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4.SHEVEL Grigori in "another Skaba" 9 even wOree than
He is also in charge of emigre affairs in the CC CPU.,
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Following ia the it of information obtained from Subject
during his visit at 3ouroe l s house on 20 May 2.968 1 froM 20434 to
24.30 hrs.

1. Subject is leaving for Kiev on 29 May 1966. Woes tirst
to Montreal and then by SS Punkin to Leningrad, Moseowand

SheVehenko Sergei  is leaving on 29 June 1968. He will be aucceeded
144130.14Yii.NYCHK0 Mikhail Reisovich, an old nand in the q!o4i;.%169;,,_

the Ministu of Fortlgs.gfaire	 Polyan*chko is well
educated, a real diplomat, speaks Engliah. This change it defitite4_
for the better, Pol. will be able to do more and better " as,a
Ukrainian diplomat" than Shevchanko*
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t	 (Z°	 \,40C)4	 Q7.4.subject himaelf will be suoceeded by BATYVK, Sou
	\4s 	 .r6already here but will leave soon for .Kiev toe, to gmk brint'his

wife to New York. Bat. is a nice guy and Souza* shouldkoep in
touch with him* Through him and the secretary of the Nissio by	 •
the name Raiaa YAROSHEVYCE	 , Source Oeuld send hOoks and publiOttiett
for Subject. He meant the material necesaary for hia thesis.

Source should also speak with POLANYCHKO and "influnce
He ia an intaigent man*

The sooner he goes the better.'However, under present oircuMstanoes* -
•

particularly 'Wan	 con •,,ction wi
/-

position/Cr" //etron-z,
in the aatellites and indirectly

the vents in CSR,, his
o e, .ue to the newtalmoil
even iiMM France people

like Skaba and Shovel are raising again their heads.
Shevel's man in New York ilitKRAVETS.Icidenta1ky.'48evel relies

KRA	 441	 1—	 '4 Itupon	 VETS very strongly and Kraveia a	 *eases here a reng en	 evelfs
position in Kiev and Moscow. Thus, a removal of Kraveta would

help to remove Shovel, and vice versa. 	 A.\	 *Z4,,
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Subject indicated that a boycott of Eravets by his emigre acquaint..
emcee would definitely "help".
Subject hates Kravets. The latter is a real "canalie". He even
"suocededg in getting no farewell party for Subject.
In Kiev Subject expects some unpleaeantriee with Shovel. He will
have to ,alk to him. All that trouble had been caused by Kravetso

3. The present attack against HONCEAR Oles for his "So-
bor" is Shevel's work. Actually, "Sobor" is only a pretext, the
realfcause lies in Honchar's supi;ort for Shestydeeiatniki 
and restive young people in general* Honehar maintains friehdly
contacts with the young "rebels" . and defends them. in their turn,
they respect and support Henchar. SH1WEL and Co do not like it
and are using "Sobor2 and new tense atmosphere in the socialist
block: to "reckon" with Hcachar.
On the whole, the lionchar affair is rather silly. ilecently Honchar
oelebrated his 50th birthday. There were present TRONKO,OVCHARENKO,
BILOKeLOS, and others. Theyall praised "Sobor". Suddenly auvEL
and SKABA raised hell about the book after they "had smelled what
wind Ains blowing from Moscow"..Now , most of the party pot4ntates
in the literary circles changed their tune accordingly. But in the

mevemetime the book was practically snatched Away from the hhelves
tmei4Ze40

by 00641111Subject knows about it from Shevchenko t s daughter who

na5 recently arrived to Now York from Kiev.
Some party people are really angry about the book because in it

there are quite a few "prototypes" of themselves. Take ,for,instanee,

the party bureacrat who ordered Sobor to be turned down • Who else

could ka it be than a Skaba? In 1965 Subject went with his father

to Poltava. At one plave his father pointed out to him that the

Aka which wagAliinding there only one or two years ago, was demolished

on order of Skaba.
Subject is eery unhapy about the 44A4114- hunt aainst Honcilar an d

the new course in Kiev marked by revival of Shevel and Saabats

influence-, and in his opinion, it is very harmful to the Soviet

system , in the long run.



-5-	

SE RFT

4. At least for the next two years nothing goüd should be
expected in internal Soviet policies, The situation Rangel% to
the wiree and will continue to do so. Moscow became frightened
by recent develppment in CS4Ro fkiikailiPan view of "curn4kubles
inside the Soviet Union".
Aubject is afraid that the developments in CSSR might be conducive
to some hothead reactons in the Ukraine 4 and this would be
catastrophic. Albeit, he does not believe the Ukraine is ready
for anyt4ing similar to what is going on in the CSSR and any
upheaval would be squashiVaning 24 hours*
Sut what he is afraid of are individual actions that oould give
additional justification for Shovels to tighten the screws*
Ovoharenko might be trying to "mitigate" the whole situation but
he is bound to follow "general line".

Sooner or later t aowever, things will change for the better
oPte

again. Even today therelasome very important develpments which
cannot be i6nored • Take ,for instance, present meetings and
other gatherings of young people $ particularly of students.
Every one of them ,as a rule, lately ends with questions about
the right of Ukrainian S6R to leave the Union. Subjeet was told
about;(412i detail minima by comrades who had recently arrived from Kiev.

"And what are you going to do ? You cannot arrest all the Stadents."
Uf course, no one is going to raise this problem in CG CPU

or some other high party forum. , But even there the national ties

question which for a long time was a "tabu" , is being discussed

from time till time. Time is working in Ukrainians' favor despite
all kind of setbacks. Skrypnyk was in his time the climax of
Ukrainian com-unist development. After him came Russified
careerists, interested only in power * At the present the trend

gees from the later extreme toward Skrypntkivohchyna and soon

it will reach the middle of the road * This will be the synthesis

of the contemporary Ukrainian comaunist development.
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The preesure beside the Soviet Union will depend nowadays not
only on what is going 11111=AMX in the Ukraine 0 Russia, Georgia
and other republics. It will also depend on what is going on

"aroundl The further Czechoalovak coLaLLunista will 1) in their
"liberalization and c.emocratizatien" directed against the
Sovie4 Union $ the worse repercussions it might engender in the
Soviet Union itself. So far, the results of those events were quite
negnivtoltfishI:gRailSilkaanti; taijftIiaidUatrithink $. 4all W40

4over. In hieprivate ) opinion, there are still great risits that
the Soviet Union might be compelled to intervene militarily.

5. What was going on in France Subject described ag an
evolution. Hewis convinced that the Soviet Union had nothing to
do withAit and it was China*OditikgiOA°French affairs t trying"
to exploit (ooze just grievances of French atudentry and working

class. ." I can asare you that this kind of turmoil in France
is not in the interest of the Soviet Union". " On the contrary
it o s quite inconvenient for us".

6. YELCHENKO was removed from his post because of his age.
lic , was too old to head a youth organization. Subject did not think
there had been any other reasons $ at least he was not aware of.
He knew YELCHENKO personally s at the very beginning of Subject's
arrival to New York, YELCHENKO WAIL at the ae time 414, 14 qap, az
tourist and they met in New York.

7. Subject could not explain why Chornovil was given

only 3 years commuted to 1 "6.. He thought perhaps because he was

tried under different paragraph than all the others, Anyway it

was not due to writings of 3voboda of New Jersey. Little attention

is being Paid in Kiev to what ..y.aketel and its alike are writing.



Of great importance , however, for Kiev is Petro KravehUkis paper.
Kiev listens very carefully to what the "progressives" in Canada •
are saying. KravehUk could do 4 really good job ii he maz*Imix would west t
His publication of the report on CPC Delegation's trip to Ukraine
in March/April 1967 was taken very seriously in Kiev 'and Moscow.

Airein ocAdtV•s•tr8. Shevel and Co	 on" in Moscow
have recently started a quiet smear-campaign against their adversaries.
They use to Call everyone,they don'd like, a nationalist. Thus,
even Shelest was called	 some people a nationalist. Here in
New York, Subject and Shevchenko are being smeared by Krairets
all the time as nationalists.

9. Subject puts great hope on further development
IheofALee.eainian cultural center in Pr4Ov,CS31.

He hopes Ukrainians will resist Slovaks' preesure, and there will
• be no hdraatic changtig in Czechcal_vak situation in general.

The revival of catholic Ukrainian church in Presov area could be
instrumental in Id= a restoration of Ukranian catholic church
in West Ukraine.•In his opinion, Cardinal Slipyi should write
now a oemorandum to the Soviet LL.rainian Government and ask for
re toation of his church. Bat his memo should not he composed in
maximalistic terms like the last one in which he had demanded
all at once - return of monasteries, of real estates* cathedral: eta:.
Cardinal should start with the minimal because only therehe,has
chances to get something. He should follow the suit of the

35 professers of Ukrainian descent from this country who had
sent 4 womo to the highest Soviet authorities on the matter of
general situation of Ukrainians in the S:viet Union. Of course,
thry wont get a direct reply but their memo . was "properly
discussed" at highest forums.

Subject could not understand there was as little "unity"
between the eardinal and other U.&rainian catholic hierarchs.
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He seemed to be quite well informed about the metent developments
in this field and .64 no difficulty in naming individual bishops
and metropolitans.
In Subjects opinion , the Cardinal should strive to unite somehoew
all the hierarchy around his person as thid would profoundly .
strengthen his position viwa.vis Kiev and Moscow,

The •Cardinal should also ask through. the Soviet Embassy
in Rome for the return of his wor1 s . confiscated at one time,by,
Sotiet authorities.

10, Subject did not recommend to go now to Kis* Sama
for the purpose ofn

emigrgO4Afie in Kiev will have the courage to commit h5111;41/

toanything substantial under the circumstances * Consequently.
Source and her friends should wait for 'another yearA or se —until
the situation gets more "stabi2.ined0* Source should have gone

/NIP'
to Kiev' on a revisit to KolostioVa. 	 opitious Moment for
Oi something tangible in Kiev.

It would be .however, completely wrong to break contacts..,even

those casual ones of the present. completely* One has to be
patient and wait	 while avoiding anything ,that would give Atiw.

weapon Mita against contacts intohands of their enemies in Kiev,

and here.

114 Subject knew about the present visit of YARENKOlvan
'to the Sobiet Union and his plans to get someA!%rtists to this

country. He remarked that he was not sure Yaremko will be fully,
successful since there were people in Kiev and Noscow,who
did not want to do anything to "anger Hurokfl.

opment of cultural exchange 102tk between
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12. TRONKO is for cultural contacts with emigration*
CHERNIAVSKY is on friendly terms with SWILL but at the same
time hOepported all the time riourcds"line * The
5 , years) Sourde spent on eontacts with her Soviet Ukrainian
frienda have done a great lob as she and hextglenda SnsceiaSiit
in influencing Visitors from Ukraine * Source Cannot even
imagine how much she has done along this line * Due to her and
others' work a new way of thinking has developed ,in_the
sphere of Ukrainian questionein Kiev and eleeWhereV

13* Subject does not leak at American reality from
propagandistic, one * aided point of view as most Of his
friends are doing* as sees many positive aspeots'in American
lif t not only as far aalmaterialistie culture is eoncerned
but also in American politics * Mazy Of those things 'would he
useful for Soviet society it adipted. But *unfortunately*
not all of them could be "absorbed" by Soviet reality*
For instance, a two..party system is O.K. but not practieahle
in he Soviet Union for the time being # at least* The most
eia wouldbAesired and applied at the present ( and be hiped
it 11 materialize in the years to came), was a tWo*candidatea-
sys em for every position in the panty and government* This

wou d engender a basis for real criticism and neat alternatives
in he Soviet society.

14 0 suoLYCH anA.LEVISHCHENKO are no policy makers and
should not bother too much with them * DMYTRUK isof
ereut category and worth " maintaining contacts with heel*

15* Subject doubted th4Ingers Sou	 e
rcexabeut ehom4
do.14,-.2

d be released at the present.

16. Subject switchedVom Arabic economies into poetry
an his thesis ( next year4Awill defend at Moscow University*
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