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Mr. Edgar F. Tatro 
51 Edgemont Rd. 
Braintree, Mass. 02184 

Dear Mr. Tatro: 

I a ologise for the long delay in answering your letter. About the.  
time I received it I was hospitalized for a while, then in recuperation, then 
trying to catch up with accumulated work, and finishing a piece for publica-
tion in a book on Eastern Europe. 

I am a historian and appreciate your preference to go to the sources. 
Otherwise people spin stories that have nothing to do with reality. Such is the 
case with many writings on the Kennedy assassination where my name comes up. 
Years ago a film was made based on Mrak Lane's Rush to Judgement. My name was 
somehow garbled there, with the reference "A CIA agent who is now stationed in 
Guam." The film was shown in my university, I was sitting in the middle of the 
audience, supposedly stationed in Guam. 

Now to your questions: 

1. The circumstances of my meeting Oswald are stated in the Warren re-
port word for word. I have nothing to add and nothing to subtract from there. 

2. I have never had any relations with J. EdgacHoover, or any of his 
agents, or CIA and any of their agents, except in occasional inquiries by them 
with our office in Travelers Aid Society on routine matters - on one or, two occa-
sions. My letters to Hoover and CIA were nothing more than covering letters in 
transmitting to them public documents of the organizations which I was involved . 
with, knowing that they would be interested and instead of using agents to spy 
on us and get misinformation, I preferred to directly inform them. I have never 
been involved in anything that could not be told openly to the whole world. 

The blacked out spots are entries made by the FBI and I would not 
know what had been written there. 

3. I have never written anything, anywhere on the Kennedy Assassination 
and my involvement with Oswald, simply because there was nothing more to write 
in addition to my routine report in the Travelers Aid Record. But now, it seems 
to me I have to write something, to be published in some national magazine, if 
accepted, inh order to clear all the fog that is accumulating around the AF ABN. 



I read the xeroxed_Pages_from_Dick 7.110.S.011's_boo,k which  yvou hay seer j me. _z  
Recentlyl,Vreceived the book of. Weberman-Canfield. Itgis all legends and fan-

tasies.1110ive never been a CIA-igent, or any other agent. I was a poor exile 
devil whirfell . in.the hands of people who apparently knew more and used me for 

their piii06ses, until I realized what was going on and quit them. 

I still have the archives of AF ABN of that time. AF ABN was nothing but 

a group of amateurs from half a dozen nationalities who sought to carry joint 

public activities against the Communist regimes in Eastern Europe. The organi-

zation was set up by Ukrainians, immigrants from Europe who apparently had been 

members of the ABN. Personally I did not know anything what ABN was, who its 

leaders were and what their politics was. The first meeting which I attended was 

held in the Ukrainian Home on 2nd Avenue and 8th Street in New York, in a room 

which did not appear to have been painted since World War One, with rickety table 

and a few broken chairs. The various nationality representatives were recent 

arrivals, refugees and few if any spoke some English..I was the only one speaking . 

and writing decently English and was designated as General Secretary. In the 

course of time I gradually learned more about the organizations represented in 

the Executive Committee, but the.only theme that held us together was to oppose 

communism. 

Our biggest achievement was the spectacular demonstrations during Khrush-

chev's visit in New York. I take all the credit for this. When we met to discuss 

plans in Hotel New Yorker, and the discussions was under way, I got the impression 

that forces outside of our organization were trying to divert us from our ob-

jectives. There were proposals to hold aAethnic festival in Manhattan Center, 

others suggested to hold public meeting demonstration at the Unuon Square. I rose 

then, and blasted all proposals as nonsense and suggested that we bring ten 

thousand people and lead a demonstration against the Soviet Mission on 68th 

Street. I prevailed. I still suspect that CIA or FBI agents were present at this 

meeting and that it was:..they who tried to push us in dead end street. They 

apparently tried the same thing during the demonstration, diverting it away from 

)oviet Mission three blocks bellow. I ran to the front and redirected them to the 

Mission. The Ukrainians may have had contacts with the CIA and FBI, but not the 

other nationalities. 

IN the course of time I came to realize that serious accusationsof anti-

semitism agains the ABN existed, and probably I embarrassed the Stettskos and the . 

Slovak Dvorchansky when they held press conferences and I asked pointed questions 

on anti-semitism. I would not tolerate such charges to fall on the AFABN. As a 

matter of fact I discovered in the archives a resolution, prepared by me for 

consideration of the Executive Committee of the AFABN. I do not remember whether 

it was acted upon or not. I resented the persistent references ro Russian and 

Communist as identical. I supported the national aspirations for independence of 

the nations under Russian control, but I considered the Russians equally victims 

of communism as the other nations. Personally, as Bulgarian, I have always been 

and I am now a Russophile. It is for these reasons, when I realized in what kind 

of organizations I had fallen, that I dropped out of the Bulgarian National Front 

and the AF ABN. Well, these are complex matters and could not be explained in 

one letter, but I felt that I had to clear them a little bit. I have written a 

lot in the Bulgarian press and.these matters are well known to the Bulgarian pub-

lic. I am not very proud of the early- aarly years of my politics in exile, but 

if I found myself in the same circumstances, I probably would not have acted diffe-

rently. 



I_aa~curious_to_ knavetoscone goes..about 	 s 	e 
and CIAAgger the,Freedom of .InfqrmationtAct. 4-011 appreciate it if you' could 
aqcuainilltwith the procedures: You apparently are familiar with these- procedures. 
I am cu 	to know what they have on me. Of course they would black it all out, 
but it north making an attempt. I do not want to go through lawyers. They 
skin you alive. 

Sometimes I think of taking all these writers who refer to me as a CIA 
agent to the courts for defamation of character, but never had time for that. 
If you know any lawyer to take my case, it will make quite an interesting story. 

The root of this invention is in a brief announcement in the Organ of 
the Asian Anti-Communist Leage that they had received correspondence from me. 
Someone in the AF ABN urged me to send them a copy of our resolution on the 
National Council of Churches, which I did. This was my first and my last 
correspondence with them. Then the spin-artists made the rest of it as a CIA and 
Anti-Semitic connections. 

I hope I have answered most of your questions. My answer may not be to 
your satisfaction, but in this mysterious affairs there are many questions which 
will remain unanswered. The Warren report, as unbelievable as it may be for some, 
has not yet been shaken by any author in its basic assumptions. I doubt it if 
it will ever be, unless some smoking gun is still hiding somewhere in the sub-
terranean world of politics and crime. 

Sincerely yours, 

• 

 

Spas T. Raikin 
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S T A TEMENT 

The Executive Council of the AF ABN, having discussed the 
current outbreak of anti-Semitism, widely reported by press, ra-
dio and television, finds it necessary to stress the political 
implications of this affair and to take a stand on the issue: 

I. Anti-Semitism, as well as any other ideology based 
on racial or religious hatred and discrimination, is con-
trary to the fundamental principles of the AF ABN which 
stands for equality of rights, for the right to national 
selfdetermination to all nations and the right to freedom 
for each human individual. 

II. The recent anti-Semitic incidents in Germany, in 
Europe and in the other parts of the world, were over-
played by a sensations seeking press which regretfully 
failed to recognize a calculated plan devised and insti-
gated by Moscow to discredit West Germany and to shake 
her position in the North Atlantic Treaty Organization. 

III. The present wave of anti-Semitism serves vividly 
the cause of communism and the Communist fifth column in 
the free world will spare no effort to resurect the appa-
rition of nazism as a diversionist strategy to undermine 
the unity of the anti-Communist forces 

IV. A wave of propaganda directed by Moscow is try-
ing to link a number of refugee anti,Communist organi-
zations to anti-Semitism and thus to discredit the 
anti-Communist forces. 

V. The AF ABN will oppose any ideology and any po-
litidal.action which is based on racial or religious 
discrimination. 

This Statement may be printed, quoted and referred to 
without previous authorization. 

Spas T. Raikin, 
Secretary General 
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February 21, 1959 

Rev. Dr. Edwin. T. Dahlberc, President 
National Ccencil of Churches of Christ 
ell Stat.ler Hilton Hotel 
Hartford, Conn. 

Dear Dr. Dahlberg: 

It is a most unpleasant duty that after a lov asseeia-
tion with the na.ticnal Council of. Churchesof arist and with 
the World Council of Churches I should have brouent to our 
attention the findings of the Fxecutive Council of our multi-
national organization on the :iuestions raised by the Cleveland 
China Statement. However, the issues at stake are much ereate-
than our personal feelings and I have no choice but to stand 
for my responsibilities as best as I understand them. 

We learned from the press that the General Hoaed if the 
NCCC is going to hold its next meeting February 25 are! 26 and 
that the main topic for discuesion will be the above mentone7i 
statement. The Executive Council of the American Friends of the 
Anti-Bolshevik Bloc of Nations, Inc. decided that before this 
meeting is held, the viees of our association should be re-
ferred to -.you and be-revealed to the press as well es 47.1 any 
other person who is interested of these matters, 

The Executive Council found it a most unfortunate and 
distressful sten of our times that one of the most rmseectable 
and influential ecclesiastical bodies in this country, The Na-
tional Council of Chercees of Christ,should have been impli 
cated in the Cleveland "China Statement" . This Statement, by 
no means, expressed the dominant trend of political thinking in 
the NCCC under'which sponsorship the Conference was held. The 
Executive Council found that the said Statement is but one link 
in the long chain of policy statements and actions of the f';;CC 
and the r/CC. These policies and these statements, formulated in 
Geneva, are faithfully carried by the NCCC and its aeencies. 
One should place those policies under close examination in 
order to grasp the entire fellow-traveler's political con-
cept behind them. It suffices to mention a few of the under-
takings of those agencies, in order to reveal their line of po- 



Dr. Dahlberg 
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litical inclinations. The visit of the Russian clergymen 
in this country in 1956 sponsored by the National Council 
of Churches, the inclusion of Iron Curtain Churchmen in the 
Central and the Executive Committees of the World Council of 
Churches, in spite of the overwhelming opposition of their 
members and the current negotiations between the World Council 
of Churches and the Russian Church for its inclusion in the World Council of Churches are bfit a few examples. These facts are closely watched by all those who are interested in Ecu-
menical affairs. These facts testify of a dangerous road of 
pro-communist bias taken by the World Council-of Churches and 
the National Council of Churches. The "China Statement" is 
only a logical sequence of a well understodd and well defined 
policy calcul.ated to promote. the -CAUSE!. of-Communism against 
the cause of the enslaved nations. 

The Executive Council found that the Cleveland . "China 
Statement" stressed that we should find ways. to live with the 
Communists; that the nations under Russian and Chirisse domina-
tion are, no more and no less, Communists who compete with us 
with their "way of life"; that it condemned the idea of making 
opposition to communism the touchstone of our domestic-and in-
ternational policy; that it predicted, by seeing a "real hopeP 
the coming of a new Communist generation, pre-occupied more' 
with the problems of freedom than with ideological fanaticism; 
that the people of China are deprived, by the policy of non-
recognition, of the possibility of forming a true image of the 
United States, assuming that the United States Government is 
fighting the people of China - not the Communist illegal govern-
ment of China: that this policy holds the American people in 
"ignorance" of what is now taking place in China, 

The Executive Council finds that human imagination, short-
sightedness, misrepresentation, misinterpretation, blind de-
featism and total ignorance of well known facts could not find 
a better expression than this statement. The members of the 
Executive Council found no comparsion between the courageous 
stand of the pre-war Ecumenists who did not hesitate to con-
demn the barbarian system of nazism and the open advocacy of 
outright atheism and communist terrorism preached by the Cle-
veland theologians. 

The Executive Council would have left without considera-
tion this statement if it were not the names of the National 
Council of Churches of Christ and the World Council of Churches 
that are involved. The leaders of these organizations have per-
sistently emphasized the number of Protestant and Orthodox 
Churches behind them. It found that it should be most embaras-
sing for every honest and sincere Protestant in this country who 
happened to have a more realistic understanding of the issues 
treated by the StateMent od China. More embarassing was found 
to be the position of the representatives of the Eastern Orthodox 
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_ 	Churcek-inthese Ecumenical bodies. It is understandable that--  no Orth 	clergyman, unless he is a paid agent of red propa- ganda c 	tolerate a statement like that and will take the ne- cessary 	pa, if he cares for principles, honor and dignity, to reconsi. 	his association with the National Council of Churches of Christ, the World Council of Churches or the Commission of the Churches on International Affairs. 

It should be taken as excess of courage to mislead the press in this country with statements to the effect that the NCCC or the,WCC are speaking for more than 160 Protestant and Orthodox Churches when the policies of these bodies on matters of the.sort of Cleveland Statement are condemned and.rejected by every single Christian believer from this or the other side of the Iron Curtain. 
The Executive Council found it also difficult to understand why the leaders of the Ecumenical Movement in America had to aban-don the prophetic mission of the Church and-.-to take the road to partisan politics of questionable value. Was it so difficult for them to distinguish between the small clique of the ruling "NEW CLASS" in the Communist world and the millions of oppressed and doomed peoplel and was it so necessary for those five hundred de-legates to step behind the "NEW CLASS" against the ordeal of those millions put on trial for the sake of Christ? Was ft also abso-lutely necessary that instead of prayerful compassion the Cruci-fied Church behind the Iron Curtain should have been offered a kiss of betrayal by the bebther Christians in America2 

The members of the Executive Council interpreted the poli-cies -reoommended by the Cleveland Conference as a repetition of the New Testament drama of the trial of Jesus Christ. Choo-sing to support the Communist cause against the cause of the enslaved nations is a repetition of the choice made by the mobs and the official religion of Baraba the criminal against Jesus Christ, the Son of God. This choice islindeed, dishono-ring Christianity and the Executive Council gave its unquali-fied endorsement of the declaration of one huhdred clergymen signed in Chicago calling your attention to this aspect of the China statement. 

The Executive Council was especially concerned in conside-ring the Ecumenical stand on the matters of communism in the light of the latest call of Pope John XXIII for Church unity. It was pointed out that the policies of indulgence towards the Communist regimes will discourage the supporters of the Ecume-nical idea and will disillusion the Christians behind the Curtain. 

Taking into consideration these implications of the China Statement the members of the Executive Council of AF ABN urge you to exercize your influence with the General Board of the NCCC for the unconditional rejection of the said Statement. 

Most respectfully yours, 

Spas T. Raikin, Secretary-General. 

•-- 
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STATEMENT  

THE CLEVELAND FIFTH WORLD ORDER STUDY CONFERENCE 

AND THE NATIONAL COUNCIL OF CHURCHES 

OF CHRIST 

The Executive Council of the American Friends of the An
ti-

Bolshevik Bloc of Nations, having heard the report of 
the Se-

cretary-General Mr. S.T.-Raikin, Chairman of the Commit
tee on 

Religious Affairs, on the current controversy over the
 politi-

cal statements of the Cleveland Fifth World Order Stud
y Con-

ference, called and sponsored by the National Council 
of Churches 

of Christ, and having carefully examined: 

1. The letter of the Associate General Secretary of 
the 

National Council, Rev. R.H. Edwin Espy, in reply to th
e letter 

of Mr. Raikin of February 21, addressed to Dr. Edwin T. Dahlberg, 
President of the NCCC; 

2. The Message to the Churches of Christ in the U.S.A.
, 

adopted by the FifthWorld Order Study Conference (WOSC
), Cleve-

land, Ohio, November 18-21, 1958; 

3. The "Fifth World Order Study Conference" - 
resolution 

adopted by the General Board of the NCCC on December 3
-4, 1958; 

4, "The Hartford Appeal"; 

5. The informal remarks of the Honorable Ernest A. 
New York, Chairman of the Fifth WOSC at Cleveland, Ohi

o, 

Chairman of the Council's Department of International 
Af 

made at the session of the General Board in Hartford o
n 

25, 1959; 

6.. A "Sino-American Relations" statement made by the s
ame 

at the Cleveland Conference; 

7. "Christian Responsibility on a Changing Planet" by 
Geraldine Sartain, an article reprinted from NC Outloo

k, 

December, 1958; 

Gross, 
and 
fairs, 
February 



AIM 

8. "Changemas-the Key-Word".anarticle reprinted frOm 
the s 	ine,br,Kenneth L. Maxwell, Executive Director, 

Depart 	International Affairst_ __ 

.T. 
found ttWfollowing: 	J 

I 

1. The NCCC seems to be gratified of the widespread a
t-

tention given to the Fifth WOSC which is said to h
ave been the 

purpose of the NCCC. The NCCC seems to have overl
ooked or is 

purposely overlooking the negative reaction of pub
lic opinion 

to the statements produced by the said conference 
and persists 

in stressing the legitimacy of those statements,ig
noring the. 

regretable fact that the NCCC was singled out as a
dvocate of 

condemned pro-Communist policies. The Executive C
ouncil of the 

American Friends of the Anti-Bolshevik'Bloc of Nat
ions findd 

that there is nothing gratifying for the NCCC. hav
ing focused 

the attention of the public in this country and in
 the world 

on itself as an exponent of policies advocated by 
Communists 

all over the world. 

2. The NCCC seems to be reluctant to take the responsibi-

lity for the conference which was called, sponsored 
and directed 

by its executive officer in the Department of Intern
ational Af-

fairs and which statements and general lines have. 
been prepared 

in advance and defended by the same officers, which 
are,other-

wise, in broad lines, the policies of the NCCC imp
lemented in 

its actions on current international issues. It s
ounds strange, 

illogical and not at all convincing that the confe
rence "spoke 

only for itself". The only plausible explanation 
of the pre-

sent attitude of the NCCC is that its General Boar
d, challenged 

by the unexpectedly violent negative reaction to t
he statements 

of the Cleveland Conference, found it necessary to
 disclaim 

responsibility for the recommended policies. Yet 
this respon-

sibility eanniot be denied -add the members of the Executive 

Council of the AF ABN found it difficult to accept t
he expla-

nations of the Astociate General Secretary of the 
-MCC. 

3. It is assumed that the Department of International Af-
fairs le:a body within the NCCC and not a separate ins

titution 

and thafOiltimately, it is the NCCC which is resp
onsible for 

its policy pronouncements and actions. It is assu
med that the 

Department of International Affairs cartOsout the 
policies of 

the NCCC and not vice-versa - the NCCC to follow t
he policies 

of the Department of International Affairs. There
fore, the 

way of thinking prevailing in this Department, expr
essed in the 

Cleveland Statements, hould be taken as reflection o
f the 

general course of the policies of the NCCC. It is,
 therefore, 

necessary, that the General Board of the NCCC clar
ify its 

stand on these issues and state its position
 which was com-

promised by the Edecutive Officers of its Departme
nt of In-

ternational Affairs. 

4. It seems that the magnitude of the public r
eaction a-

gainst the Cleveland Statements have led the leade
rship of 

the NCCC to seek means and ways to divert public a
ttention 



from the basic itaues.involved and to direct it to hardly sign
i-

ficantOr hon•existantlprocedural7ruleswhichAre said Ito be t
he 

factSi- inm4iStinctionith the "distorted versions" - bfc,the en- 

tire aff 	These facts-are,said-toJje:af011Ows),_,.. 

a. T delegates at the- Cleveland Conference were named 

by the member denominations and the cooperating councils. 

b. What the conference said did not constitute the offi-

cial position of the NCCC which is determined by action of the
 

General Board. 

c. The General Board voted "to receive" the report of the 

Cleveland Conference and transmit it to the Department of In-

ternational Affairs for further action. 

It is in the interpretation of those facts,an interpreta-

tion expressed in the materials sent to the Executive Council 

of the AF ABN for consideration, where the NCCC fails to dis-

sociate itself from the responsiblity for the kind of policies
 

recommended by the Cleveland Conference. 

5. The Chairman of the Fifth WOSC, Dr. Ernest A. Gross, 

assured the members of the General Board of the NCCC on the be
-

half of the Department of Internation Affairs that "any charge
 

that delegates were hand-picked for some pre-determined con-

clusions is groundless". In the same time the Executive Di-

rector of the same Department, Kenneth L. Maxwell, wrote in 

OUTLOOK that "the delegates of the Churches were carefully se-

lected by the responsible officersor official bodies in the 

33 denominations constituting the NCCC". "Hand-picked" and 
"carefully selected" are expressions which mean one and the 

same thing and one will be at pain if trying to deny the 

fact that the Conference of Cleveland was called by the De-

partment of International Affairs to endorse its own policies 

which, in their turn, are the polcies of the Church Commis-

sion on International Affairs of the World Council of Churches
 

under the direction of Dr. Nolde. These policies, even be-

fore the Conference of Cleveland endorsed them,were well 

known and the question whether the delegates were.hand-picked 

or carefully selected by anybody, in the light of the subse-

quent events, is really of no importance, 

6. The resolution adopted by the General Board of the 

NCCC on December 3-4, 1958, stressed that the members of the 

Cleveland Conference have been a "highly representative cross-

section of the member churches of the National Council" and 

that "in their own persons broadly representative of the in-

terests and competence of the national Protestant community 

in foreign affairs." Yet it was stated that "they spoke for 
I no one but themselves". It is hereby implied that the Cleve-

land statement represents the consensus of the competent Pro-

testant leadership, that the Protestants competent in Foreign 

Affairs; could have no other but the stand of the Cleveland 

Conference. If they spoke in Cleveland "for no one but them-

selves" it is only a matter of formality. Therefore, whether 

or not the General Board of the NCCC, adopted and endorsed 

the policies recommended by the Conference, is of no impor- 



- 1+- 
tance because the entire Protestant community, represented-by-
its competent on foreign affairs dolegate4have adopted-and 
endorse& eR.Ahatthe7Protestant community may havenOt_been 
aware- 	

'13e'ing:ctierto,With- 
out-h 	'elieonsulted,rie-gc:Matter which has not been 
taken, 	consideration 	- - 

7. The dispute over the representative character of the 
Cleveland Conference has two alternative solutionss either this conference was representative, that,is, the delegates spoke not for themselves only but for theirChurches who selected, appointed and sent them to Cleveland or it was not representative, that is, the "delegates" were hand-picked or carefully selected by the department of International Affairs 
through its organs on local level to endorse pre-determined conclusions. In the first case the decision of the General Board of the National Council to "receive" the Cleveland Sta-
tement is an outright disregard of the will of its constitu-ting member churches by failing to give it a formal approval. 
In the second case the General Board allowed itself to be taken in by the executive officers of the Department of In-ternational Affairs who were.interested topromote the kind 
of policies recommended by the Cleveland Conference and who 
seems to have called this conference explierty for this pur-
pose. 

8. Instead of rejecting the policies recommended by the Cleveland Conference the General Board voted "to re-ceive" the document and transmit it to the Department of In-ternational Affairs where it originaty came from, being worked out by the leadership of this department. The members 
of the Executive Council of the AF ABN felt that the NCCC was determined to follow the recommendations of the Cleve-land Conference and the various explanations regarding its representativeness and its procedures are meant only as de-vices to disclaim the responsibility for the conference and for the kind of policies recommended by it. The main point, the promotion of those policies, imposed on the public mind as policies backed by the entire Protestant community, is a-chieved. "Receiving" the document instead of approving it, or rejecting it,is. an easy escape but it reveals a great deal of inconsistency and in no way it could be interpreted as shelvingit. 

9. In recent times, since the Conference of Cleveland 
la b r-e ,  than any other time before, the public opinion in this country is led to believe that the NCCC is composed by the Protestant and the Eastern Orthodox Churches. The le-adership of the NCCC is in sore need of representating it-self as an ecumenical body, constituted by reform and ca-tholic traditions, by Protestants and Eastern Orthodox Churches. There were references in the press that the sit-Orthodox Churches represented in the NCCC have opposed the Cleveland Statement. Yet, the official documents of the Conference do not reveal this discension of the Orthodox Churches. It is not revealed whether there was any op-.  position to the statements under consideration and the sup-port of all the member Churches is summarily implied, the minority views including the Orthodox point of view,being I disregarded. It is only in the editorial of Kenneth L. 



Maxwell where it is clearly stated that Dr. Gross had read a formal statement of Bishop John of San Francisco, of the Rus-sian Orlikpox Church in the U.S.A., by which he disassociated himselflad the other Orthodox delegates in principle (from any actWof the conference which might.be considered—contro-versial political nature. Yet, the public of the U.S.A.mms led to believe that the Orthodox Churches are.00mmitted, by being associated with the National Council, to support the policies adopted at Cleveland. This is, at least, an dis-honorable misrepresentation, since no Orthodox Christian, . mindful of the plight of his Church behind the Iron Curtain, would, under any circumstances, advocate pro-Communist poli-cies of the kind recommended in Cleveland. 

10. Kenneth L. Maxwell states in the editorial "Change was the Key-Word" that "the message, resolutions and findings of the working sections of the conference contribute background materials for a Nation-Wide Program of Education and Action for Peace from June 1959 through June 1960 ". The Hartford Appeal states: "The National Council of Churches reminds the churches that its pronouncements, policy statements, and fin4 dings of Study Conferences are designed to help our members in the free process of finding the truth and acting upon it...". The message of the Cleveland Conference, being "re-ceived" therefore,by the General Board,is going to be used as background material by the Churches and could not be con-sidered as "shelved". Ia this message, however, the kind of background material for a nation-wide program of education, sponsored by the National Council, the best contribution of the Churches to American life? Are the pulpits of the chur-ches going to be turned into pro-Communist tribunes or dis-semination of policies propoinded by the internatiodkrommunist agencies? Are the Christian Churches going to be converted into mouthpieces of international communism? The substance of the Cleveland Statemtn, when it boils down, is nothing else but outright support of the policies of Moscow. The members of the ExecutiveXouncil of the AF ABN felt that the General Board of the mccc, by "receiving" the Cleveland Statement,  and sending it to the Department of International Affairs to be submitted to the churches as background material, has com-mitted the NCCC for a policy of indoctrination in the direc-tion recommended by the Cleveland theologians. And this is not the kind of policy which the Executive Council of the AF ABN would be prepared to endorse Cr to feel happy about it. This is not the kind of policy which will credit very much the NCCC. 

11. The Hartford Appeal suggested that the public cri-ticism against the Cleveland Statement is an encroachment on the freedom and the right of the churches "to discuss freely and to express judgments, without exposure to at-tacks upon motive or integrity for daring to exercise the right to do so", and stressed that "such a right is espe-cially vital to the Church, which owes a duty to lead and to inform, so that its members may be aided in reaching morally valid judgments in the light of their.common. faith". The ap-peal concludes with a'four-point statement upholding this right of the churches. The members of the Executive Council 



_ of the AF ABN felt that this Appeal is unsuccessful. attempt of the NCCC-=to divert public attention from the kind of policies suggestWin Cleveland by insinuating that the major issue at stake is:the freedom of the churches to express their opinion. 
The Appel is totally uncomprehensible unless it is taken as a diversionist step. The right and the duty of the churches to lead the nations to morally valid judgments are universally accepted as imperative obligation and undisputed honor. It was not this right and this duty of the churches that was 
challenged and it was not this right and this duty whiChewas the major issue at stake. It was the kind of leadership of-fered by the American churches gathered at Cleveland, the • kind of judgments reached at Cleveland, which were challenged and were found by the general public to be morally invalid and, in fact, disgraceful. 

12. The Hartford Appeal suggested, strangely enough, some kind of persecution of the Churches, which makes it to sound like a Communist document insinuating persecution where it 
does not exist. This suggestion, if sincere, could be et-
plained only as an imaginary reflection of cripto-Communist thinking and, if intended as diversionist strategy, has no chance to convince anybody that the American churches are 
subjected to persecution for their views on political matters. 
It is interesting to note that the criticism against the pro-communist policies recommended by the Cleveland Statement was interpreted as persecution of the churches and encroachment of their freedom to discuss political issues and provOked such a 
strong defense as the Hartford Appeal while the real persecu-tion of religion behind the Iron Curtain is referred to,in the Cleveland Statement'as uncertain, as "reported; and is limi-ted only to Moslems and Jews, the persecution of the Orthodox, the Catholics and the Protestants being completely ignored. Evidently, the current flirtation of the NCCC leadership with 
the Communist imposed leadership of the Churches behind the Iron Curtain has played its role. 

13. The entire Message of the Cleveland Conference reveals a state of mind totally overwhelmed by the spirit of psycholo-gical warfare where the basic arguments of a defeatist policy, suggested and promoted by international Communist propaganda, are brought to the extreme and the prophetic Message of the Gos-pel has sunk into a cloudy controversy over the administration's current foreign policy. Taken as devastating criticism of this policy, which have assured the peace and the prosperity of this country and the world, the Cleveland Message outlined a new course, which, if followed, will inevitably lead not only to adjustment with communism but also, most certainly, to voluntary surrender to Communist totalitarianism, which ultimate triumph is implied. The Cleveland Theologians seems to prefer a meek surrender to Communism rather than a resistance to slavery at any price. The free play of NCCC leaders with bombastic words like "peaceful changes; "revolutionary forces", "world revolu-tion", "dynamic changes; "rapid social shifts", "imperatives of progressive developments", etc., has made them captives of their own ideas and victims- of international Communist propaganda. 
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,14. 	Cleveland Statement, together with a series of po- 
litical 	uncements and actions sponsored directly by the 
NCCC or i rectly, through the World Council of Churches, clear-
ly indica that the dominant political trend in the leadership 
of the Ecumenical Movement favors a policy of appessement and 
of co-existence, which is said to be even less than what the 
real need of cooperation with communism is. Speaking for the 
Christians behind the Iron Curtain, the Executive Council of the 
AF ABN deeply regretsand deplores this line of political thinking 
of the leaders of the NCCC and the WCC. Instead of taking up and 
vigorously defending the fundamental moral principles of Chris-
tianity, so arogantly violated in the Cotmunist world, the NCCC 
has taken upon itself the ungrateful task of promoting the legi-
timacy of Communist tyranny. 

15. The current historical events - the Hungarian drama, 
the risings in Berlin and Poland, the desperate efforts of the 
people of Tibet, the presence of Dalai Lama in the Free World 
and the imprisonment of Cardinal Mindsenty, living symbols of 
the persecuted religion under Communist rule - are undisputed 
vindication of the position taken by the Executive Council of 
AF ABN. No honest man in our time will have the courage to de-
ny these realities. Yet, the NCCC, for some unexplained rea-
sons, ignores and disregards them. Moreover, some of the leaders 
of the NCCC are specially pleased to call genuine concern for 
the fate of the Christians under communism "hysterical anti-
communism" and take a special pride of signing petitions for 
the release of convicted Communist spies in this country. 

16. Finally, the Executive Council of the AF ABN feels it 
necessary to state its hopes that the NCCC, taking into account 
the public reaction to the Cleveland Statement and to its po-
licies favoring communism, will review and will reconsider its 
position and will uphold the fundamental principles of the Gos-
pel, to which it is committed being a Church institution, and 
which it has failed to interpret as imperative obligation in 
the tragic events of contemporary history. 

EXECUTIVE COUNCIL OF THE  

AMERICAN FRIENDS OF THE ANTI-BOLSHEVIK BLOC 

OF NATIONS, Inc.  


