

Sub ject talked wuch about Lytvynenko, bhevtchenko s c=zlebrations
in Xizv, and knew also EBREXLIEXE about vlans to erect a b1ﬁvch°nko-
monument in Washington. Leo told him 2also 2bout Ukraimanl if
in emigration, some writers , and they sxchnesged a few words about
Kravts;ﬁﬂ Zhurba, Savytskyl, and others. Subjcat claimed to have
heard about Kravtsiv.

Sub ject seecmed to be very earsfil in ovresencs of'"Volodimir',lnu,
a Ukrainlan delegate on the Gruziya who had many converﬂat101 with
Leo and who gave Leso 'Ukraina w zapytanniach 2 widpowidiakh' ( Ckraine
in questions and ancswers") by @twyn. Leo recivprocated aim witn'Docu-
ments of Ukrainian Communists” (Prolob-edltlon) whereupon Volodimir
sald that since 3 years , l.e. since he became Pa rty~m°m%o°r he
.was allowed to read everjything.

‘ When Hanla was "indignant" about "blue and ye170w colors" 3ubject
smlled and sald :"These are colors of father Petlura®

4. During meeatings with Leo on 3 and 4 Aug 1962 Subject continued
to stliclkt to his previous lins but did more listening than talkingx.
Leo also noticed that he treated him with areater respect and avolded
such expreczsions as "you, young man", waat he did in the beginning.
At one of two pdnts he even agresd with Leo as to economic and other
shortcomings in the Soviet Union but in qen=r*1 tried to avoid
political topics.
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SUBJE CGT: OSADSKY,Valentin, some people undepstood his rams
‘ as ISKHOTSKY,
Russian literary critic,
Moscow,
- Ediltorial Boa rd of "Literaturna Gazeta"

: 1. Subject , aged 40,5'7-5'8,blond, grey eyes, slim, looks
like a Pole and sveaks Ezmx Polish, - is a literary critic, vsry

much interested in Ukrainian literature, KOROTYCH introduced uim to
Martha as a man who did very much for dissimination of Ukrainian
litera ry works among Russianes.

""2. Subjcet was seen very often in company of KOROTYCH and
sgemed to be a genulne older Iriend of KOROTYCH for whom ae cared
very much. According to KOROTYCH he nelped nip to get out of the
achbol at which they were both staying ( Lapimdenkatu 10) by
bretending that KOROTYCH was "indicvénsable" at "Druzhba'-Club.

On one or two occashons 1t was noticed by our people that Subject
"shielded" KOROTYCH from a-dmlhistrators and secemed quite worried
when one day KOROTYCH had to go in car somewnere in comvany of
ISHKEVYTCH. :

3. Subject was premit at the Evening of Ukrainlan Literature
'at Dpzhba on 3 Aug 1962 but dhd not participate in diescussiens.
He was very much lmpressed ,however, by the Evenlng itselfl and
‘seemed to be very satisfied with it.

4. Subjeet avolded volitical discussions, was very much
interested 1n Western literature, also in Ukrainlan emigree writers,
in modern art aso. He made imprescsion of an intelligent modest man,
very careful about what he said and dig.

In situations where he had to show his "political line" he 3did
it rather halfheartedly but on the other hand sald nothing that
would compromise him in the eyes of adminlstrators.
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SUBJE CT: DNISTRENKO,Mykola; Ukrailnian

Moscow,
in the near future is going to move to DNIPROPETROVSK

1. Subject 1s an engineer and cnlef (nachalnik) of shift
at forge-shop of one of Moscow plants. Born in 1930, nis varents
died in 1932-33 during the famine. lMarried, his wi%e ie a physician,
they have two chilldren: boy aged 5, and girl Viktoria zazed 3.
Sub ject earns NR 150.- and his wife BR 80.-per month. He claimed
to be pretty well off and secsmed to be quite sztisfied with uls
vosition.

2, For "some time " Subject worked in LENINGRAD whers he often
met some of his compatriots. Claimed that in LENINGRAD tuers vere
many Ukrainians. After Subject had graduated from hls Institute
he worked also for a short veriod in DNRPROPETROVSK. There he nad
many frlends and was golng to move from Moscow-to DNZPROPITOVILK
afser hls return from the FEstival. His brother-in-law studles
medicingaat DNEPROPETROVSK MEDICAL Institute, and his sister-in-law
works as teacher in the Virgin Lands.

3. In Helsinkl he stayed with touriests at 10, Lavnimladenkatu.
Subject told Demi that he was"in charge" of Soviet sportsmen zni
helped them as Engllish intervretor. When asked what he meant by unls
being "in charge" Subject exvlained that he was at the disposition
.of sportsmen and had to care for their "wslfars'.

4. Subject 1s a Party member, 2 typical Sovist Ukrainizn
"of hils category who tries to rsconclle nis Ukrainizan consciousness
with loyalty to the Party. He stressed that he 1liked very muca ais
nation and nis native languags but at the same time ne wvas dzvoted
to the Party although he knew" that his varents disd in hunzry
years and Stalin did much damage to thz Ukrainilan peovls'. "But
now everythlng 1le different and Stalinism will nsver coms baclk.
Ukralnians have to stlck together with Rus:zian because tnes latier
ars natural allles of the Ukrainlans and history has proovad many

timss ".

5. Ag soon as he moves from MOSCOW to DNEPROPETROVSK Sub jed

oromised to send his address to Demi.
\

Contscts with Demi

31 July 1862, at 20.15 hrs near 3ruzia

After excunange of generalities Subjsct asked Dsmi a2bout
University-studiss 1n the States and in ths West in gzneral. Hs was
quite intetested in the topic . In thz beglnning he tried to
critisize the fact that 1o the West one had to vpay for tuition
but after explanation glven by Demi, in particular about sarilarshive
atec, became Just a good listasner. He seemed to be quite surprisad
when told and Broved by Demi that a worker ==zx in the Statss was
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able to send hls son to the University. He thouzht taat only waalthy
people could afford to zive Unlversity education to their caildren.

Subject was "fully aware" of vast economic votential of
American eoclety and frankly admitted that there was no mnt at all
to compare the Soviet Union with the United Stotze. ALL boasting of
Nikita Serfeevich (Krushchev) was "‘ust for simols vaovle” to
stimulate thelr efforts and show them "sropsr pcrsvectives” The
Sovist Union will have etill much to acalsve to ©bts ecquzl wwtn
the States. Subject stressed that there was 2 chortage of labor
ia the Soviat Union and tnis w:2gs cauced above alil P" Cbernt human
losses during the war.

LR

_ . Sub ject 414 not think 1t was necesvary for tine Tkrainian
Republic to havse 1lte own Alvlomatic raoresantations. iioscow taksd
care of Ukrainlan interests and thers 1t no n223 to coand =2xtra
money on that. Moreover, once the Ukrains ®Bould be zranted dinlomatic
repreosantations one would have to give sams -to all 15 Rspublics.
Tals would be a real mess an® tremesndous expsanditures.

If thes West does not know much about the Ukralns this was worss
for Western countries but not for ths Ukraintan nszorla. "All in
tae Sovliet Unlon know us and I don't care what they tanink about us
abroad. Anyway, we have nothing to expect from tae West , they
don(t want to have anything to do with us,so way ghould we impose
oursalves? "

Sub ject denled tnat the Ukralne was exploited economically by
Rusgia. He stresssd that =2ach republic has its national fond and
disvoses fully independently of its budz2t 2tc. “When proved by Demi

- that thls was diffeggg gept gllent ,and then added: "yss, but
do you know that th5 kRaB8trial growth of the Ukraine 1s ths
highest &8 the Soviet Unlon?". "And why don't you come to us and
gses 1t all with your own eyees ?".

Then Subject strecssed that even since 1955 much changed, the
Ukralne got more rights, was actually an indepvendsnt state, second
only to Ruse'an Republic, that In MOSCOW and LENINGRAD thesre wire
many Ukralinians , some of them on very hlzh 2nd responsible positloneg,
and that Ukrainlans were very much respected in the Soviet Union.
Demi's impression was that he really believed what he =aid.

1 Auz 1962, 16.30 urs at Druzhgba

Among other things, Subject denled vary cmolﬂtlcally Ruellica
of the Ukraine and claimed that only a portion of clty-povulacs spoke
Russkan. Thile was in particalr tne case 1in Kiev and 1in sime Donhtisz-
citles where there weres always many Ruscsians.

In USrainlan schools students are taught in Ukrainian,and in
Rus~lan ones Ukralnlan language 1s obligatory as any other forelgn
languags.

Sub ject thought that instead of Ruseification one chould rether




talk about Ukralnizatlon which started immzdlately after Stalin's
death. As an examnle he mentlioned the case of hls brotner-in-law.
Lfbzn Latier's return from the “#rmy whers he apoke only Rus:ian,
nz wamt to Dnepropetroviﬁ Mgdioal Institute to study medicine.
And he was forced to leapH®Bfrainian.

According to what Sublect was told by the veoole frow the Ukraine
nowadays Russian students tnere should know Ukrainlan. Also in
Universitiss they must kuow it Dbecauses they et tuélr questions
at exams in Ukrainian and the only "privilege' they cam avail
themselves of 1s answering in Russian.

Subject told Demi that there were many Ukralnian studiants in
Moscow and "of courss, they don't learn Ukrainian because there was

no n223d fob 1t in the capitall.

Subject told Dsml much about kolhoeps and radhnosps ( collective
and state farms). He was convinced that collectivizatlon wz2s absolutaly
nzcessary even 1 there were some eXcesses and shortcomings .

All people are in favour of collectivse farme. After ths war some
peopls in the Wastern Ukraine did not liks it and many of then
vrotested. In 1947 many Ukrainlans came from Poland and zXxmx some

of them were also galinst the coldective system. Ia consecusncs, 2bout
20,000 Ukrainian families returned in 1948 -1949 back to P-land.

Mechanlzatlion of collectivs farms has made in recent years zreat
vrograss. Subject stayed in 2 village n2ar DNEZPRCPITROVSX t11ll 1047
and recently he vislted the Ukraine agxain. He discovered that
agriculture was practically complstely mechanized nowadays and %X
In this respect there could be no comparison with 1940 s.

Virgin Lands was a succecssful project. The Soviet Union has not
only acquired new corn-area but ZbzxeExaXixzx aiso new setield
"country" with fast growing towns and villages. lany veovle wsat
to Virgin Lands and many will still go. The people like to work there
and don't wapt to coms back. Subject knows it from uis sister-in-law
who works as teacher 1in Virgin Lands.

3 Aug 1962, 14.00 hrs near Alexander Fonument

Deml had a long discusston with Subject about fre:zdom of thought.
Subject claimed that "Soviet concdept of freedom of thought' was
rigat and 1ln many cases the people must be told by leadershalp
what they had to do. Just as 1n many other branches of human 1lifs
there 1s also a speciallization in ideological and volitical fields
and only leadershlp has the capabllity to say final word in these
queetlons. When PASTERNAK was condemned by tae Party, the leadsreship
knew what they were doing and this was not for simple psonle to )
Judge. And 6uv happened also in many other cases and Party was 2 .1ways
right.

Demi pointsd to the fact that very often leadership mafe¢
uiepakas, that these mistakes very very srave, he mentioned Stalin
and cult of personallity, Khrushchev's speech at the 20th Congrzss ,




§
and on the othép hand ¢ the democratic freédom of thought, the process
of opinion formations in a frez soclety aso. ©Subject Jdi1d not
answer but only listened.

D mi mentloned 1liguidation of Ukrainian writers in 1930's as
anothdr examole of "monovoly on thinking by leadsrshiv”". Sublect
repllied that 2% he d1id not know what uspnened exactly at that time
to the Unrainlan intellectuals Dbut ag he and:z=rstood it they wers
against the Soviet regime, they wsre ready to sell the Ukraine to
Gzrmans or Poles , but they refused to collaborate with Rusczians.
And Russians were our natural allies and did so much for the Ukraine

during all the history.

When Demi pointed out that among liquidated pzopls were also
comnunists who exactly wanted to collaborate with Baslans and now
they were even rehablliftated , Subject could only say that he knew
about it but these were just examples of "some sxcesses'.

D mi mentionsd "hungry years" of 1930 s during which also Subject's
parents died. Subject d1d not want to talk about it and replied only
that "famine was alsd in 1946"."But 1% will never come again. No Stalin
no famine". He stressed again that this 21l was now over, times

. have changed and there was no point to talk about again. Bstter to
forget about it and think of the future which promleed so much.

- The same apvlies to the pr2sent situation of Ukrailnian osonle and
also to contemporary Ukrainian literature and science. Subjsct
cited PAVLYCHKO from tne Brevious day who gave Dini @nhresencs
.of- Subject a lecture on present eituation, of ggﬁainlan literaturs
and culture in general. He mentioned Ea?ﬁs78 members of Unilon of
UkrainlanWriters, a general recsurgence of Ukrainan literature , music,
sckénce otc.

4 Aug 1962, 12.20 hrs near Gruzia , and then at 20.00 at
Sputnik.

They met tozgether GAGARIN an2 thzre was little time to talk.
Subject s=2=med to be quite vroud of GFAGARIN and Soviet achlevements
in space. He thougat that improvement of living standard, light
industry, increase of agriculturad production will also come , in 3ue
time. "One camnnot do all at once" + Subject concluded. D.mi revlied
that all was poseible but waé chould be first - butter or rockabe?
Sub ject repsated old arguments about Western warmonzers, Keanedy's
"threat" to start "preventive war", "Bilrch~-Sogiety, otc.

Demi gave Subject "Ukraina - Sucazene a majbutnis” ( Tha
Ukralns - a2t present and in th2 Future),zxg " Na banrianomu Loni
Revoluteii" and "DBocuments of Ukrainian Communists” ( all publicstions
of"Prolog") to wake him familiar with "1930s".

B . At 20.00 ars  Sublect invited Deml to Soutnik ts sse Phs
f1lm "The Clear Sky" which should have shown to hlm what zreat
chaages have taken place 1+ ths Soviet Unlon since Stzlin's death .
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LIST OF ADDITIONALACON. ...S MADE BY OUR PIOTLE WHO. & NOT HOWZVER
MADE ANY SUBSTANTIAL CONTRIBUTION TO MATERIALS OF "ULL™~ REPORTS

1. KOLOSOK, Alexander, Ukrainian, Klev, dancer of Vsryovka group

2. BELOKONEVA, N.T. ,Ukrainian, stuient of muslc in I'iev,
gave adirescs as Kisv,Goskonservatcriya

3. HNATOVSKA,Valehtina , '"0Ola", Bkeainian , wife of HNATOVSKYI
. Evhen, dancer, Klev, Volodymyrskyi Spusk 9.
Veryovka—group
4. EGOROVA,Hala,Klev, Ukrainlan, dancesr of Veryovka zroup

5. CHAPLENKO, fnu , U rainian Kiev, engineer who helped to build
the S8 "Baltika" ,

6.DROZHYN,Mykola, Ukrainian, Kiev, dancer of Veryovka-group
7.POTAPENKO,Halyna, U,rainian , delegate from "Kisv"
B.HORSKA;Switlana, Ukrainian, Kiev, dancer of Vryovka uroup
9. BYKOVA,Natalka, Ukralnian , Kiev, Veryovka-zroup
10. TORSUEV,Yuri, Klev, Russian , CC of Komsomol of ths Ukrains,
Committee of Youth Orzanizations of the Ukraine

( see revort on meeting of Soviet and American
delogations)

GURIOV,Henrikh, Rus:ian, Moscow,redaktsiy2 of "Ogoniok"
ul. Pravdy 24, tel. D 3 25 20
correspondent

KOMAROV , Yurl, Ruc‘lan, Moscow, correspondent of "Sovietska
Kultura"

YAKOVLEV,Igor, Rusdan , corrssvondent of'Sovietskaya Rossiya"
Moscow o

SENNIKQOV ,Anatoll, Rus:lan,Moscow
SEMYONOV,Yulil, Russian of Jewish origln, »nost , Mos.ow
POPRECHNYTI ,Anatoll, Rusylag, Moecow , post
17.PANKRATOV, fnu ,Russian,lMoscow ,XX%¥ poet
18. IBRAGIMOV, fnu, Georglan, "Georaian deleypte
19. ZAK~ARCHENKO, Russian, chairman of Druzhia
20. BONDARCHUK, film artlist ,Russian
2l. DROBYSHEVA ,NIna, Russian, film aprtist, Leninarad

RESHZTOV, fnu - 8n2é£g%gtgf thﬁug 7 Soviet Youth




23. TOMASHCHUK, fnu ,Ukrainian, tourist

24. LYTVYN, fnu ,Uxrainlan, Kiev, CC of Komsomol of the Ukraine
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1. POPOV,Koctantin ; Bulgarlan,

Sofia, Ol.Konstantinov 22, Bulgaria

Aged 25, communicet, member of Bulgarian d=slegation. Little
Martha met him on 1 Aug 1962 at Kultur Houae. de was intsrected
in life in the States, and in varticular 1in stu&ents. Told Lttlse
Martha that the Bulgarlian Delzgatlion to Helsinki consisted of 350
reople, l.e. half of the Belszation to Vianna in 1958. Gave Little
Martha "Youth of Bul%aria" and " La Securite Sowlale en Revubligue
Populaire de Bulgarie'. Martha reciprocated with "Myth and Reality".

2. BACHTASHE,Alemohamed ; Iranian,teamporarily in Irak
Braq, :
BASRA, Zand Avenus 135

Sub ject told Little Martha that he came to Helsilnki with Irakian
delegabion wilthout knowledge of Iranian authorities. He would have
probably trouble should Iranian government get cognlzant of hais
participation in the Festival.

Sub ject 1s diecatdsfied with American aid to Iran becauce tuais
.18 an aid to Shah and his family plus entourage. What Iran nseds
i1s democratlc order, social reforms, and a governemaeit without
. Shah. But 1f this is imposcible then he prefers communlsm to present
. System.

Little “artha ga&ve him "Myth and Reality".

3. Socderstrozsm,Aerbert ; Swedish
Dalbobranten 31,
Farsta 4.
Tel, in Stockholm : 64 44 11

Told Little Magprtha that he i1s an a2dherent of nsutralism in its
"pure form". In 1961 visisdsd the Soviet Union. If not communist
than rathor pink". Employed as Journalist or corresponliesnt with
"Sverges Radlo", Oxenstisrngatan 2, tel. 63 10 00.

Little Martha gave him "Myth and Reality".

4. ATPAD,Ozswald, Slovak
Bratielava,Jesenskeho 9, CSR, tourlist, azad 40,

Played {te abls/with Leo on 2 Augz &
in talk seemed to be rather nalfneartsd wazn
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CORRECTION

In the Report on KOROTYCH,Vitali in "Coatacts with Martha!" on po.

4,5,and 6 plsase change A3IANIN into ISKHCTSKYI or O0SADIKY ,

and in in line 8 on page 6 "( a younz Russlaa poet)into ' " a younz

Russian critic". 'SORRY znd THANX YOU.
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ADDITIQNAL RZPORT

SUBJECT: BOBROV, Genadi Mikhallovich , Ukrainian

Kiev,
wul. Heroiv Revolutsiyl 6/10

Contacts with Roman

3 Aug 1962

On the way from Druzhba to 10,Lapimladenkatu ( the schoold =2t which
stayed the Sovliet tourighifle.g after tue Zvening of Ukrainisn Litzra-
ture Roman and Subject 3 4 together. Subject. told Roman that
he knew Finnidh pretty well and read to him some Flnnish snnouncements
and advertisgments. He also told Roman that he was the chalrman
of the Federation of Ukralnian Chess-Players in Klev.

Sub Ject referrsd to what was discussed at the Zvening and stressed
that In spits of some differenced in ovlnion that areumse during the
debate the young immlgrants and thelr counterparts in the Ukrains
should try their most to get in contact and develop some sort of

"mutual unierstanding and friendly relations ".

5 Aug 1962

Roman met Subject at Sputnik when the latter was just looking
for a partner to play chess. Roman volunteersd and beat him.
Sub ject was quite surprised.

When Roman attacked Subject why there were no good vaintings
of Ukrainlan artists in Druzhba nor any good Ukrainian booke "and
what kind of'druzhba' was that ?" - Subject®® tried to exvlain that
this was Just an accldental mistake and finally he was not in
charge of "this buskness". ’
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5 UBJEGT?: WOLODYMYR. . ., fnu , Ukrainlan .
Kiev

1. Subject 1s e Komsomol functlonary 1in Kiev. & typical
apraratchlk of somewhat higher standard. In talks witnh Leo ransatsd
known arguments on foreizn pollicy of the States, Cuba, Bzrlin =tc.
Also denied Ruseification , oredominance of "elder bpother" etc.
When pressed to wall ,kent ,howswver, silent or defended his "lins"
rather halfheartedly. Was not szen alone but usually in a Zrouvp of
other delegates. On first days helpsed in ldentifications to a VOLO-
DYMYR and some ®iX#®x elderly apvaratchlks. 29 July 1862 was in
a group of Russlans nezar RRStatlion. When his Russlan col sguss could
not undersetand Ukrainian talked by Leo he zladly 4id some 1lunterpre-
ting as a proof "that forhim and his Soviet coleguss Ukrainlan

.

and Russlan were n-~t identical'.

2. 30 July 1962 gavs a long lectere to Leo wuy there were
8t11l soms economic daficlencies, rise of prices , aso, in the Soviet\
Union. He used old argumentation from "Pravda'.

3. Physival descriptiont aged 24, &'6, blue eyes, blond
back combed hair, stralght nose, slim.
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SUBJECTt SHTYKANOVA, Zoya , Ruslan
VORONEZH, ul. Fizkulturnaya ,dom No B 2, kv.3.

1. Subject 1e a Jancer of Voronszh-iIncenble. Bhs 1s 1¢ years
old ( see photozravh). Subject jJjoined the Tns em?le im ediately
after her graduation from deslatyllitka a year agzo. Zhe wants to
continue as~dancer.

2. Subject was not 1nteresta=d in polltics. The only tninz
she cares for 1s her career . She was ,howaver, very much interested
in 1ife in the States and in the West in zensral.

In talks with Martha she showed a xzreat admiration for America and
one of ner main wiches would be to visit ths Unitsd States.
She hopes that eventually es dancer she mizht com= there.

3. Martha's lmpresssion about Subject: 1ntellizent young
girl with open mind but no interest in polities.

D
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