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CDATE 2007

Following is the gist of the inforpation obtained from Subject
during his visit to Dr Klachke , in company of CHERNIAVSKY Viktor , on
26 FPeb 1967, from 16,00 to 22,00 hrs. The visit was prearranged by
CHerniavsky who visited Dr Kl op 23 Feb and asked her to imvite
"the usuval people" to meet with Subjes¥, He promised also to come with
his wife and KHMIL. On Cherniavaky's and Subjeet's arrival on Suaday ,
the former was going to leave Subject alome with "the usual people" and
both were very disappointed whenm they were told that there was no one
else beside Dr Klachke. Only later on Eve joimed the company, and im the
ovming A¢h%e Father BSOLOVIY Meletiy and RIZNYK,Olga , both of New York.
RIZNYK Olga arrived fully unexpectedly. At Subject's presence Dr Klachko
tried to get hold of Ross and Eugen but they did not come excusing
thmselves with being too tired after a trip they had just returned from,

l. According to Subjeot DRACE Ivam 8till has not “"recevered"

from his trip to the States, Ho%%ﬁ&nged gompletely. He became somber, moody,
"lockeé’g;mﬂelf completely' and was unwilling to do anything.''Re only

sits propping up his chin with hands and thinks! Almost by force-

Subject dragsed kim Yo an Eventig of pabry reading at which Swubjest and
DRACH pasPormed, Immediately after that Drash left for countryside %o

stay with his pareats. |

In this respect PAVLYCHKO Dmytre is quite differeat. After his

roturn he spoke at a session of writers about his impressions and

experiences and went at once to work, Incidemtally, Pavliycnko is
collecting some materiml on Chureh, the VYatisan , the Pope eteo. " He
wants to step into Halam's and Melnychuk's boots";
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2. The Writers' Comgres: of las$ Nevember has a profound histerical
meaning. IThe Party gave "grocn light" for Ukrainization and now it
will depend on Ukraimlans themselves what comes out of it. |
It 18 not true that the party was mot engaged into the process of
Ukrainization., The party was deeply committed to whal had been
procla;med at the Congress., Not only by SHE;ESQ who announced the new
coursa‘ﬁ&t also by the prceéacu.qt all fhdﬁﬁthtr yarty and government
persconalities that wers séﬁhtd in the Presidium of the Congresas.
Besides, tie new line was mot taken under the epur of the moment but was
properly prepared and worked out in advanew.
Subject can assure Dr K1 that the party is vitally interested in the
success of Ukrainizathon because its failure would mean a serious
asetback for the presqent leadership, Of course, it doca not mean that
the new course¢ wouldgeasily implemented. There will be many obstacles .
The main obstacle Subject saw in the passivism of Ukrainian '
intelifgentaia and paiticularly 4ts "right wing'. By the right wing he
mcant the Russified loyaliats and old timers in general who lacked the
courage to think 'up to-dateldy’. Ant it was Ukrainian intelligentsia o n.
whom the fature of Ukrainization depended."On them it depends whether
Ukrainization will be a sugcess or a fiasco". "Anyway, now it is one of U8
nistorical chances",

SHELEST 48 a "pusher of Ukrainization®. But , of coursey not all
party leaders are alike. SHCHERBYTBKYI, for instance, is rather neutral
but defenitely in favor of Ukrainizatiion, too,

Subject himself wants to be an optimist, It ‘s still teo early
to tulk about tangible changes. But ocqﬂtiuly first steps have already
been made., He can say , for instance, that just new some works of
Vynaychen ko, Drai-Khmars and ( Source forget the name) are beigg printed.
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Many other things are beinmg planned and prapared. Of courss he can speak
primarily for his field omly,but he is sure that similar tremd is
prevailing 4in educational and other domains,

Subject expressed himself egainst any "forceful Ukrainization'.
In his opinien there was mo need for offleial decrees on Ukrainizatien
because this would only give additional impetus to Rusuian chauvinists
and "rightists” in thedr opposition to Ukreinization. Things have to
be done carefully and slowly, and abeve all "naturally’" without any
forceful heasurec. Thehain thing was to awaken and strengthen national
dignity of Khalihols and once this had beem aghieved the doors for
fulfledged Ukrainization would be wide open.

In the avantgards of Ukrainization stands ¥oung Ukrainiaa
inteliigenisia ., The young generation is no lomger afraid of rcpreasxond¢
and could not be compared with their fathers whose spine had suffered so
much in the period of the sult of personalitys Butzi%l}a HONSHAR Oles who
leads ''the Ukrainization' and he announced the guidelines for it,

3+ The recent arrests and trials are sad happenings . Subject
made a 8ad facufﬁimsqlf ¢ but was rcluctant to elaborate on the topiec,

"Yes, unfortunately, they are still fmprigoned, Li¥'s a very unhappy

event” « he said. " But what caa you do, they were caught redhanded, some
of them just at the moment when they were duplicating materiala',

" You can’t imagine how much of this stuall haa been brought into Ukraine",
" How much better it would have bheen hhdniglno@*hgppeged". o .

The Union of Writers could mot make any protests at the present or
intervene in any other way on bghalf of the imprisoned because there

were no members of the Union among them.

k. Asked about DZIUBA Ivan, Subject replied that he ww.s now Ifine.
To Dr K1's sug-estion that it would be a good idea to cond him to ]
Switzerland or the States for a cure and she would gdadly arrange it
rersonally, Subject did not meply. Instead he said that Dziuba's right
lung is completely shrunk and would have %o be taken out, This was ,
however, a much too dangerongyggeration. Anyway his caveys have well




closed up and he is mo longer "pesitive',
Dzduba is loyal now and it i3 plavned %0 #ramafer him from the Bioschemidcal

Journal to Hadignsicy Pyswennyl.

54 Subject has great interest in religion although he is an
atheist. lneidentally, he wss told that D Ki*s main concers was religlon.
This "phenomenon” ( religion, faith ete) Dbothered him for a long time
and he wanted to "fathom " it. A few yesars age, in 1964 (?) or so he A
even went to Pechayiv Momastery, put & black sweater on, grew a beard; and
lived for a week or §o ambmg the monks there. In the beginiing he
slayed in the Fllgrims' Dormitery, tmxkkm slept in the church , and then
mowed to the hotel, He had many discussions with the monks, the pilgrims,
and the Archimandrite himself, It was very imtercsting. '
In his opinion the omly worth of neligiom and church is in keeping up
& some traditiomal ethical and‘ﬁrtiatio values, For that reason, for
instance, he often takes his som to a ghureh to draw his atteiation
tq(artistic kxsiEx values and develop hls artistic taste. .

Certainly, there aw® many marciages and baptisme being performed
nov in the church, Dat it would be mistakenly to identily tiem with
real religious feelings. It io rather a riteml cereumony based on
traditions whioch gives more expression to tho event itself.

In Subject's vhew, even religious people in the soviet Union,
including monks and priests understand faith and church quite differently
than the faithful in the West,

6. The conflict with Chineaé 18 a real pepoblem. But he hoped
that final.y the Ch}nose will’come back to their scnses. What, hbdwever,
surprised him was 8033{§3&!33ti0n that Ukeainians abroad weie going
to put their hopes oa Chinese. It was completely stupid because in case
the Chinese would crush the Soviet Uniom they would eat up not omly
Soviet kaainiZa but their Amorigan compatrdots as well, Su, any orientation

on Chinese was just nonsensical.,

7. Subject described his position in the Union of Writers as that

- ¥
~

P B ot oo
RV ACe P

2




o~

o o (0
1 Pait
Y i v “-"'\&"ié‘%‘, d

of a secrebdry . He gave up his medieal pragtice because as a Journalibt
he hoped to better serve Ukralne.

Subject was not happy whesm Dy Kl asked him halfjokingly what kind of
training he underwemt before having been saut to the States but ke
politely replied that he was only told what am to do in Ameriea to avedd
any unpleasantriea, All that ampunted to how to behave in thisscousteys

8. Subject stressed that the problem of Ukrainian independence
is mot"the subject-matter “of his amd his celleagues aspirations
but rather 'national authonmoxy” in all fields as a result of Ukrainization.
Dr K1 referred to national traditions and wanted to Jmow how much
subject and hiz generation knowg for instanse, about Ukrainian patriotic
figures, songs etd. Does he know , for example, Shche Ne Vmerla ( Ukreinian
natiional anthem) ? To that Subject rec¢ited the entire first struphe.
And what about Ne Pora Ne Pors 7 Subject also recited one strpphe of
that songe

9. subject expressad the opinion that there was discernible

among emigrants some deep apprshension and fright as to coamsequences

of further development of cultural contagts with Ukraine. He said that
something similar hap.ened in the Ukraime in late 1950's when many
people in the Ukraine were wopried nbiut tourists and aindents coming
to the Ukraine from the West. " But later om we realized that this
could be only todi mutual interest and it 's time the emigration

draws same concluskons',

He did not specify what was planned along cultubal-exchange -line &ut
mentiened some common publications, help in tramslations, "exchange of
Ve ctoce In his opinion 4t was very important the cultural contacts
with emigrution continue to develop becauwse emigres could help a lot

wxux in implementation of Ukrainization.
" In 1950's some of our people thought that tourists and cultural conteets

would disintigrate, undermine us,but it all turned out wrong, so the
eulgration should not repeat the mistakes of our people who went wrong."




10, CHERNIAVSKY mentioned that lately SHEVCHENKO Sergei, head
of Soviet Ukrainisn Mission in Now York, was awarded Red Danner Order.
D, K1 commented that this was probably for fgood work" done by Drach and
Pavlychkoe. Cherniaveky was not happy absut her comuent and said something
to the effest that Shevecheniko was right in his complaints againat ip
Klachiko., In response Ur Kl atiacked net oily SHEVCHENKO but the whole
Mission for Gvwiyenpom doing yw@lking peeitive for Ukrainian cause,
lack of initiative , provinaiaiian etey She also stressed that 3hevchenko
must get used nere to criticiem bedause thia}ﬂot the Soviet Union.
In her opinion Shevehenke i3 no diplomat at all, he knows no languages ,
his munners are bad , he ie a gipdis, CIERNIAVSKY tried to defend
shevehenko and the Mission:ané}%ubjectLJQEQuniﬁ; THen he geid that -
indeed " who was Shevchenkn@"in@i:ing that he was of mo importance.
Then he added that actually " W';bbth « you abroad, and we , in the Ukraine -
had & shortage of good diplomats’.

1l. According to Subjest , ¥OLOSSOVA Kateryna was now in hospital
because she suffered from some liver illness, She has to keep diet, After
a check up it will be deoided whether she need.san opmeration,
On that occasion Subject talked again about importance of cultural
contacts between the Ukraine and emigration. " We want people to come t 6 us
with different vimws and convietions then surs because only them we
could enrich ourselves mutsallys” was his main line.

1, Father SOLOVIY was tallking about his planned trip to
POZNAN,Poland and then eventwlly to Ukiaine , in Aug 1967. He mentioned
that he was ,hod%er, not sure as;to Ukraine because he was short of
money. CHERNIA/SKY sugzestad that he could be helped out by A?Obhééhgp'
Aleksey who has funde for such pusposes. Father Seoloviy would be not
the first catholie to go on a trip finanoed by the orthodox. le would

have to get first a rccomusudation from Arghbiship Yoamn of New York.
Pr K1 did not seem to be happy with the idea and KOROTYCH added that

this could be actually arranged "directky" without Yoamn. Anyway he
offered his private telephone in Kiev to Father Soloviy and asked hinm
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to pay a visit to his house, He also promised to help him in sight{¥ing
"etd"'

13, Subject felt assxrry for haviag Ween compelled Lo leave New York,
e was going to coms back to New Yerk in Mey 1967. He is cheduled
to stay in the States until 1 Jum 1967 but will try to prolomg his
sojourn in New York, at least until mideJume 1967.
Subjset and Cherniavaky were ¥ery unhappy that no one else came to
meet Subject Az it used to be in the past, Particularly CHIRNIAVSKY felt
i1l at sase . Once or tw.se Subject propeosed a toast''to those who did
not want to comeand on the whols tried to keep his chin up.
Source notiwed that relatdons between Subject and Cheralavsky were less
comradely than it was the tase with Drach and Paviychko. |
‘Cherniavaky showed more reapest and reserve for Subject, but on the whole’
they trouted each other as equala.

During a small talk Subje¢t mentiomed that he owned a Volga-car.

14, In Source's opinion Subjcct is ti» most inteiLigeat, alert,
"versatile', elegant and;§§0$iﬂh§ﬁ"35516t she ever met, She puts
‘him on top of all the others, Whan oomparingﬁﬁ?th4¥3§35t visitors she
would grade them mpx all wup in the followimg sequence: Drash, Pavlyehko,
Lutsiv, and on top: Subjest. - o ' ‘




