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SUBJECT: Spas Todorov RAIKIN ' \

15~\T ' )

1. & review of § ’ 1le (201-282538) reveals that many

reports enanating fron are niscing or rather had pever been

included in the file and that subseguent activities o!‘ his in Switzerland
end the United States had never been reported. .
2.\9"

2. The undersigned vas directly involved with aubdect's initial
refuge in Greece, as the undersigned uasl t the tine
end participated in the interrogation of Tubject and the others vho defected
with him due to the suspicious nature of their escape story. During later
years, in the course of debriefing varfous contects and consultants, Subject's
nene came up during these discussions and the underiigned was able to piece
together the sequence of affairs from the time of RAIKIN's escape until the

present. -

3. During the summer of 1951, ubject along with two other individuals
vhoe wvere all Trudovaks working on airfield.s in Bulgaria, escaped to CGreece.
In coennection with their escape, four other individuals likewlse escaped
to Greece. During Subject's interrogation and the interrogation of his
friends, it was felt that the escupe story needed clarification from a CE
standpoint. To the best of our knowledge, however, rone of the individuals, !
including Subject,appeared to be connected with the BIS. There was a poss-
ibility vhich was mentioned at the tine, thatl Sublject, due to his educational
background, may have beeu & "sleeper”™ iype agent. During Subject's initial
interrogation he stated that politically he was partial to, althouzh not a
member of, the Nikola Petkov faction {left wing) of the Agrarian party. It
was likewise determined that Subject's interest precluded operational use
as a cross border agent and neither he nor his colleagues vere recruited.

The other four individuals who escsped separately to Greece were, however,

recruited.

%. Upon arrival in the DP camp in Athens (Lavrion) Subject becams
involved in political discussions and at that time claimed to be an adherent
of the Dimitur Gichev faction {righ: wing} of the Agrarian party, vhich nad
been outlawed upon the event of comsunism in Eulgeria. Iis political mach-
inations caused splitting of the relugees into zplinter groups and rather
than succeeding in effecting unity, it caused disunity. Again the thought
came up e&s to whether Subject was a provocation agent or not. Howaver, no
evidence was uncoversd to substantiate this theory.
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Due to his educational ®soigound in religion, Jublect was nevertheless
leoked up to by his pore lliterate and unfortusste compatriots, due
pricarily to his faculty ¢ speech and education. In seeking wvays of
getting out of Greece, and ite unhappy lot of a refugee. he vas able to go
%o Switzerland vhere he stuiyed In a theological seminary under the
auspices of the World Couzeil of Churches (WCC).

5. During 1853, while visiting GOLONSSQME in Switzarland, she told
the undersigned thet she hal heard of Subject from other friends and that
they had been highly suspicious of him and felt that he =ight te a BIS
agent or something. Tuis vss predicated on 3ubjeet’s discussiors and
aotivities while in Switszeriacd.

6. OSubject next came to the undersigned®s attentior after Subject's
arrival in the United States and his affiliation in work cuncerning refugees.
By this time Subject professsd %0 bera staunch nationslist and republican -~
and corndemned anybody vho kel telonged to Agrarian factions, especislly
those from a center to lefi. According to Borias Clar:, a former conirsct
erployee of this Agency wko was also stationed in Greece as en interrogator

nd later resigned to takes a position in Pittsburgh, Pa. iovolved ir the
helping end settling of Bulgzrian refugees coming to the United States,
3ublect used his legitizate Tusiresn as a cover for self-agsrandirecent and
political prestige in the Zxulgarisn emigre groups. Doth Clark end his wife
cozplained bitterly to Dean wocdiulf, ithen Calefl of the Bularian Zranch,
¢=d Clark alse corplained to =2 undersigned corcerning RATRIN's activities,
vhich in view of what he was suspected to be doing, were highly suspect.
According to the Clerk's, 3t isct's activities could indicate thet his Job
was to create chaos and division among Bulgarian exigres and vhibh could
logically be a reguirement ol the 3IS.

7. In 1955, SUROCI {P) a contract acent of this Asensy, inforced the
umdarsigned thut Sublect kad !>ined the Dulgarian Iaticnal Front arnd wvas
speaking loud and dtrong for zh= return of a ponarchy vhen Fulgeria is 1lib-
erated. By this tine, 3Jutlest had nade s 180" turn politically from left

ng Agrarian to monarc fred cacionalist., SURQCCI likewise sdvised thaet
Subject was continuing his eToris to dominate the Zulgarian chureh group
and in so doing kad caused {issur#yin the Xationalist Block, vhich et bast
wvas bteing held together by merely threads. SUROCI could offer no prool, but
felt that Subject may have tesn acting on behalf of the present reginez or
213 in ceusing chaos in the exiyras or vas doing it strictly for self-
aggrandizement and omolument.

8. Over a period of tizs Shlsct has bLeen the topic of conversation

between DILABBIO (P}, a cons “2ant of this Agency, esd the undarsignei.

Prior to coming to Washington iz 1535, DILAZDIO had been very active in the

Church activities of the Zulgarian Church in Amerlce. e was Use lay presidexnt
of the Church group and hald Tes.n a rapprochiement betwezen ths lacedozian and

Jremer
the Dulearian church. DILAZZIO hatl boen asked by Bishep Anlre, head of the

ulgerien Church in North Azsrizs fncluding Mscedoris, to corsider stuly for
the priesthood and with a view zplacing Andre upsn he laltiers death.
FLAT3I0 turnad do-n this pro ;inze he felt he wonld proler to resalin in

&N

the educational ficld, but toli Andre he would contianuve to fariicn as the
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lay leader of the church. During thia tiume DILABBIO reported to the
undersigned that Subject, upon arrivel in the States had gone to great
lengths to talk to each of the individusl] lulgarian &nd Macedonian
presidents in the various cities and lster on attempted Lo get them ¢
back him {Subject) for the futwuré job of Bishop. A long fight developed
between RAIKIN and the Bishop when the Dishop astated that he did not f el
Subject qualified to héndle the Job; due to his activities , inSulgalien
Church in North Amcrice almost disintecgrated as a cohesive unit. When

the matter finally came to a vote and it developed Jubject would not get
the Jjob, but would be offered a pricsthoud, he suddently decided, despite
the years and money spent on him by WCC in theological training, that he
did not want to be a pricat anyvay and, a& fev weeks later, turned esround
and married a girl in New York. This act, of course, prohibits him from
ever aspiring to be Bishop. 3Sinece that time on numerous occasions, Subject
using his offices in WCC as & cover, has sent denunciatory letters con-
cerning other Dulgarians to various US Guvernment egencies if these Bulg-
erians happened to have crossed him or if he has taken a dislike to them.
DBy the same token, he has written letters concerning Bulgarians whom |

he espouses to various agencies in order to obtain assistance in the grant-

ing of visas and of obtaining Jobs.

9. The undersignéd, like all other gsources involved,cannot offer auy
evidence that SubJject 13 an agent of the Bulgarian Communist regime, but
feels that his sctivities have certainly played into their hands and
have been such as they would have conducted through a provocation or
sleeper type asgent. To be frank, the undersigned feels ihat perhaps

SubJect is an over ambitiocus, mercenary, wrgalomaniac, who 1s not content

unless he iz stirring up things in which his nane will appear in prominence

and from which he can derive some benefit.
/gégéad M.
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