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by“'the_"‘: rovince '8 redominantiy Polish aristocracy,

In Alb ‘ta. one 0 the major centres of Ukrainian aettlement in-,i"'”

1panada, Peter Svarichstd!ted to espoueeftJe typically populist touchscones

of educati n, economic self-aid and political rEpresentation as the basis if

.,-' ¢

B )of a program for social development among'the provinCe 8 Ukrainianb

. JRCEN

When he attempted to implement certain parta of this program, however,-_;l'_.?'

b
.4," . ‘

Svarich encountered opposition from the province.s Liberal administration,'f'

B




Party of Canada with a disproportionately ngQ% amdﬁnt of euppg t during
the Depression yeare. In Alberta, thie*meant that Ukrain ans were the

sttongest supportere of .8 CP front organizatipn, the Farﬁers Unity

,I;

League.A In one reepect, this wae the ultimate consequence of neithet .lf”

having re-eetablished their pwh populigsatradition 1n~cﬁ y ;:_‘f?
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R success “in® the New World.

] C e o

Ukra1n1ans brought a well*developed}:"'

to Canadaw 'Ihey had & h:.story of pohtical thought:, fully-fledged e
',_pol;glgal(partlea whlch;had proven themaelves capable ef cultlvatlnguff ?L: .

\ +

m;th§?9533'§ l't'éé for polltxcal exptess;on under the Austrzan
i

:(:\ con‘titut;on = an. extens1ve trad1t1on of poln::.ca.!.uJc,'.oul:nallsm"“~
P . . ;' ‘ - ! . _~ ; 3
' f c1v1c 1nst tntions to addressitheir varlous sbczal_and materxal _79 s
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‘;:organizations dnring the years-1909 to 1935. Moreover,tsiﬁ" -
.-imajor efforts in this regard were by groups with a professéﬂ POPuliat R

"outlook, it is also the story of the efforts to develop a- populist

;'fNéverthefess, the history of a failure can be

C fairure., In the case of this work, it is attempts by Ukrainians tor

]

The following study concerns the various attempts‘made to

.;\\".-.

‘iw o e

‘making it easier gbr avowedly-revolutionary pro—Communist elements

to organize among'ﬁkrainians during the Depression Years,’-” '

-

Because it dqals generally with efforts which were not successful,

v
PN

this study is marked byfaFcertain amount of discontinuity.-';f;]yx

T . s “ .

fually interesting

or reVealing as a sncqess story. Iu addition to narratiye details,.

K4 . '-3- '.‘

»in_‘ ganizing'thEmselves which

provide an. underpinﬂing and narratiVe continuity. On the whole,;

' organize Ukrainian farmers'in Albertalinto represantative political . 3

an ot

.

WBre made and what faetors determined their relative sueCeSs or _5; e

el

-

;f'it is much‘needed because“this study has a. wide.scope, starting in ?";'~i; L



:;Fthrougﬁout the text, and the differentiati\\‘ygtween a Ukrainian rddgﬂn -

. v:iand a’ Canadian variety.iu

. \' ‘_.‘ ..

o

?

,’., -“

“;mobiligea“he rural lower'classea'around a program*@f economic

'l

jiaction'and political reform intended to improve its general lot in

(Y

.AQ§”society.A From this point of view, both the Ukrainian movement in

v

/

.rj'Galicia and the agr@;ian movement in Canada were legitimate “populist" L

‘”jmovements. H&wever, popultsm can also be understood .as a somewhat

,;fita conceptual iramework.%~ From this point of view, hpth movements e
’~”:common except for some”

,“.:jcharacteriatics were‘defined by the 3°°1etieg °“t °f WhiCh they

Lo anoses :Inrthis respect, the differences uetween the Ukrainian

‘were Still "populiat" ones, though they may haye had little in

v,

5'.,

L;raits.. &nrbover, since these

Ed
~ tw

;jiwere social as wéll a8 political movements, their Specific *fjiih'hl .

- Voo ' i,;

.1?nationa1 popiIist mevement with ita East European “nderpinnings'-"

"'its Nojth.American underginninga of Anglo—Protestant moral reform a'fffv?

‘-_H}ctearly evident. _f-?._ ’f;“.ﬂf'ff, T s f ;; A ff°},”

- '.""of 1i\bek-al nationalism, and the ﬂanadian agrarian mo&ement:, with

along tﬁe linea of the social gospel.fwere vast. Accordingly5 when

the two traditions met face to fhce, these differences became -

!

In the late nineteenth century, Ukrainian peaaants'in the

. iAuatrian provinces of Galicia and Bukovina faced a grim future.aa

K R

”Their already diamal aituation was steadfly deteriorating as the '

“In textbook termé, populism can be defined ;;[ o

R
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. subsistence level.- Mbreover, there Was 1itt1e hope of improving the

fi;, economic situation through increased agricultural pfoductivity or .,ujffg

.n.." s

indestrialization.t Thousands of peasants became dispossessed of their

1ands, and many died from starvation'or malnutrition. To add to |_ .-

. "?'.m

their general economic woes, Ukrainian peasants also had to contend

vs

with eallOus eXploitation by Galicia's predominantly Poliah nobility,:,..ﬁfﬂqff

which nsed its privileged economic and political pdsition to defend

its OWn veated interests. 1-Qe im-'f}:fh;”i‘ ; 5:{“ﬁf;sipf‘
| The Ukrainian intelligentsia-took.up the peasants cause and ‘
developed a’broadly-based national populist movement around ‘a: program
‘ of education: ecOnomic self-aid and political neform.f The mbvement
: soughtvﬁto'improve conditions among the Ukrainian peasantry and to

. L ‘ »
\

\\shallenge the Polish mondpoly of power in Galicia, goaLa which were

n linﬁéd hy the manner in which social stratification had left

Ukrainians on the very bottom rung of thi’province,s e#ondmic and : ...’
e political ladder.'g’By the First World War, the intelligents’ia cpuldn _

‘.'. , . N

"f,claim a partial sutcess in its efforts.‘ The Ukrainian movement had _-,\: "

Lo

e been able to improve the condition of the peasantry considerably

R and to effect a change in the province s balance of political ;‘5- e

’ . b 4

power.‘ Nevertheless; it had pot been dble to eliminaxe :he roo;

_ causes of povetty in Galicia. Meanwhile, many peasants had fouhd
- their own personal salvation in emigration to countries like Brazil

i’

Canada, and the United States. .u : ';”.,:;fﬁfp;#;;,i;ﬂif:7'

.,

Once they arrived in Canada, Ukrainian peasants did not diVeatf R

',-q' themselVes of their Old Country experienees.' In fact, theae becamei'h

e

guideposts to . the type of | a society many of them w0uld have liked

e A . ) . u

RS



to develop. The populist legacy of the Galician Ukrainian movement
: ? in particular provided a strong model for social organization.’i'”:‘ .

“n

i ‘é*f‘ll In Albertl, one of rhe major centres of Ukrainian Settﬁzmsnt

.'i,.

e

in Canada. Peter Svarich began to. espous:ithe typi;ally populist

:and politicdi represenﬂa-i‘
o tion as the basis of a prbgram for,,eveloping representative

institutionsiamong the province 's Ukrainians.{ Since he was not

,\ ',:.."
s

alone in his assessment about their needs, Svarich set: out aggressively -

-.L,-'- [ |

to seeure gains on each front., establishing a series of co-operative '

\A

LS

stores, pressing‘the prpvincial government to provide the necessary
legislation,'pesitions and institutions to: ensure an effective system
of English-Ukrainian bilingual education in the public schools'

and urging Ukrainians in the province to enter the political arena

and elect their "0wn" legislators Who could represent their interests '

kY e

specifically.‘

K : - T

Svarich quickly ran into oppositi n, from the province s Liberal

_ administration which did not wish to give in to- the Ukrainian demands,

- .‘

particularly in the field of education. When finally pressed by
the continued Ukrainian efforts, the Libersls revealed their true

‘.colours and emerged strongly against the Ukrainians political and

-

educational aspirations. They were aided in their efforts by a. group
of Russophiles whose interests did not coincide with those of the

general Ukrainian populace. The Ukrainian initiatives were soundly
;-routed : and Svarich was personally disgraced. In turn, the entire
idea of populism a10ng Dld World lines, although not eliminated com~ i
pletely, suffered a severe setback \Z?,-Ln' . s,lf e _'ﬂg. f.‘

:.-




K

7~;,_‘initiative quickly floundered. The remaining ties between the ’ﬁvp.

E s an autonomous "Ukrainian Section" of the UFA in 1923 but.this N

Ironically, this had occurred at'theﬁsame time that populism

‘\\

?was spreading among Canadian farmers in genetal Mbreover, Ukrainiansvf :

\.

T;displayed a considerable sympathy for the Canadian agrarian moVement bifff””i“

”h«as iibdkveloped. This raised the intriguin\_ﬁ;fstion,ofihaw Ukraihians,

:S’a';whose own populist tradition had not developed fﬁlﬁy‘in the New Worid

. “i .
. would reconcile themselves with a North American brand of populism.:.]- .

.

'\.

'In Alberta this was a particularly pressing issue,.for_thé represent-lf
ative agrarian organization, the United Farmers of Alberta (UFA) had

rX

decided to enter the electoral arena ‘at; the end of‘the 8hcade and

had actively solicited Ukrainian participation in theﬂqovement. .
a& S .
:, Ukrainian support for the UFA never came even closePtuﬂmealizing

its tremendous potential. The major reason, simply stated was ;’,

v e

that Ukrainians found it difficult to reconcile themselves qith them o

strongly English Protestant, and assimilationist philosophy of;the .

Y

S @
UFA. They did try to come to terms with the organization by Eormin

Ukrainians and the UFA were:dictated by convenience. This was par—

' ticularly true in the realm of electoral politica, where Ukrainians“r;

«% ould realistically expect to nominate onegof their OWn kind under
the UFA banner .8ooner. than they cou d under that of the traditionalv

/arties (more importantly, to have him elected),.and the UFA conld

rainian ﬁarmers e especially iff

it ran a Ukrainian candidate. In almost every other respect (ex—

expect fairly solid support frqm [

N

\cluding co-operative ventures),. he UFA was virtually moribund in thew'

Ukrainian bloc district. '

/



o .

SUORE The superficial integration of Ukrainians into the UFA had f

¢

b':f",little conseQuence wﬁ!le times weré still gOOd—‘ However, the outbreak

Tof the Depression revealed this to be a- significant fact.‘ Ukrainians,

'1\genera11y regarding the UFA as a status guo body from.which they had by |
lfand large been excluded, tended to turn to alternative means of expres-'
}sing their discontent nith the existing state of affairs.: In particular,
'bthe pro-Communist Ukrainian Fabour Temple Association (ULFTA) gﬁthered

: a great deal of support in th Ukrainian bloc district during these B

T years, despite the fact that it had been.ostracized by the mainstream

"Ukrainian community for its support of the Soviet Union. o
. e ,-:,’ N @ .

The ULFTA was used by the‘Communist Party of Canada as a. spring—--

“board to. establish a radical alternative to the UFA - the Farmersl*

[ - - ‘\.

‘ ]Unity League (FUL) b--in the bloc district during the early years of ;

e

g
- the Depression.. From there, it was to expand into other parts of the

) - -

- ,provinCe.- This, however, failed to occur, giving Ukrainians a very

-

}:high profile in the FUL and a reputation for being prone to radicalism.-p‘
| Many Ukrainians responded with vitriolic denunciations of the Communists‘
Afamong them, although this did not.address the major question as to why
. the ULFTA had been able to gather considerable support for the FUL

LA few Ukrainians, led by Toma Tomashevsky, attempted to revive earlier
fefforts to establish representative_agrarian organizatious among |
.‘?Ukrainiaas in order to counter the growing Communist activities.,

" These eforts net with ‘some success, but not enough to erode the f7~ .
h:Communists\\baiebof_operations. The situation in the bloc district
finally ended in a deadlock ss each party had established its own

?! csdre of’supporters by about 1933. The rest of the Depression years )

became 1s¥gely a series of highly-charged mee ings and counter-meetings‘






This "definit:lon is adapted frd
Dict:iona-ry of»Political Analyais (LOnd

S 2’I‘his app.romch is used in J B Allco.ck-, ‘"Populism. A Brief :
.Bibliography-'f; Soéiology :5 (September 1971)% 371—387 “and E. Gel ner,'
A edy, ~P{>pu,lism.,_'.1ts Meaning and . National Characteristics (London. L
Lk 'Weiden&]:‘d and Nicholéon, 1969). R ‘

'l'hi-oughout this t'hesis, J:he siuation amon& Ukrainians 1n

. Galicia is. ’éferred ‘to’ apecifically. However,- it can be: ‘understood -

" . that generally the game eécopomic, political;- and’ social conditions

" were prevalent “among Ukrginians in Bukovina. Two notable- excepti‘ons L
to.sthis rule are the: fact: that’ Bukovinian Ukrainians were- usually .. -~ ...
Grthodox, not’ Cathblic, and the fact that the Rumanians, not the L

K «Poles .Were the ﬂominant nationality in Bukovina. L o

s \
T

s o N



The Populist Legacy of the
Galician Ukrainian Mbvement

B

For the Ukrainian peasants of Gslicia life held'avnumber of o

\‘rutal truths ever—increasing poverty caused by a rapidly—growing o

. population and shrinking land.holdings, and callous exploitation by the

o province 8 predominantly Polish nobility This situation became partic— ',‘ |

weo -

i ularly severe during the latter half of the nineteenth century when

| Galicia had neither industrialized nor improved her agricultural prod- '
(uctivity at a- time of rapidl@—changing market conditions leading to a‘
prolodged economic depression As a result, most peasants found that

) they could no 1onger maintain themselves even at a subsistence level

and became increasingly receptive to taking drastic measures in order

s . s B

t0'dea1 with their desperate situation.d'_
It was at this time that a populist "Ukrainian movement" led by
f the intelligentsia‘ emerged around a program of education,’economic |
:.self-aid and political}reform.: The movement had two fundamental aims“'
to improve the materiai lot of Ukrainian peasants and to’ challenge the
Polish monopoly of power in the province. ‘In the eyes of ‘the intelli-

gentsia these two currents were linked by tha manner in which social

stratification in Galicia had left Ukrainians on the very bottom rung

'?'; -

‘ of the province s economic and political hierarchy. Any attempt to
: improve conditions among the Ukrainian peasantry required an assault B

; on Polish political hegemony, because the vested interests represented

by the latter required a maintenanc of the status guo‘and were set '

squarely against any substantial ch ges in the province. Any movement

-



S possible 1n the foreseeable,future._ Nor had the movement been able to

:woes .although it had

_g.been able to ameliorate som; Fol 1ts conditions.' Meanwhile, many peas-'

'.a‘,

S ants had found a solutidn qp their problems in emigration to such
.- RIS “

e

hh_Jcountries as Brazil the United States, and Canada.

In 1eaving the Old Country the emigrants di' not cut themselves
’ off completely fsom the aims and methods,of the Uk ‘inian movement

' They simply brought it with themselves;to the New World as part of

their} ceitgggl baggage,“ a political_tradition which reflected the

,944””“§7 Iegacy of Galicia ..’-.' o v-r.~,flt“ ¢

-

R : 2 ;
. ~fl‘*owed the Habsbung Empire to annex 8 territory Bituated on its ?t_. 5

'northeastern border between 19 and 26 15 e&st 1ongitude and 47945

'and’50*48 north 1atitude, It was chtistened Galicia, the Eetinized




"'in its western portion'and 250 km. wide in it <eastern part, A vast

approximately 450 km long,(eaSt-west) and 80 km wide (north—south)

Y

'87f}ﬂwas by far Austria 8 largest province with a total area of 78 497

Powt e \.;, VY e

‘;fsquare kilometres, and‘its population formed about one—quarter of the

tf\.:;empire s total 1 ”Galicia remained an integral part of the empire until

‘_the dissolution of Austria-Hungary in 1918.[ It then fell into the orbit

‘ 'Aof the inter-war Polish state. After the Second World War it was

_Republic and the Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic. This is. wher”

T I g
K . R ,‘, . F— - . . : AP

3

__divided almost evenly along ethnic lines between the Polish People s

it remains today.,;

Its physical dimensions, the size of its population, and the

' “‘fertility of its arable lands WOuld suggest that Galicia should have

A been one-. of the more prosperous parts of the‘Habsburg realm., Yet this

-,

' was haraIy the case, for despite its natural endowment and its
vconsiderable population,vGalicia was stuck in the quagmire of poverty.
‘tﬂj This study focusses on the situation at the turn of the twentieth

century. R ‘_*"»l.‘ , ,fj '%* - ‘_'-:_,_ J.-'hff',,j ;uv”.f-

" A-A'.
R

In: Gslicia over 75 per cent of the'population made their 1iving f-

~

'lfby agriculture, and over 70 per cent of the land area was devoted to

R of wheat per capita in comparison to 130 fcr Russia, 190 for England,.

P

”ﬂagricultural production. Yet Galician agriculture was so notoriously

inefficient that the province was often,forced to import grainr

: Between 1896 and l905,,the Galician population produced 48 kilograms

4

e -

:%:and 240 for France.g The reason was twg—fold. the province 8.

'?langer agricultural enterprises were labour—intensive and poorly te

vy

N



- :managed while its smaller ones were usually too small to sustain a

peasant family at even a subsistence level Galicia had a surplus jﬁ-

N

‘"-“population nelative to its immediate agricultural productivity. .héf_f_
. ‘ -

Hjas result, the vast majority of the population was extremely poor.

o’ find alternate occupations or to generate supplemental

iqdomes} But it was virtually non-existent. Only 5 to 7 per -

' _l cent of the province 8 population was engaged in industrial uorkA ‘;

o

izat tha; time compared with 36.7 per cent of ‘the Austrian population '

‘;;-as a whole What 1itt1e industry did exist wasjaihﬂge4ﬁ{an extrac-

tive nature ri salt-mining lumbering, oil-production, textiles,‘

"7ibreweries, mills, and alcohol productiou. Generally theee were

small-scale enterprises, over 80 per cent of which employed fewer

A

i Industry might have alleviated thia problem by helping peasant

. than 20 workers.3 Not surprisingly, the main’ cities in Galicia,:f,:d'

L L viv and CracoW‘ reflected the effects of these figures by their-rd

”

~Jown lack of growth.- At a time when many,cities in Europe were: trans-

e

forming themselves,into major industrial centres, L viv and.Cracow .ﬁ

remained provincial centres for administration, commerce and smallh_ o

1

' scale artisan production.

PR }
-

aMuch of the‘blame fOr'~v‘ the wide-spread poverty resulting
S : A

. was -a major causecof/Galicia '8 severe economic proilems‘ In‘order
to retain its privileged status i? an agriculturall -based rdling

nclass, the.gentry required a 1arge pool of cheap la;%urers to work

e . A 4 \ R
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) producgh could not compete against goods mandﬁan'ured in the more 3:

:Galicia in the late.1850s uhdercut‘many regi

~".fﬂ;lf:tries which would employ the surplus labourlused in agriculﬁural"i?

-lwoAk However, this situation cOuld nOt withstand the incuxsiéns

;o et

‘1:hof expanding market economies._ The coming of the railroad into

- S

:Eﬁﬁrtisans Whose

o,

'? industrialized portions of the empire. Likewiseih_f“,h

o nomic depression 4n Galioia.d

B oS y X X ..

VT\Twel T

3

seas grain ptpdﬁters which used capital-intensive means of productioq N

NPl =

T

'undercut the relative pesition pf Galician landowners ‘on the European B o

\. . ! o [

-;grain market. These factorsralso contributed fo"é prolonged eco-

& ple T e
. . N N " .

~}
The gentry exacerbated the ecqnomic situation,by its callous

-

exploitation of the peasantry,-using its political privileges and

a

;i;superior economic position to the fullest.- Several examples lof
lits aetions should establish this fact. With the abolition of serf- :
“fﬁdom-in 1848 peasants were given clear title to lsnds Which they

ﬁk;h_d previously USed .as tenants and were freed from the system df '.m

ganshchzna, a2 corvee-like duty~which required peasants to perform

e

'Infreturn,

N -

eertain non—remunerative tasks ‘on’ the lords estates.'

Yonly the peasa ry.

,r" L

From 1858 to 1898 121 million gulden were




S

erous forests and psetures hichnhsd previouely been considéred
| ‘5

-

' and used as cbmmon lands. In- return for allowing peasants to use

these lands,_they now demanded a payment 1n cash or 1n kind 5

The lords' real strength however, lay in their lanaholdings,A',ﬁ-

'f‘-

which they used to the fullest extent.: Immediately after the eman—; D

- - v, >ha

cipation prociamation in 1848, peasants had been very reluctant to .f

’ VZ‘WOrk on the lords estates; ..... even for gslatively good>hﬁg“'

>

the eOurse of several decades, the popuxatton had increased rapidly

‘A; and the ameunt of land held by;each peasant family had shruuk pro- :
o hd .
portionately.. In otdeY to aurvive, peasants now deaperately required

- .....

supplemenxsrx_ineomes. Many sought employment on: xhe mshors. In‘;f.

- ~

- 0 . ‘.‘('
turn,othis expansiou in the sizeyof the labour force encouraged the ﬁ;‘

- ‘4r‘ *

lords to hine hungry~pedsants to work their lands for wagesjmuch

-

lower than they had been previously.v Bscked into aﬁcorher .pessants

’ seemed to h&ve no ch;tee but‘to dteept these nnfavourable terms

3 ., 1*

Msny did however;'migrate in search of jobs elsewhere (espec#ally

sfter "890), particularly to Prussia and the ﬁaited Staﬁes These ;;'

peasant labourers often acaumulsted a significant amount ofsavings--

with‘wﬁich they intendedato.purchase more lsnds when they returned
to Galieia., Nobles took full advantage of the possibilities this .

situaticn offered by dividing portions of their estates 1n a pro—'

) S




FRC I

'-cultivate them.?qf‘ 1lm*““” - h:

. - : o . e

In contréit to the lords, who could be said to he holding their

~.

) 4, T
' 'own despite the unfavourable economic circumstances the peaSants of

Er | -
cL e N ~,
. ‘

- : - Lo
.y . .

'-'Galicia ‘were finding themselves in an increasingly desperate sitQp--

- 'tion This could bé\directly attributed to population growth for ‘ Qz=’

v

Iias the number of agriculturalists expanded, peasant land holdings_

“were being sub divided into ever—shrinking parcels which increasingly ‘ ﬂif;i

a

were unable to sustain ,the small landowners. The figures cited by

<
AN

;fﬁ~"Ivan Franko, a. renowned writer and publicist of the period in A

. N
DA A Lo

”classic study of land anership.are very revealing 7 Franko tabulat- .

¢
~

‘yed official statistics to show that from 1819'to 1859 to 1876 the

.number of small land holdings in Galicia had 1ncreased at a ratio of o ;

-~ /

,-100 15% £\§ while their size had shrunk from 100 67 37 In human

N v,.
Coon . T .

_terms, 5 these figﬁres meant absolute ruin for~thou§ands of peésant-;”e'

- . ; ‘
-

‘a' As long as Galicia 's population cohtinued .to_ grow, so did thé

» - : . [
; w e e A

. extent of the'. tragedies, and the population did grow, from 4 6 : --f'~ J
:miilion in 1857 5. z. million “in. 1869, nearly 6.0 million dn .
' 1880 6 6 million in 1890 to. 7 3 milli o in’ 1900 , The 104:- 'o.'f"' |
the average Galician peasant grew steadily worse.; It was estimated , _

aéthat a ﬁlnimum of 5 hectares was needed to brovide a bare subsistence'-;;g'

H3

A

living_for a peasant family of five people., Over 80 per cent of all -io“l:z'f'

;agricultural enterprises in Galicia were either just‘approaching or

; ‘below this level Peasants tried coping wfth the situatibn as wéllf"a R d&:

Q—n-.:*:‘.\;'-‘

. _\_A‘_"_ L 4 '..-","“
‘as they nould, butathese—efﬁorts often amounted to. little ‘more. than F—*-:‘
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Those who managed to hold onto thelr meagre ploé% faced bleak .\; .

s

"prospects. In many cases 1t seemed only a matter of tiﬁe before fam-

- )

.11y plots would become so small thst further sub—d1v1slon would be fu—f.:"”

7_g}1e, More0ver an 1ncrease 1n thelr product1v1ty»was un11ke1y for

'fseveral reasons. Farms were worked w1th such rud1mentary 1mplements

-
P

'.as wooden plows. -Machlnery of any klnd was almost nonrexlstent‘ Untll
":\after the turn of the century the three—f1e1d system»was used because
R
the 1dea pf crop rotatlon was v1rtually unkndwn.- The soil was sorely

R -
- v

depleted ef nutrlents after centurles of almost constant use. Land

»

holdings were usually not 1n ‘a slngle bloc,. but in smalf p;eces spread

out 1n the V1c1n1ty of a vlllage, makzng effegxlve faréxng even more I

unllkely.q0 Flnally, the very hunger from whlch most Ga11c1an peasants

v’

W1shed to .escape srmply perpetuated thelr condltlon because thexr"'a T

_-own malndurlshment made it even more d1ff1cu1t for them to produce -.\.;

enough to feed themselves and the1r‘fam111es., One nlneteenth cen-"xi . fuff»ﬂ—

tury publlclst noted that "the Ga11c1an works poorly (1 e.,. produces L

-

poorly) because he eats poorly (1 e ; consumes xnsuff1n1ent1y) and he

. R D
- . .

cannot feed hlmself better because he works (1 e., produces) too

11t:1e_"‘u T ,' [ o l Sol
For most peasants 1n Ga11c1a, the economrc 51tuat10n was truly

desperate, and there seemed no way for them to flnd Justloe in thelr

L

Lo

:ummdmm %hmmnmtMgmueranmmuManmawwmwaﬁjam*
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because of an electoral system structuredwto»serVe 1ts—1ntereses 1n~. “;W.WQ--T,?

B I

e 0 R Y é»é-w'-‘

the provrnc;al leglslature (Diet) and the 1mper1a1 parllameat T R IR TP

(Relchsrg ), and because‘the.zmperlal author1t1es«had tacrtly ‘

.\ . . N .
- - h g - - * * . - N PUNRET Y - - - 3 . P . . EEETR IR R
v e ey Ve B P - . s e e A L A B B ST I PR s R ;
e e . A ;e . . B R . S . g



. consented not to challenge 1ts rule.lzIn addrtlon, the Jud1c1ary tended

~

' overwhe1m1ngly to favour the npb111ty over the peasantry Thls is,
Lllustrated dramat1ca11y by the fact that by 1881 1n over 32 000

cases 1nvolv1ng land clalms to the once-common forests and pastures,
peasants Were successfnl in. only 2 DOO 13 L j’ﬂ' L - f . .‘

Such brutaL condltlons affected the Ga11c1an peasant; provrdlng T ‘Hff:f.

a basls for hls proverb1a1 "weakness of character. Susplclon,‘envy,.

fatallsm, deference to.authorlty and superst1c1on all were the natural*

by—products of a v1ew that fate had allowed h1m only so much *-\1f he

o were to be cautlous and offend no terrestr1al or extraterrestr1al

el

_ power Moreover, the worsenlng economlc eondltlons were hav1ng a

. marked demora1121ng effect on - the peasantry, perhaps best 111ustrated

by a c0ncom1tant 1ncrease in alcohollsm durlng the last half of the |

- ) RV
T nlneteenth century 14. Yet the peasantry was not bllnd to the source

N w _
Of"it$;PYOblem8;i it 81mply saw no way of- f1ght1ng back e e
S . e S
- II . : . ' ‘. ,. . . . .

."‘ . e . N T L PO |

The sltuatlon in Gal1c1a was compllcated not only by the -

presence of three maJor ethnlc groups but also by the extent: to
whlch soc1a1 strat1f1cat1on had. rernforced ethnlc d1v1s1ons. The

ndblllty and the larger land owners were~Poles pr Polonlzed Ukra1n—

.1ans" Jews tended to domlnate the small mlddle class of merchants,

. ._‘,-..u..-u

L . -~

bnslnessmen, and 1nn'keepers, .and Ukraxnlans were overwhelmxngly
et n " - P N I ’ "-.
peasants.' Such an absolute.and unnatural dxg;sron caused cons1d-'

te

'etween the groups, partzcularly amoi-

erably stra1ned relatlons

,v.-',v ‘.

~+ Poles =asd°Ukram_i: . =
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: about 12 per cent of the populatlon 1n each part of the prov1nce

AN

}:p nearly equal port1ons of . the populat1on - 42 per cent. (1n 1900).

-~ ~ .

Jews formed about‘lZ per Cent of the populatlon, and the remaxnlng

4 per cent con31sted of Germans and Armenlans. The Poles formed

k] . . ]

i”g nearly 90 per cent- of the populatlon 1n Western Ga11c1a (about

ﬁ;“ the populat1on 1n Eastern Ga11c1a (the remaxnrng two-thlrds), the -

Ukra1nxans were found almost excluslvely ln'Eastern Ga11c1a“ where

they formed about 62 per cent of the populatlon' and the Jews formed~

(Vlth a sllghtly greater concentratlon in the eastern parc) 15 B

%

The polltlcal domlnance of the Poles was assured‘ by the soc1a1

"'adVantages derlved frOm formlng the ‘two- most 1nfluent1a1 sectors of

N "
Gallczan soc1ety' the noblllty and the upper bourgeoxslef- It was-

true that the maJorlty of Poles were agrlculturallsts (77 per cent)

:but thls portlon was not nearly as great as that portlon of the
Ukralnlan pOpulatlon whlch was peasant (95 per cent) 6 Moreover, h
: the imperlal government had turned over nearly complete control of

l!llcla to the POllSh noblbmty durlng the 1867 1868 reorganlzatlon'

Y

of the Emplre., Thls state of affalrs had d1re consequences for .

.

J'{ one—thxrd of. the prov1nce s terrltory) and about 23 per cent of ;ﬁj. L

"'Ukralnlans, for they had.almost no. political power, fewer (usually i\_?

e larger:populat1on.'

.1nadequate) educatlonal instltutlons, 'and fewer charltable resources.

'-Accord1ngly, Eastern Ga11c1a recexved a much smaller share of

». state beneflts than the predomlnantly Pollsh western part of the

‘.

;prov1nce o= desp1te the former 8 greater slze and considerably



The severity of the Ukrainians plight is illustrated well by a,
.Study of Galician mo: tality rates conducted by V Okhrymovych in L

1892.~.7 Using.figures from the first two volumes of the Robznikow

. 'Statystyki Galicyi dEalician Statistical Yearbook) which were published

in 1887 and 1888 Okhrymovych established that the mortality rate

'h among - Ukrainians in Galicia was significantly higher thaz}that of :
| : Ehﬁir Polish counterparts Furthermore, the basis for this d}fference e
‘could be correlated with markedly 1ess favourable economic conditions

among Ukrainians~v First ‘he showed that mortality rates were :ng .
~'sign'ificantly greater in the eastern portions of Galicia. Then he i,i
Anoted that mortality rates were significantly higher among Ukrainians,t:
than Poles (using religious affiliation as a basis for this differen-“>
tiation)  He: then collated these factors ‘to show that the ten districts .
i.of Galicia with the greatest numher .of Ukrainians had a significantly )
higher mortality rate than those ten districts with the greatest S
proportion of.foles The ratios were 36 4 per 1, 000 compared to
29. 9 per 1 000.' In’ individual districts with a wholly— Ukrainian
Apopulation, the” mortality rateJcould e%ceed 44 per 1 OOD Such L
iﬁ.figures were théen correlated with a’ whole set of-unfavourable economic.
:ucircumstances 'a.large proportion'of landed gentry, small peasant -
f 1and holdings, few pasture lands little cattle, high illiteraqy, few
-commercial centres, and so forth. In effect Okhrymovych showed

that Polish economic and political dominance had produced conditionsd“
| .which were literally killing the Ukrainian peasantry.l i

“Lf The situation between these two peoples was c0mplicated furtherlj’
by historic and political circumstances. It was by no. means a simple!~

\

case of oppressor versus the Oppressed. In fact,fit is essential



Eg_keep in mind the~differing natures of Bolish and Ukrainian society, o

’.(o .' "-~“

The Poles were the heirs of tﬁe legacy of a gfeht Polish state Q”*"'

nwhic had been partitioned in the late eighteenth century between 'f“

L Austr_a, Russia, and Prussia. In Galicia the Austrian portion of

l;;lands under Russian and Prussian e0ntrnl The Hapsburg,Empire,,w.-~d

N

‘_the traditional Polish homeland ' the Poles had managed to accomodate B

x“¥themse1ves'and their aspirations much-better than in the Polish ':15-'~;';

T E by principle, was a’multi-national state, and/the Poles had managed

"t(after the Germans and the Hungarians) : Since the.

cqntrol over the province of Galicia had been virtually complete,

_to make themselves one of the dominant nationalties in’ the empire SRR

.-\,...

_____ | % 55 et -

R a

) and’ they had had continued “representati‘onvih the*kns‘triarr govertti-' v ';' fweie er

LI T TP

a.'..». Lt

,.Lment at the ministerial level ;ﬁnder‘theseirelatipéx .favourabie~!.7§‘ SO

”circumstances, Galicia providedha basis'forfPolish aspirations

......

:»:of a future, restored fully-independent Poland

‘at the expensa of the Roles virtual monopoly. From the Polish

However, the numerous Ukrainians in Galicia represented a sub— )

f"stantial threat to what Poles perceived to be ‘their national

- ©

'interests. The reasOn should be self—evident‘ Ukrainians had

oo,

a disproportionately small share~of the power and opportunity

ioffered by Galician public life relative to their numbers, and

-any increase in their share of power in the province would be clearly

-~

.

perspective, there was nd eaay "solution" to this "problem o

“ - .

»It was. obviously Unrealistic to attempt the outright assimilation

- of the Ukrainians, and it was impossible to deny their existence\



-

]

respect to Ukrainians, accordingly, aimed aR what was possible in

BT S URE W e GAA A Gl s s

: as a“separate people because they had been legally recognized as o ‘u

o one of the empire s nationalities in 1848 The Polish position,with~»"\ﬂf'

RR

terms of the existing social and political situatioaf keeping '4:, v

- the Ukrainians permanently in a sociall;, economically, politically,

- and culturally~8ubqrdinate pOSition from which they could not threaten .

.

e <=0

o the’ clergy assumed a quasi~aristocratic position.- The clergy was vv

f clergy in particular had played a crucial role in promoting a

the Polish ruling class. 5'ah_'_}y;~~4?<§i' S o £ 7".

The ““ncafed S°<=ial develovment of Ukrainians made 1t very

e

difficult for them to challenge the Poles.. In the mid—nineteenth ;

3

century they scarcely'had the human resources needed to. make a case

for their existence as a people, let alone to fight for their group
rights.;s The Polish saying, "There is no_ thenia (Ukraine) there
‘are just priests and peasants, could clai a certain credibiiity.c
uf:i' The bulwark bf Ukrainian consciousne;s in Galicia was, in Lact,u

i e o e ria Pyg oo "

S -

“u

"P°lish couagerparts on the basis of their adherence to an Easternr‘f'”

e

.-

LR O . -,,vv,. LTI ARt

'j*the peaaahts, who tended to differentiate themselVEs frum'their

rite church and the Greek (i e., Ukrainian) Catholic clergy,: Theﬁaf”"“ S

..

distinctive consciousness among Ukrainians. In the absence of a'
Ukrainian aristocrapy or bourgeoisie - the latter CIasses having

by and large been Polonized over several centuries of Polish rule" -—.'

by far the most influential force in Galician Ukrainian society, bothl

in direct terms, i e., where -a priest would "guide" his parishioners -

*
in a proper manner ;-and indirect terms, i e., by giving what few

. . N -
_non-peasant secular forces there were.among Galician Ukrainians L

»

(particularly lawyers and teachers) a strongly clerical bent to their<:

: ’ IR T N




‘:.‘;_own position iu society had been assured by privileges granted o ”

'5" it by the Hapdburg. realm and its control over itS‘"flocks" was very ’
'Zilgchanged phenomenally. In the broadest terms this can be attri-
"j_gwhich would be seeking to redress the imbalance of power among ?f;"'

. ""' the*ethnic groups o£ Poland would:igso facto'have te reptesent thé %:”"ruf*"

'i-curcents set these 1atent forces into.motion-- a Ukrainian national"

T"fipower held by them as a. legitimate*grievance. Several specificfﬂ?iw

i

T a. .o, P
,".."'.‘ o E A

) .-I .o
1 r

4Amode,of,thoughtl"'But'bther"thf' the peasantry, the clergy, and a fewr

“sécular'represéntatives,; the Ukrainians had no forces they could

.‘muster together to try and.force a change in their lot. Moreover,,~

“the clergy was not sure that the situation required adjusting. Its

'\

i e [PRP.

" strong, from its perspective, everything was fine.%?"fi'

»

' *Between 1860 and 1914 the situation among Galician Ukrainians -

..:buted to the potentially explosive situation caused by the close j~,”i" "5

i.alignment of the national and social questions any movement f",j_f

,,,.t,‘_ Tt

[ "'.‘,r »»‘.,_._\‘u',_x,

P
‘. w'.. i »

",to address the question of the disproportionately small share of

frevival influenced strongly by a,similar movement in‘Russia, the ‘

.growth of a vibrant secularly-minded‘intelligentsia'.’and the

“

B

iemergence of movements - initially conservative and clerically—led

but becoming increasingly radical aﬂa secnlar in nature - dedicated ~;=“”

.-.---q N
Py

..to improving the lot of the peasantry Within-a halfwcentury, v:h—es'e'.;"~ e

-

for¢es which constituted the . so-called "Ukrainian movement" (Ukraiins kyi.""

narodnyi rukh) fundamentally altered the natune of Galician Ukrainian

life. In the words of one. observer, _a tremendous change took place,»

o,

"in the place of a depressed peassnt mass arose a politically-con-

scious peasant nation w2l L 'f e ‘i'i-“:

1itrue interests of the mass of Ukrainians and conversely,’any -7*:5'~7§'>’

'.;“mouement«to improve the lot of the msss of Ukrainians WOuld have-ijy:fff”“i:'

¥
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ufv_half of the nineteenth ce//nry as. Ukrainians attempted to correct the

”‘perceived hortcomings of their situation in both economic and ’”

A“-Q,L; political erms._ It was not COnceived or developed by any single

C~..: R

party-or grbup, though two outstandingffeatures characterized it.-

B S
A i -
. ..._ A - ..

"~uFirst the-movement although led by a secular intelligentsia, was

,-—A.« ~u,

A N - o

based mainly upon the‘peasantry Second it pursued a very practical* s

-.‘
.“.'. -

program cenired on educatiqn, mutual aid and political reform.; Its
);im was to give the peasantry a means by which it cbuld improve its

'5f own . lot.- Simultaneously, the muvement tried to produce pelitical

changes which would improve thetclimate—in which~peasant self-sﬁffioiency

o - ‘-f,"'""

a,'..* i

g could be achieVed.. In short,,it was a populist movement if one “',;~n.'

accepts the definition qf populiém as a broadly—based movement which

e o'-"‘-- Vo '.‘&

: Thefﬁkrainia} movement emerged in.Galicia during the latter v;ff'ﬁ“ o

\'~.‘ ¢

e ™

R

. . - A, Y.
R e e : s 5

e

T moBiIizes the\rural lower classes around a program.of economic action RN
s and political reform intended to improve its general 1ot 1in society..

The nature of social stratification in’ Galicia had combined with the

peasant character of most Ukrainians to converge into a determined

political quest for social and national emancipation. This inextricable -

fusion of ideas is reflected well by the standard phrase used to

2. : D
B e, w Lk

translates as both a "natinnal" and a’"people s"

.

movement. Do

ov ."‘

2f; and political awakening‘on the part of Ukrainians in Galicia._ At the T

-

beginning of the nineteenth century, Ukrainians had no clear ,;

L conceptton of who they were.. Consequently, the*poSsibiIity_ofdany

-

L he L . . " . . .l“

22M‘f. -

designate the Ukrainian movement narodnyi rukh'ﬂ which,licerally “sz T

CRPO
Rt

. ;"Tfélji' The gruwth~af a full-fledged movement.was preceded by an fntellectuali;ir.

=



calie i : . Lo

broadly-based‘pceion on their part was unlikely until they had
dei\Ioped ‘a collectIVe conseiousness of themselves. They thought

' of themselves as Ruthenians, descendants of the anoient Rus'ian 5;?'1"-“

peopl who had formed a great state centred on thé city ef Kiev in _fp

. the eleventh century Simultaneously, they mightvbe Galicians, .Mqtif'ff‘”;?

] e

;;awp&whﬁm,MMM,Mﬂm,mdm&gm,umﬁmg&tmnif“

geagraphical derivation. In either case,'they attributed no specific ;';ffﬁa'

R .
b N . . -
. . o e
- ™

ol value to the:fr ethnic’ di‘stinctivéness" their..adhe;‘ence \‘1%' the -

e v T .

Greek Catholic Church actuallY’was»cqpsidered to*be of greatet 1J:- “'ﬂ;n s

importance. Nor did they (excluding some better educated individ—

al -

f:uals) identify themselves with the millions of their countrymen ﬁ:

. -
N _. . ,"’._v.“_”_’,, A Ty
PR wl | ‘ . ¢ Tk AT e

Wl »under Russian rule, who they considered "ﬂkrainians" _Hot: "Rnthenians"

The first signs of an emerging national cOnsciousness among

Galieia&-Ukrainians oecur;ed during the 1830s and 184Qs._ During t:he..,'~

R

. 1830s, ‘some’ romantically-inspired Greek Catholic theology students

»
'

became tnterested in the folk culture of the peasantry, and decided

)

to publish a volume of folk poetry and original verse.. After

- P

’

considerable diffiqulty with censorship, they published ‘a slim volume L

L e el

"called Russlka Dnistrova (The.Nymph of the Dneister) in 1837 ‘ .
‘,__“ur,. "“. f:-._.i_,;r ,..,..—r ~"‘"""'

e caused ‘a great controwersy because it used Ukrainian vernacular language

in print.ﬂ Ecelesiastical authorities denounced it as undignified and vn«f%
‘“".o?_ R .‘ LoD e

possibly subversiveg they managed to have»genetal distibution of the ;;33{«}7

e » - - - -

vork delayed until 1848 Such notoriety did not stop the young

- ~.' .v.:

V‘»r»’ie‘

2 ‘seminarians.‘ They pursued the{r interest in the language“and folklore
v e o‘f their Peop16, estainshed contacts with scholars .who had a DA

. similar interest in their fellow countrymen across the border fn

- < -
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: Russia, and folléwed the achievementa of the emerging Czech national

) -

movement with great interest. More'importantly, they infected L ;ff5".
otﬁers with their égthusiasm.. By the mid-lBAOs a definite current

of “national" thdught had established itself among clericai circles .

> -« =
JOR R

in Galicia.; Aaﬂa'result in‘the wake of the. 1848 reVQlution, ‘_

",-\.'J— - AT

- -

}vj Nukrainians, led'by tﬁe Greek Cathdlic'clergy, formed a Central

Ruthenian COUncil (Holovna Rus'ka Rada) and petitioned the emperor

W . PN

for a recognition of their nationality and a guarantee of equal

' .

rights with the Poles of-Galicia.

. = i

0f‘bk_ Thbugh‘the~ﬁouncil :8: petttion did not naise auy»socialfor« ~;A};r”f;‘;“;

economic questions, it was still a very significant document "This

LIRS

N was the first time that Galician Ukrainians had aﬁterted their J

/ . " . O
distinctiveness as a people.' However,.the initiative started by the

'-' Council floundered during the 18505 as. overt political action moved

o

S es

. n

especiaily evident LY their mw:lfx-hel’alded °131“’ to be devemping

;‘,‘.’..‘. i- S v

to the background whilekarainians faced the problem of further'

T redefining their quest for identity. If they were a distinct entity .
(ibe., different from.the,quegl,bthen how werevthey so? *Durgﬁg,the :5;;

next. two-decades, two main curtents of thought emergedtin reéponSe{f" R

’.

P

The first current emerged during the 18503, maintaining that , R
Ve ) 4: _:. .n“: -..:;‘,-’.
theaUkrainlanstweré‘a part o? the Ruasian people. TﬁIs waa the Y

o B
% S - h_. e e, . HRA

_-..t,h,.

i ~called'Russophilélmovement, A cdnservative, clergy-led, anti-Polish

trend which wished to differentiate Ukrainians by emphasizinz their

RIS ‘w -.,.\, R . R
.- T s e s

“connections with.the Eastern Slavic world in general and to endow ;,;;e_fff

"‘” them immediately with-what wae regarded -as a great and genteel cultural

heritage.‘ Ihe deep contradictions inherent in their movement wete f,

L
sl - N sl
.~ L . N P

. . - . . . - . .



a new Russian literary language when in: fact they were using an L

..,,».

- unlikely, 1rregular~mixture of Ukrainian. OlglChurch.Slavonic, and . 35?’
' Russian (commonly referred to as iaz chiie bY'their OPPonents) for _:jf”;,,

‘1 their own publications. Nevertheless, Russophilism had considerable

St

support among Galician Ukrainians, particularly well-placed

T

N e

. establishment" figures._; *_f ﬂ%id . ’. C C

. .

';:,? The second current to emerge after 1848 was a wholly Ukrainian -

~ .. ~
n -

., one, . This is usually associated with a group known alternately as.

S

the Ukrainophiles or the narodovtsi (national populists) Theh
._i1 narodovfsi formed in 1860 as & group of young Ukrainian intellectualsu
"i inspired by the patriotic poetry of Taras Shevchenko._ Their ranks‘;}v-f H”ﬂ
l_‘were-reinforced by soze remnants of the generation of“1848 who had

3 been alienated by thelincreasingly reactionary policies of the -

Russophiles.' In many respects, the narodovtsi resembled the earlier

3

group of young romantics who had idealized the peasantry in the

- ¢ .

Rusalka Dnistrgvac tXet,«there'wete‘fmporta %*dffferences;i the lfm_g‘

'A“_‘ ;L»h.

narodovtsi were" mainly a secular party, they were steadfast in their a,..-l#

n .

' conviction as to the distinctiveness oﬁ the Ukrainian people and the 1552“‘

------

affinity~between Austrian and Russian Ukrainian8°_ and they were O ,'

-

";F 'cohsfderably more numerous, more actiwe, and more established than fjfﬁlfﬁu':

4

N e —rL o

the earlier idealists. In 1868 they organizeﬂ ‘the. Prosvita
(Enlightenment) roiety, the institution wish which they have :(
become most closely associated- Tﬁ}s was an adult educational body

whose aims were to establish Ukrainian reading clubs at the village :

level and to publish popular literature in ‘the vernacular. '-~.‘ }'i,"




3mass movemenc, Nor'did it seem likely that it would become one in

fﬂ.the foreseeable futuve. 'The major reasons for this were three—fold.;;f-

‘”-,-through existlng channels were stone-walledrbecause the Russophiles

;were so well entrenched in tﬁe major Ukrainian {nstitutions of

: per se. At the village level the churc was usually the'only

]imovement based upon truly populist'principles finally emerggd

B, S

uzfentrench-itself in~Galicia. Ukrainians in the province were awakened

’to the point where a Ukrainian-identity had bec&me an integral part

”4? of‘their 1ntellectual life.. However, one could hardly ca}l this a o

7 L% ‘-,.

—

" First, the outIook of the narodovtsi ‘was limited largely to cultural

and linguistic mattera, and its base of support was limited to the " 5’

intelligentsia._ One cbhtemporary observer noted' "Being excessively

N

concerned with developing a, distinct Ruthenian—Ukrainian literature, '

o

they «diqd not even have time to consider how important it was to

.

educate the masses 24 In effec%, they had become a; "pr/fessors

‘party . Second, the narodovtsi found their efforts being hampered

’continually by the Rusggg?iles 3 Any Ukrainophile efforts to work

x4

Galicia. : Furthermore, the Russo;philéxs ,started their own rea‘

& ~

'zitclub in. 1874 the M, Kachkovsky’Society, using a large 1egacy left o

-

&lby the-deceased for whom the organizad&on was named Finally, there L

r." 4

was no appropriate institutional basis-for organizing the peasantry

o

Y . ro

[ﬂ national" insitution whiCh eklsted and its primary function was

<
. v

religious, not social in nature.

-..‘.,4

A convergence of fonces and events over the following decadea

s -.'.f
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::ffchanged the situation in Galicia fundamentally, and a vibrant Ukrainian»'



'L_._'oame~in 1869 when Father Stepan Kachala wrote a. widely—read and

: .;flaziness, -and. intemperance.

"“"’ “<*~'<- L I

e
,” - - -

vmovement was. ;an the foeefront' 3¢ escabnshmg« nemiaatimt.iogs m,

. m"’* . . ~_,: ) . A et W N !
v . E ‘* '--4-‘. .'u." t’-o,v ,a,‘.,-'lk" ,—y N * a ,‘..;v—»«

"f'an_yillages' reading clubs, ehoirs sports societdes, church

‘fbrotherhoods, and the like.. The startigg pqiat @or gheseﬁefﬁorts ﬁ;:

i*very influential booklet Shcho nas hubyt' K- & shcho nam pomochy mozhe

A c.(What is Destroying Us aad What Can Help Us) In it he charged that

AThe struoturaysf the Galician Ukrainian village was. _the first‘f ﬁ

RS -':j \.‘ P

e

~,f_the origin of the peasants’i ncreasing voés lay in their ignorance,_fff;

He suggested that they wOuld be better

}_off if they spent ‘their’ free time 1istening to puhlic readings or

' 'pbeing active in a "useful" organization. At‘worst, this would keep

~ the taVern. Kachala 8 ideas spark

‘ . -‘ ’ .
activity, especially amgng clergymen. They set aboux transforming ot

-.‘the Ukrainian village wifh a great, almost missionary—like zeal

L‘- N

.Ironically,if

'new secial instifﬁtions-at the village 1evel these took on a life;of
’their own. . The new societies, especially the reading clubs, quiekly
'developed far beyond their original intentions and became a network

-of institutions which could link the urban-hased intelligentsia with

44the rural peasantry.‘ In the‘process they shegvtheif\quasi—teligious

< 25 - s -" S o 'd.’ o o ‘ S
: _‘-Character, 5 AR st . T .;-‘-:»f. - ‘.,w ’ - "

LRN

The wea&ning of the Russophiles was a’ second major change during

.'this period which_helped the populist ideal to reach ascendency.. The‘.

NRussophile party received a devastating blow in 1882 when some of its

~

ce the-clergy set in motion the 'process of developing 4}';

>

ﬁnst influential members werexf/ied for treason. Until that year" -
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*1:.some-inroadsﬂhadnbeenumade—in discrediting {he Russophiles 'views, S

B

. but these were minor in comparison to the efﬁect of the trial and the

’ v, C - - o "F - s ; ‘<‘A . - 'q # =T e “‘ ] - - “ T

° subsequent emigration to Russia of Rev. "Ivan Naumovych, a leading 3

'a-.r m.~”'.-~"‘",n Lid a‘:»-u'u = n.»«- - <-' oM & Aee w

.,.,..‘ e —‘_“._f“g. e HSNLE L e o e

e Galician Russophile.~ The party~
ﬁliiah ‘COmplete“dTSarfﬁy., Cbnsequ%ntly ”undisputedwleadérshfp of the

£ e @ Lk e
. -

neyer regovered .angd by l890;-it"was in

«’

b -
Ly, ,.'.,.a'-¢q~°on->'""°"‘ b

'.'53~t ,ukrainian community passed into the'hands of the narodovtsi
—'h'_‘—-—-,—

Lo - ’., - b e aBw e —— ® e om . T,

Finally, the emergence ‘of a new group of younger and more:

- during the 1870s

sy

'Q'u”',\ fervent Ukrainian populists - the radicals

helped to maintain the integrity of populist ideals in Galicia and to

%expand tubirwparameters The radicals included such outstanding

&

g”%ﬂ figures as Ivan Franﬁg atll Mykhﬂilo‘?ﬁblyk““ Thé?r tﬁhs‘ﬁadtbeéh Y wr

‘ﬁ*ﬁ “Ss &pﬁﬁFby the positi%gst and socialist but nondtheless patriotic,

\ i

ideas of Mykhailo Drahomanov a professor at th% University of Kiev

.t

They firmly belieVed that the

-

“ton

and a prominent political theorist 27

"intelligentsia had to break beyond the bonds oﬂ its cultural and

<«

‘linguistic fixations. The 1dea that "the.intelligentsia had to serve

_ the people, not the people the intelligentsia," in fact, might’ be

understood as their crie de coeur. Pavlyk wrote:'

. . ',

‘This was’ a movement which was no longer satisfied with
the observation that "We are Ruthenians, a people distinct
from the" Poles and the Muscovites."' Instead it attempted :

.. .to fOCus attention on. questions such as -how this- people
' ;lived ‘'what were. the reasons- for its ignorance and poverty,~:
. and how it could manage to elevate itself . _—

i

4
’

oo “In 1890 the radicals formed their ‘own Ruthenian—Ukrainian Radical
~ﬁ~Party and started the influential newSpaper Narod (The PeOplé)
f».“4; The radicals ideas were very much in the tradition of

' national populism, although the radicals differentiated themh

. o

selves from the narodovtsi because of what they considered tp :‘ .

Elal L)
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o these two streams of thought were,not 8o far apart that they c0uld not'

speak ‘a common language - In fact the radic‘ls’ 1egitimate criticism

-‘a -
te . e e g

l“? R during the°18903'he1ped to reiuvénate'the n rodovtsi 7 By the end of

"as the narogovtsi merged outright With the ore_ nationalistically-

PRV v*u‘

' oriented wing of the radicals to form the U|rainian National Democratic'

Party, the mainstream Ukrainian political pFrty in Galicia until the

/
1

First World War.. The tadicals regrouped as(a party which, although
. still critical of ‘the narodovtsi would support them in concrete - actions.-

“w @

P 2 -
. “..ion matters of mutpalchncernr ?.

Beginning in the 1880s, the Ukrai an moyement‘started to gain:

momentum.' It began to develop its spe ific characteristics, to: expand

'r"v, l'

the scope,of its actiyities, and final y to reach out to the mass of

: the Ukrainia people, “the peasantry.

-

in many dire tions simultaneously with the aim of developing Ukrainian |

:

strength in the educational, economic, and. political spheres, and of

t set out on several levels and

producing Political changes which would aid the Ukrainian people.‘";’u .

Education was- perhaps the most" wide-ranging activity undertaken W

sk
»

by - the Ukrainian movement. This ‘must be understood in the broadest‘

context, for a great deal of stress was placed upon educating the

Ukrainian peasantry outside conventional educational institutions.
Adult peasant education took the form of a- wide—spread campaign based .

.on the network of rea ,

lubs throughout rural areas. On Sundays
-or other holidays,” 'a;e person would read excerpts from a
: newspaper or booklet to a group of peasants which had come ‘to . listen.-w

In turn, they would discuss and.assimilata the information being

S P el



: qonveyed ThUS% altheugh They might‘fechnically be classified as

. language edutation in every direction.3l;‘

-Adone in 1907 showed that there were 450
© 200 credit unions affiliated with the P
h'than not, this affiliati_'

. spawned by or develop d in con_h

- = . - -

: 'illiterate because they 1acked formal education and. were unable to

i read or write these peasants could not be dismissed outright as being '

uneducated Over a period of several yeans, they would have learned

.

"p_about a hast of wide-ranging topics, from socio-political analysis »o&;f

Y

'”:'to technical matters of immediate applicability 'such as hygiene, o

medical adviie and farming methods.30

. In the realm of formal education, Ukrainians waged a constant

- battle The proBlem, simply stated was that there was not enough

Ukrainian—language education in Galicia. There were too few SChOOlS'

.- et

- - e

P -ves-«~- . R

‘there was a lack of teachers ruraI schools in’ Ukrainian areas often_ .

did not havb more than two grades, the number of Ukrainian-language
g

language instruction at the university level was virtually non—existent

)
- ]

:'As a result Ukrainians sought to e€xpand. the scope of Ukrainian—

-In the economic realm the intelligentsia established a host of

: self—hélp institutions co—operative stores, credit unions, land banks,"

manketing agencies, communal granaries, nd so f rth These were

: often developed in conjunCtion with a l cal reading club . A surveyfi

l'

tores, 250 granaries,‘and .

'svfta'ih“Galicia."Mbre‘often

fli If the institutions were .

ction with the Prosvita they might'

“1,co—exist as separate e tities. They could ‘even. detach themselves with

:jno animosity felt‘by either agency -~ as iu the case of the Narodna '

'“Torhovlia (National Trading Company), a co-operatiVe store venture, and

v ‘
PN

e e
.

jsecondary schools (gxgggsi s) was totally inadequate, .and - Ukrainian-;.d
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'.'.Sil's'kyi'Hosﬁodarl(VillageiFarmer), an agrarianiorganizati
- iy B— T ’ 5 A . ..‘ .

‘e

3‘:%_". _,JO”.?“.,'W .-40

: -By the .

“

- . .

in Galicia, although it was’ beset with organizational prqblems‘

~

mj:gh‘t- have been. - '._-:':_“‘ ¢ "4‘.' ?“i-’.‘ 7"- :' O R
Political.action on.the part of Galician Ukrainians ran the ruvl

.

gamut of possibilities. At-a fundamental level this involved the :f

politicizatiOn of the peasantry and its development as a political

3

force. This was done largsly thfough the xegular Sunday gatherings

A

of reading clups~ whe:e golemic' ,ar&icle?\and economic studieS' o 0
g > & ,:" s @ 5 37 wao ."p .' 0., .“ﬂ"-_“

on the part of the radicals, the open mass meeting (narodne viche),
M y - \

) where matters of public concern would\be'debated 'z-openly;and‘a « ot

-

33 s

' resolved in the most diréct manner pos%ible ' The entiré morass of-

electoral politics wallowed at a more involved level. .UkrainianI' e

’ efforts were largely aimed in two directions' increasing their -

representation in Iegislative bodies anduﬁorcing the most concessions‘{

poasible from them Ukrainians worked -to maximize their existing I
electoral power°by voting*for their "own" (candidates), then they ' N
had these co~0perate in unison (like a "club") despite party differences.

g
Gne~of the major aims of these elected depucies was - to try to ‘force

- electoral changes which w0uld extend the franchise to ‘a broaderv

) segment of the population and redistribute electoral boundaries to -

- Co.

: reflect the demographic realities of Galicia.3é' Such changes would-’

.

guarantee an increased Ukrainian representation in the- 1egislative SR

-
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L

'v had improved the economic conditiOns of the peasantry someyhagmand its

v'changes which w&uld assure them a greater share»of the power in

| implemented before the outbreak of the war.

. achieved all that it had set out to do, which in tufn reflected the

SN R T «rs* :—-;---»-_» PR .-Q. ] dé-

The Ukrainians were relative1y~3ucce33 ul tn- achieving:tp‘“"

by the eve of the First World War They had actually forced electoral

‘
- P

Galicia, though it was still less than that ta: which they would have

Q

from the legislatures, the Ukrainians valiantly employed a host of

(YN

f obstructionist tactics.‘ Still they were limited in what they could

L.

h achieve simply because of their relatively small numbers. With the

electoral reform of 1914, this situation would have likely changed

mewhat as Ukrainian representation in the provinoial Dtet wquld haye

*e e o [ -"ta'
- "‘hv«k.

increased at the expense of the Poles._ However -these changes were not

357 ' ‘ _
-?_By.l9lA;wtherktainian;movementainfcalicia couldube,judged,to havg_

" been "successful". It had produced some reforms in the provinée,-i it

- e -s". e, A S8

-y

. Tt v e e -

moral condition immensely,a it had maintaiped its“integrity,, add it -

T e

had not- fallen apart but actually grown“' Still the movement had ntt

- ¥

- i"ma“’gniﬁide of © its gqals, the resistanee b2 3 facedu&romuPolmsh and Austrian

officials, opposition from internal sources such as the Russophiles, .

&

and the weakness of its own. resources. Nevertheless, the Ukrainian'

et ?1 t . \W& e r 7 Tt ‘}'" : '

movement: had managed to bridg he gap between the intelligentsia/and

2
Vo

i,

-vthe peasantry, in itself a major feat.- This fact is noted very well

LR SRR v aci

by the sociologist Samuel Koenig' , : T f&‘ 3““i~uti

" Whatever success was registered’ in arousing the people o T
to national consciousness was due to the extraordinary .
underatanding of the peasant by his leaders. Practically .-
. K v . e

wad - AL - ey

been entitled on a simple demographic basis.~ In pursuit of concessions R

PR T

.



-~ pEasaht.etassg,aqp consequently ‘could’ speak ‘to. them in
;_@heir‘own language._ They- appfbauhﬁd ‘Chewr-as: one -of Zthem; :
R 5 7.vere“istened - to: ahd. obeyedl,engreqver, theserleader LT
Shescgiie n,. understéod thaE: ‘4i’appeal on:an eg‘:pn@i*p-_fa'thif" '»."thani-.a} PRI
o~ political basis Was_.a wiser course. "Hence ‘a systematid R R
:-endeayvor. to organize the' peaséﬁt 1ntb‘cd—opera;ives of it iy
all sorts’ was\ffarred " TFhe . peasants. were instructed . ., . ot
-V hownto, work ‘mory efficiently, how to ‘prodiice better ' and - ‘
T e L larger crops, oW £o’ buy and'sell their products, and . LRI R
. ;,_.-~i”incidenta11’ tol‘recbgnize. that they ‘are’ a patich. Slth. ool o
S0 wa dulture. of’ their own. .. . (The peasant) ‘becatie- much'f'f'ff“ R
‘more consclous ‘than’ ever before of his*® economic and. = . .. o _th
<. political’ status, as‘well ag more ‘prepared ‘to lend hig - - o
~,assistance to what the leaders demanded of him.3§ S o
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ac‘hievements was né‘verthe‘ie“és cursed with‘av fatal ‘fvlaw »‘A‘léhz‘ugho 0."«. ";f?':f

-it could force certain political reforms and. help the peasantry ‘to N

-

- ;;become more self—sufficient it could not eliminate the root causes

P .
“ ) e

,fof Galicia 'S economic'malaisé ‘In particular, itnwas helpless in-f~;}v

FECYR

xﬁ-h‘:_k the face of the crushing poverty which was caused by the province -3

aw .
[ -

vﬁi_overpopulation relative\to its immediate productive capacity. s

The crux of tﬁis economic problem was documented in. a- study done

T by Dr Josef Oleskow, an agronomist at the Teaché%s Seminary in L' viv.37‘

R .Ah‘According to Oleskow s estimations, the average agricultural family of

- . :/ i’!

five people pOSSessed about three hectares of land Thls was only

half the amour't needed for subsistence under ideal condftions. These'
ideal conditions, however, did not exist. A great deal of the modest ' ,\;a
v‘amounts pryduced from. these small plots were used to pay various ‘taxes -
" and’ duties. Moreover, it wasg only a matter of time before many

u’already-marginal plots would be sub~divided even further. "Even: if -

?LTT o the Ukrainian movement had somehow managed to redistribute all property



A X N

IR

R v/-—_ ... oo
A} ' B - - 3 e Sy K .
v = a PR N - L

~'1*ijiﬁ?GalfCia, 1ndividual land holdingS»WQuld still have been less than' Lo

gr;vg,,,,.the-siae'neededwfor self*sufficienqy,

%

rgf'ﬁ:ﬁfq-ﬁi; bIeakow proposedAemingtion&as.a remedy for the qyercréwding :?ﬁ'j
In 1895 he trawelled to Western,Canada at his owﬂ expense~t0"in='1y‘*

'vestigate its suitability for‘gettlement.- He - was pleased ‘with what - he-

'r.t,.‘
oem L e s te s e ow e
Toele o~ '_rs'; -k

‘ id]:saw.._Upon returning to L'V1V‘he published a booklet 0 Emigratsii i

T(About Emigration) ’in which he gaVe a. detailed account pf his tour,f R
information about how peasants could set out for Canada, and practical

' advice about some’ problems which the prospective emigrants might

Oleskow '8 work caused a considerable §%ir ‘among ‘the Ukrainiap .

.

,peasants in Galiciaw Yet im a way, it simply supported a concfusion

many peaéants had reached eariier As-early as.the'18709- an’ in— j""

creasing number of Ukrainians had been going further afield in i

%

sedrch ofwemployment, especially to the United States Many finally
'decided to abandon their homeland completely By 1891 the first
. ""'Ukrainians had arrived in Canada, searching for the fabled "free. .
. ;lands" of the West .39 Their glowing reports ‘of Canada sparked a
..i;movement of emigrants to go to Canada. However Oleskow s influence
should not be underrated ‘for 1t was largely through his efﬁorts i

“’that the small trickle of humanity that had already started coming

d-to Canada in. 1891 was turned into a mass movement by the end of the

Once they had arrived in Canada, the emigrants became immigrants.
‘ They started a‘ new life ih a new world ' Nevertheless, they brought
"_(\"with them certain valuas and perceptions from the "Old World" they

had Ieft behind traditions" in- the non-folkloric sense of the

P

et e



type of soc.ifa‘l.norga\ntzatio:x -
with which they wgre familiar and which they often would l’}Ope to

The populist lgggcy of the Gnlitian» °’

‘ Ukrainian moyement can be viewed a's one of t'hed‘e..... Cett&inly th‘ié w_as
‘ "_.‘:-°Q_° - W - ,d.g A A N »':.."u .:."".’-
R L the caqe i,p Albm:t:a; t:he fiual destination £or many ka:ainian imm:tgrants. ,
- . R ) - . .



ysﬁfiffﬁfiJf;fi.f}G;1iéi;fhad’5,4ﬁ4;689 offAuStpiafs«fétal-éoﬁﬁiétiéﬁ of

PR N 4

_ 20,396;636uin:1869.and;6,6o7,8r6“d£'23,895;443;in,1§9Q:.:Thése- reocl
C75 TR Bopulation figures.and relative kand'éiié;SFEfiéﬁiééde‘ndt'ivclude -
t . the 1landg and pecples- in-the Hungarian part of ‘the empjre. (which -+ _
-~ < ...vould bring Gili¢id'8f5haré.ijtﬁgLPOPULati°ﬁ'5hd land- size down. "~ v
... to ébﬁrpkim&;p;y”lS‘per cént). -See John-Paul Himka, "Poiish and = = "

) Ukréinigh Soéi@lisq{;”Auatria;¥1867:i§90" (Ph;D.'dissertation,
- University of Michigan, 1977), p.4. - - S

o -ZL,B}gmenfgld;H"Grbsbgfuhdﬁesitz'und Auswanderung .in Galizien,"
Der osterreichische Volkswirt, .6 Jahrgang KVieﬁné_dQQA).fPtfl,'hor~33sf,
", P.609," eited by thannfcbmelar;-"ThefAuEtiian'Emignépion 1900-1914,"
~in Disloﬁation-énd'Eﬁigiation:vThe Social Backgrourd of Amerjcan v
.Immigration,:PerspectiVes iniAmerican;History Series,:'vol:7, eds, -
..Flgming'and;B.Bailyn.(Cambridge! Charles Warner: Ceriter for Studies

~ in American History, 1974), p.324§.'F;anCisiek Bujak, Galicya, 2 vols:
. (Lwow;: iH.Altenburg;-1908—1910); I: 19, cited by Samuel Koenig,. "The: .
. Ukrainigns of- Eastern Galicia:” A Study of Their Culture and . L
o }nstitukionsT.(Ph;dh:digsertation;fYéle University, 1933); P.24; -and -
" Himka, ?quish-and'Uquinian’chialigm,"Zp.5. I ; '
) H;Qrest Ma:tyndbjﬁh}é”Viliagefﬁadidals and Peasant' Immigrants:

'Thg’SoEiaI'RQOts,of Faétionalism-Among‘Ukrainiaq;Immigrants,in ) L

. Canada,. 1896-1918" (M.A. thesis, Uniqér&itywof.quitha; 1978), p.175 .
"and F.Bujak, Pqland's 'Economic Development (London, 1926), p.53, - -
" cited ‘by-Koenig, "Ukrainiapns of EaQQef? Galicia," p.30. ., . -

,‘bl,vgiéFof a“diééuggiph,of,ﬁhe politi¢al situation in Galjcia during -
. this'period, see Ivan L.Rudnytsky, "The Ukrainians in Galicia under o
. Austrian Rule,™ Austrian History'Ygarbobk;'LIIv(1967), Pt.2: 394-425;

jthQ-ééonomiq policies pursued by.the'nqbiliﬁyfgrg_dgsq;ibgd‘in S
v .Bénjgmin P.'Murdzek,-Emigration~id Polish Social-Political Thought,

- 1870-1914, East European Monographs no.33 (New. York.:—Cﬁ)ia :

: University Press, 1977), PP.79-81 and 96-99.

‘ T;}izuartynbwych;f"Viliagq‘khd{cglé and Peéséﬁt‘lmmjgraﬁts,ﬁ pp. -
13145 and- John-Paul ‘Himka, "Western Ukraine on the Eve’ of -Emigration,"

} . in Essays in the. Histoty of. ' :

Ukrainians in Canada, ed. 'Manoly Lupul
- 'CTo;ontp:~McCIe11and_and .tewart,~for;héqming),'pp.2;3‘[pf-original.
- - “t’fféﬁﬁfdzék,VTEﬁigraéiqh;in,Po?ish"fhougﬁf,".pp.96¥97, _
_ 7Iv;n.Ftaqkq,”"Zeme1'na'vlaégist' u Halychyni," pp.278-304 in
Lvan Franko: Tvory,. 20 vols., eds;-oile,Korniichuk,et al, vol.19:
-Filosofs'ki,'ekonomichni ta_ istorychni statti (Kiev I956), 2781304,-.
. 8 - . ‘ Lo - - - " 4

Himka, "Western Ukraine," p.22.
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9Blumenfeld »"GrosSgrundbe31tz, P 609 ‘crred by Chmelar,- .’;,',;'"

"Austrlan Emigration," p.324. Hlmka, "Westqrn Ukraxne,“ p.6 cites"”
flgures wvhich are ornly sllghtly dlfferent' ‘and’ Pmily Green Balch
-Our Slavic Fellow Citizens (New . ?ork Charltles Puhllcatlon ;'v
-Committee, 1910), p.138 supports: the" observatlon that -the. vast
m&}ority of. ‘peasant land hoidings 1n Ga11C1a were S hecbares

(124 acres) or smaller.‘ nTe . e : -

. IOOne Por1sh scholar estlmated in 1909 that there'were
approxlmately 18. m1111onrplots ‘of land in ‘Galicia -- many of. them .

- separaté - and non—cont1guous -— held by one million- land’ owners. )

. In.other words, the average land owner's holdrngs were spread out '
over ‘éighteen small parcels. This provided a con31derab1e problem, '
for a good.part.of "a’peasant's day“might be spent cravelllng s
betweeu‘plots rather. than actually working on them. Moreover,
boundaries between ‘Aeighbours’ were usually. ‘not . cleagly delineated,
~and squabbles over land rlghts were_a comstant- source of conf11ct and.
frequent 11t1gat10n.' See Murdzek Emlgratlon in Polish Thought, p. 144,

. -
Ja™ ~ [T A >

s, Szczepanowskl, Nedaa Gal1cy1 W cyfrach rgprogram ‘energi cznego

'_rozw03u gospodarstwa kra3oweg_ (L'viv 1888), p 22, cited by Murdzek

Emlgratlon in Polish Thought, p 140.

o

‘ SRS s

Rudnytsky, "The Ukralnlans in’ Ga11c1a, ©pp.405~408; ..and . . .
Ivan L. Rudnytsky1 ""Polish- -Ukrainian Relations: The ‘Burden of Hlstory,
In Poland and Ukraine: Past and Present, ed. Peter J. PotlchnyJ

. (Toronto. UnlverSLty of Toronto Press, 1980), pp 18-19

RS ,"'13

- R . . . . -
- T . - . - . g 4

Hlmka, "Pollsh and Ukralnlan Soc1aL;sm, p 377.

_ 1l’See Martynowych '"Vlllage Radlcals and Peasant Imm1grants,
RE 14 for-a descr1pt10n of lncrea81ng alcohol consumptlon at thls time.

15Balch Slavxc Fellow Cltlzens, P 122

16H1mka, "Rolxsh and Ukralnxan Soc1a113m," p- IO

17Volodymyr Okhrymovych "Pro smertel'q}st v Halychynl i iei
prychyny," Narod 8-22 Novemeber 1892 (double 1ssue) to 1 August 1893

- S

8See Rudnytsky, "Pollsh-Ukralnlan Relatlons,' for an overv1ew

:'; of hxstorlcal relations. between - these Pokes and Ukrainlans., ‘For a .’

d18cu331on of the unique role of Galicia in Pollsh cultural life
dur1ng~the nlneteen;h century, see  Arthur J. May, The Hapsburg
". Monarchy, 1867-1914 (Cambrldge' Harvard Unlver31ty Press, 1951)
pp 53-57, . . _ ‘ ‘ . )

. 19The questlon of a non-h1stor1cal" hatlon, i. e.; a people
without a developed state tradition, is discussed at. ‘greater lemngth’

. in Ivan L. Rudnytsky, "The Role ‘of Ukraine in Modern History," in

o

The Development of the USSR} ed. Donald W. Treadgold (Seattle,,1964),
T T O A _
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”tWésyl Kuéséhaﬁsk§;-DiE Wesfﬁkfaiﬁé'iﬁfkahpfé mit Polen und dém”

PN e - -

-,

in~Ca1ici§;ﬂ ﬁé;§95-3§6 Aigdﬁbags

" both hhe;sqcidl'compoéitibﬁféf'ﬂa}iéian Ukrainians and their loyalty to
" their- Hapsbdrg overlords; - John-Paul Himka, "The Greek Catholic Church
HE and Ukrainian Society, T772;1948"'(unpubfiéhéd,papeg,,UniversitY'of -
Zlberta,»1Q81)‘pipvides,an;-qyétviey_pf the role played by the flergy .- . -.
- -in Galic¢ian Ukrainian society, . =~ =~ “* oo oo T

-~ P

‘Bolschewismus in den Jahren I918-1923 (Berlin,- 1934), p.14, ' cited by .
Rudnyfsky,’ﬁThe.Ukrainians_in‘Galigia,"_p.416. ' ‘ R

zDespite,itéhffequént usage;i"populiSm".is actually a very
lqosely_defingd‘term{ Two approaches can be taken ®in seeking a
-suitable definition, either defifing the phenomendn in dictionary

terms, or by examining the context

‘in which it is used. The first

can be found in Geoffrey K. Roberts, A Dictionary of Political Analysis
(London: Longman, 1971),and the Pefinition cited in the text .is derived
from it. - The second can Bé'foﬁhd”in‘J;B.AlicoCk,~"Popu1isﬁ¢7”A Brief
Bibliography," Sociology 5 (September 1971): 371-387; and E.Gellner,

ed., Populism: Its Meaning and National Characteristics (London:
Weidenfeld and Nicholson, t969)'." CEEI ‘ >

23

- “The following‘discuésion about ;hé émérgencé‘of a Ukrainian
national consciousness in Galicia is based ‘mainly on Rudnytsky, "The
Ukrainians in Galicia'; and Mykhailo Pavlyk, "Pro rus'ko-iukraiins'ki

24

‘“.nagodnigqh29§1fpi?" ppn§I6—5493 in"M;Pavlyk,@TVngz(Kiev'L959):_~

Pavlyk;,"Na%o&hi;éﬁytAI'hi;"‘p.531;

RS

5J6hn-Paui Himka, UPriests;hnd{Beasanfsf The Greek Catholic
Pastor and the Ukrainian National Movement in Austria, 1867-1900,"

- ‘Canadian Slavonic Papers 21 (March
of this process. ST
] 2§Rudnytsky, "Ihe,Ukrainiéns
note that although the Russophiles
they had not collapsed completely.

1979): 1-14 provides a good aceount’

-]

ih‘Galicié;" p.413. One should
had ‘been given a permanerrt setback,
There contirued to be a substantial

Russophile presence in Galicia until after the First World War.

Ukrainia
A Symposium and Selected Writings,

27§égarding Drahomanov's ideas ‘and his impact on. Galician =
palitics, see Ivan L. Rudnytsky, ed., Mykhailo Drahomanov:

Annals of the Ukrainian Academy

-0f Arts and-Sciences in.the United

States 2 (Spring 1952); Yaroslav

Century," Annals of
the United States 7
in Vybir iz tvoriv, ed. Kost' Kysyl

-the Ukrainian Acade :
(1959): 1542-1566; Ivan Franko, "Moloda Ukraiina,"

-.Bilinsky,'fMykhailo Drahomanov, Ivan Franko, and the Relations Between
" - the Dneiper Ukraine and Galicia in

the Last Quarter of the 19th
of Arts and Sciences in

evsky (New York: Shevchenko

_ Scientific Society, 1956),~pp{3A8—351; Pavlyk, "Narodni chytal'ni," bp.
:539-543; and Himka, "Polish and Ukrainiam Socialism," pp.163-178 and

193-236. * Drahomanov.'s own recollec
"Avstrorrus'ki spomyny, 1867-1877,"
publitsystychni pratsi, vol.2, ed.

- 1970), pp.151-288.

tions of* Galicia can be found in his
-in M.P.Drahomanov: Literaturno-
0.Lysenko (Kiev: Naukova dumka,




S anlyk; -Naradni.chytal'ni," p.544. soo T U A
gt e T U T
N 2 Rudnysky; “'Ukrainians lrl;:ial;cla!"~pp.-422-’4—24~;.' -and Matviy.
: »;'*”""Stakhiv,"Dréhoménqv'q.Impgc;gbn' ainian Politics;!. in-Mykhailo
' 'Drahdmanov;*g@QfI.L;Rﬂdﬁytsky*'Annalsjof'nhe_Ukrainian Academy of -
Arts and Sciences in'the . United States -(Spring- 1952); 58-59, - ST
' 30 - | Lo
- 31Ann,Sirka; The NafibnélityuQueétfon iﬁ'Ahstrian.Educétioﬁi The -
Case of Ukrainians in Galicia, 1867—1914,'European;Upivgrsitj Studies, .
"Series III, no. 124'(Fpankfurt[Main:_PetérVLéng,Ltd.,’1980)~provide§ an

Himka;grwesterﬁjﬁkréiné;"-pp,14%16.::' ’

. overview of Ukrainian efforts inthe area.of formal education..
. ?zThe'best gource for“information-ébout'the"Ukrainiéﬁ co-operative
movement is undisputedly Tllia Vytanovych,' Isteriia Ukraiins'koho -

‘ko-operatyvfioho rukhu (New York, 1964). * The figyres cited in this
. paragraph can ‘be ‘found on p:137.0f this work: © - .

, ,33Hiﬁka; "Polish and' Ukrainian Sociafism," pp.399~424 gives a
number of gaod.case studiés‘of-theipoliticizatipn'of Ukrainian. oo
peasants in Galician villages. Nonetheless, it should be noted that-by - -
theputbreak of the First World War -this process had net been completed,:
though its gains had been substantial. ' Koenig, "The Ukrair'ians of i
Eastern Galicid," p.105 notes this. fact’ and’ the. reason for it-quite ‘

astutely: "The peasant was yet faf too-ignofant;&thlmucﬁ‘engrpbagd -
~-in hig struggle for daily existence}~to‘bgcome-politically minded."

: 34y good deséription of Ukrainian eleetoral amd legislative -

P efforts until 1900 can be found in Matviy -Stakhiv, Foreword to Na
. . narodni sluzhbi by.Ivan Makuch (Detroit 1958), PP.20-55; _ Rudnytsky, -
"Ukrainians in Galicia," pp.424-427 capsulizes the subsequent period
when theée entire question of”electoral reform dame to the fore quite
well. : L . S ‘ :

'.35The process of electoral reform had actually started in 1907 -

—_ - »

éith_the introductiéﬁ.of‘universal5suf£rage for.men-toithe,Reichsrat.f
(Parliament)." Because of gerrymandering, “however, Ukrainians received
less benefit from this‘reform“than‘might have been expected. R

36Koenig,‘?kaainians of Eastern Galicia,"fppp.IOSLIOG,

37Josyf Oleskow,vPro.vil'ni'zemli (L’viv:-Pfosvi;a, L896; reprint
. ed., Winnipeg: UVAN, 1975), pp.4-6. : S

_ 38The authoritative account of Oleskow's work is V.JLKaye;_Eariz
Ukrainian Settlements in Canada: Dr.Josef Oleskow's Role in ‘the Settle-" :
ment of the Canadian Northwest (Toronto:'University of Toronto Press, 1964) .

glvaanillipiw‘and Wasyl Eleniak are commonly regarded as being
.. the "first" Ukrainians to immigrate to Canada. 'An agcount of their
historic journey can be found in William A.Czumer, Recollections About
the Life of the.First Ukrainian Settlers in Canada, trans. L.T.Laychuk
Edmonton: University of Alberta Press, 1981), pp.12-22, ,

¢




.; _ Ukrainian National Populism in Alberta'f: .
o - A Model for/Social Organization. R

‘. L. . v

. A Ukrainian movement in Alberta could be said fo have begun '
in 1909 when ed0cation, mutual economic aid and political repre-
sentation were articulated ,as the basis of a program for Ukrainian ff

) social deVelopment in the’ province. -At the - centre.of these efﬁorts
i:was Peter Svarich ‘an Old Countrv "radical" working as a notaryA
. ~public in Vegreville.f Because of his education,_his numerous
\~contact8* and his considerable personal effort, Svarich was. able -

_to establish the principIes of the Ukrainian movement s populist

~

v_'::program in a New World setting. .
- Svarich's views on’ twoucrusial<quest10ns; education and - _
iApolitical representation, did not coincide at all with those of the

pfovince 8- Liberal administration._ In fact, the latter s
iassimilationist bent wgs openly hostile to.the prOkarainian
charaCter of the former 8 brand of populism,‘and a conflict be; )
‘tween the two was almost inevitabler This finally dccurred in

1913 when the’ Liberals firmly rebuffed the growing Ukrainian desire
'for political representation and then folleed with decisive action

,which solidly established the principle of unilingual English- ]

nlanguage education over Ukrafnian hopes for effective English—

y 'the Ukrainian efforts and asitoken representatives of Ukrainian

' opinion. In the process, Svarich .was disgraced and he retreated

41



from the centre stage of the province s'Ukrainian politics.. Roman '1”

of
~

o -.Kremar, a recently-arrived newspaper editor, replace_ him ss the

et "t\ s D '

'"uation.v

The events surrOunding this initial'attempt to implement a

populist program among Ukrsinians in Alberta left two legﬁties r.-§

°,

L first, the knowledge that Canadian society was adamantly set. against

~any notion of "rights" for its Bkrsinian settle;s' and second a
"considerable distrust by politigaIly-conscious Ukrainians of the?f

:‘-traditional Canadian political parties. Moreover, they established

[
a precedent which would place any further attempts to 1ink Ukrainian

ethnicity'withlconcrete social and material needs at a distinct

disadvantage. _ .
¥ L, S

- -~

[ -

The first Ukrainian settlement in Canada was established in

"_ the Edna-Stas regifn nOrtheast of Edmonton in 1892-1894 It quickly

border to fiVe at ite eastern one..
Upon settling, the primary concerns of. Ukrainians were physicsl

.vaurvival and the development of their homesteads. The peasant L

RS

immigtants usually arrived with very little cepital, 80 they had:
2 to transform this uncut wilderneas into fertile fields mainly by .

R .
“~pure nanual labour. Under these hsrsh conditions oﬁwpioneering

AT : BN
. ; ‘
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they could expect ‘at least five years of hardships even greater

than any they had experienced in the Old Country.» After that time,A
- N - 1.

they would have developed their lands at Yeast tola point of self—

A'sufficiency.. Within another five years, they could claim to be.

“relatively comfortable according to their Old Country standards L

"~:t It was usuallyronly then that they would consciously address the

=
. question ofﬁdeveloping social institutions for themselves. Churches :

\

' and community halls (narodni domy) were the most common institutions

of their homeland, so these were'usually the first community
!

structures to be erected But establishing institut ons or organ-
dizations which would reflect Ukrainian group inteyésts in'a broader

y perspective was beyond ﬁhe scope of people who‘yére only starting

. /o
to emerge from, pioneering conditions. v/,;“

One of the first Ukrainians in Alberta to start thinking in
”these broader terms was Peter Svarich CPetro Zvarych), a notary

public living in Vegreville. For several years, Svarich had been

developing an awareness of the social needs of Ukrainians during

£

' i his extensive trayels through the. .bloc district as an agricultural :

e

glecturer, school trustee, weed inspecqgn, and Liberal organizer.

By 1909 he had focussed in on three najor concerns: ieducation,'
economic self—aid and political representation.: He then started

p wo ing toward concrete gains in each area.» At~ a Liberal con-

sti' ehcy convention in Vegreville, he ﬁht forth a resolution calling
' upon the provincial government to adopt certain measures which would
eventually assure children,tn the bloc settlement effective bi-"

.1ingual English-Ukrainian education. to allow bilingual teachers

~ : -



L e

vl

from Manitoba and Saskatchewan to ;each in Alberta, to establish 'é ﬂvly
an institute which would train qualifieﬁ bilingual Eﬁaehers, to
change the School Act in order to allow one hour a day for Ukrainian— -
language instruction,.and to hire a'Ukrainian school organizer for o
the bloc district. ShOrtly.after the provincial election that year,a
he called upon Ukrainians in Alberta ‘to Start preparing their
own people t?, stand as candidates during the next election
(presumably as Liberdls) He also developed plans for a network'
of co-operative stores to serve the Ukrainian area of the province.?
In effect, Svarich began to espouse some basic tenets of Ukra%nian
national populismeas a program for the development*of social in-
stitutions among Ukrainians in Alberta. ‘ _

Considering Svarich's highly-motivated character and ‘his personal
background it is hardly surprising that he should emerge as an im-

]

portant Ukrainian leader, and that he should display such a remarkable R

. affinity for the- idea of national populism.3 Svarich was born in

the Galicianlvillage of Tulova in 1877,‘the first child of relatively

%
well-to-do peasantsq After the family had finally grown in size o’

include five children, bvdrich saw that there ‘was a0 future for him

. on their modest parcel -af land and left for the neighbouring town of

Sniatyn to gO ‘to School With some financial assistance from his -‘
parents . money he earned from tutoring his clasSmates, and fierce
determination, Svarich managed to survive comfortably and to do
well in his studies.' As the years passed and he grew more com;‘

fortable in his role .as a student Svan&ch began to indulge in t e

,social and politicaI life of the times to the detriment of his for- \

"- mal education. He read radical and socialist pamphlets printed in

¢



y :‘ .Ukrainian,_Polish and German, he came‘into contapt with the ideas'
..ff of Marx,_Drahomanov, and Franko;"and he took some preliminary steps
towards joining the Radical Party. Before he became a full-fledgedo.
| member, however, Svarich's energies were diverted in other direc- ;f;

tions, First he had to finish what amounted to three years of ;r

. 8ch0011ng in one year in order to reduce his term of duty in the .:L"

.army from three years to one by obtaining an officer ¥ rank and

[}

:~.second he joined‘his family in their plans to emigrate to Canada
after hg had completed his army duty. Svarich had no trouble jus--

tifying this latter deéision when his colleagues chided ‘him about it.
'

“Not only could he make.a comfortable living for himself in Canada,
but he could also perform a valudwle service for his people. He -

: %
explained that "our people will not'fare well without leaders,.

1] .

; wi thout. its intelligentsia without guidance and counsel " When
he arrived 1n Canada, Svarich set out to fulfill both his claims.f

He worked at various jobs in Edmonton, mined at Rossland B «Cos '

went to ska to join the gold rush and finally settled down
b ‘;’ 1 .

with his sfbstantial earnings in the Kolomea district northeaat of

» -~

\‘ Vegreville. He then started his organizational work among the .
N A\ X

Ukrainians of the area, )

Judging from the outcome of a’ large gathering of prominent . :
Ukrainiana.held in Edmonton on December 27 and 28 1909, considq
‘erable support exiated for Svarich's ideas.4 In fact,.the questions
.;f'“.‘.of education,‘economic co—operation,‘and political action dominated
c the agenda. The viche (public meeting) had been convened to es-?

n;f tablish a. program for future social development among Ukrainians DR

v



-~

that very day to remind him of,certain election promises he had S

.......

in Alberta, and it. may be viewed justifiably as the start of major ..

organizational efforts in the province. The preparatory work for -

N .
it had been doue by an ad hoc committee headed by Zigmunt Bychynsky,

" a Ukrainian Presbyterian minister then WOrking as a teacher in

Kolomea5 o ” T )

" The reasons for convening the viche were stated as being those

< L4

of organizing in general " to provide cohesion among the Uk;ainian

-
~

,settlers of Alberta'-to develop a’ ULrainian—Canadian society in
%

-

2 _an effective manner' and to- form a representative body which could

articulate Ukrainian demands. to the'government. Uhderlying these;

.-

hOWever, was, a darker,: deeper concern, Prominent Ukrainians through—,

out’ Alberta were starting to worry that their people were falling

46,

short of the promise which the New World had held for them. - Svarich

explained this feeling even more bluntly when he stated that not
only had Ukrainians in Alberta failed to make~significant progress
during the previous decade in such non-economic activities as~

education and community development but they had actually’"slipped

.

behind" other peoples. This was especially irksome when compared
.to the immense social gains which had been made by Ukrainians in .
Ualicia during the same period despite internal difficulties and
opposition from officialdom, "In generaI " noted Svarich "they
live there with at 1east a: semblance of dignity "6 o |

. Approximately 200 people both Trom Edmonton and the outlying

.

' rural areas attended the meeting., Ihe first_speaker,‘Bychynsky,

addresSed the education question. He concluded with several re-

) -

commendations. that a delegation visit the premier, A Q Rutherford

-~ . - . -
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made concerning Ukrainian education- that Ukrainians strive to _‘
. place their own teachers in their schools, and have them give :
legsons both in English and’ Ukrainian, thatlﬂkrainians set up a
_gzgg, or student residence, in Edmonton in case the provincial
‘_ \governmEnt should fail to live up-to its earlier commitment to .

provide a- teacher training school for Ukrainians,,and that those

present form a Narodna Rada, or National Council, consisting of

1

~representatives'from every area of the province where\Ukrainians

lived Ten school trustees were then chosen to meet with the

:

. premier. ~ They reported the following day that Rutherford had re-

40
ceived them cordially, but had been non—committal, stating that no

i‘iﬂbstudents had yet applied for bilingual teacher training and that

he could not authorize a translation of the School Act until this J.
' matter had been approved by the legislature. A confused discussion .
. then followed the report, ending with a decision that prospectivé

candidates for the teachers' training school should submit their
<

applica.tions as soon as possible.7 " ' ‘ " o _ w

L

The second presentation of the viche concerned organization,
but . it was very: tedious and any reference to its cOntents has been '

omitted from accounts of the meeting. Svarich followed with a '

presentation ‘concerning economic affairs. He recommended that a

co-operative store or a series of co-operative stores be established

-

in Alberta to service Ukrainian ~areas, These could-provide'an :
important institutional base for the Ukrainian movement in the

vprovince, The proposal generated considerable interest among the

'
-

*delegates, but it did not. spark much discuasion. So, the matter

was referred to the National Council for further inquiry.& -

’
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» Finally, Dmytro Solanych, a prominent local leader, spoke

_about politics. He noted that the political strength of Ukrainians in
the province was negligible, though they<formed over 7 per’ cent
of the population and were concentrated in speciffh areas. As

a méans of rectifying this s;tuation, he proposed forming a non-
aligned Ukrainian 'democratic party which would seek to elect |

' officials to the legislature outside the rubric of the Canadian.
party system.- ‘Some Ukrainian socialists in the audience objected
strongly to this proposal, saying that a 'democratic Ukrainian
party aiready existed (the Federation of Ukrainian Social Democrats)
and that there was no need for another one. The meeting immediately
collapsed into chaos. Order was not restored until long afterwards,

*

' 9
and Solanych's concept was never resolved.

- -

The meeting ended with the election of members and represen-'
tatives of a ﬂ!wly-formed National Council F Lemishks was chosen
as president, Svarich as secretary, and about two dozen individuals

-

as organizers for the various communities in the bloc district. .

. ‘ B ..

=

: However, once these representatives returned home, they lost the enthu-ﬁ;

»

siasm they had displayed at the convention.- The delegates from only
one: community, Myrnam, actually called a- followsup meeting in their
vicinity, formed a local branch of the Nationai Council and then

forwarded membership dues according to the organizing plan agreed ",:,_
s . e

o Jupon. It was a ciassic case of. the inability to sustain an 1nitiative at‘

- Tboth the grass-roots and co—ordinating level. Q The viche of
B .

Deceqber, 1909 thus failed to produce an immediate impact because

'of elementary’ organizational problems.A Still, it had not been

N
¢ B

.a completely futile'exercise, for.at least it;had established SOme;i

1

..



& .

B

first branch of tha Narodna Torhovlia in Vegreville later ‘that year,

-
(2%

guideposts" for further social development among the province s -

) . o

Ukrainians. Perhaps even more importantly, the viche cOnfirmed '

.

Svaric"s ideas. He seems to have interpretéd its reSults as a

mandate to proceed with his organizing activity along the lines he

had been developing. During the next fournyears he addressed the
questions of education, economic self—aid ahd political reprﬂgeﬁtationﬂ o

in a substantive manner,
A

Svarich approached the matter of economic self-aid first. He _ j//

’
/

/
called a public meeting in Vegreville for January 27 1910 ‘to discuss the

formation of a co-operative store, the Ruthenian National Trading .

’ Company (Narodna Torhovlia) , The prospects for success were very

good Five hundred people from every segment of the Ukrainian com—"
munity came to listen attentively as Svarich repeated the presentation .
he had given at ‘the December viche in Edmonton. As-weli, the local

®.
Ukfainian Catholic priest, Rev. Navkraty Kryzhnovsky, added a. strong
plea that peopIe not allow religiOus differences stand in the way of
establishing thi,s venture. The only stumbling block was a@chnical
detail' how shares would be sold and votes wouId be cast. After ‘a
protracted debate, a scheme for $25 00 shares with equal voting
privileges for -all shareholders was devised But because of a lack_
of knowledge about rudimentary business procedures, the majority of ,.5i
those present were still not clear about this scheme.__So, the Tor-
hovlia organizing proceeded\slower than might have been expected 2

[

Nevertheless, there was enough support for the idea to establish the,

It proved to be an immediate success, and soon other branches were



V<»was most concerned He’ recognized the potential of the public schools

S pupils. He noted his misgivings in a, 1etter to ‘the-V egrgville Observer,' '

. opened in Edmonton, Chipman, Innisfree, ‘and: Lamont.13m

.establish them), he wrot

:trustee for many years, and he turned his own home into an ed—

:fEnglish-Ukrainian bilingual education in the . provinqe that Svarich

B S —
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Educational matters were Svarich's second major concFrn. It

@

could'be said that he .was’. even obsessed by the idea that education,

~1n the formal or’ informal sense, was of paramount importance for the -~

,JUkrainian settlers ofé:lberta. Accordihgly, Svarich devoted much time,

‘,{}rds this. aim. He was instrumental in‘forming

et ST

engﬁgz, ang money

;.%everal reading clubs (even donating the books or property needed to .

"

“egular articles in the press which gave

f cational institute more than Once, be it to hold Ukrainian—language f‘

.

classes in mechanics and farm machinery operation or"Ew provide space

'.for a. Presbyterian mission school 14 B ) ' o . l;‘;“

However, it waf with the questiou of establishing effective

- as an agent for improving the lives of the childrsn of Ukrainian ’

“"immigrant settlers. Yet he also realized that unilingual English—

language education was not an effective means df educating such

e .4.7 it is impossible that out in the country among almost L
a solid mass of (Ukrainian) . settlers’ where -hey are Qabitueted
to the .use of the (Ukrainian) language "the children would, in
the brief 80-school days or so. for.a year ot two, gain much IR
_ knowledge of the Engligh’ language when all the rest of the time -
_they are ‘using the (Ukrainian), . , .where ot a single scholar o
is familiar with, English, a whole .térm may-be wasted’ before the - .
children make even a start in the comprehension of English o o ,15' .



‘In.other words..Svarich feltbthat 1f Ukrainian children:in Alberta -

were to receive a real education, Ukrainian—language instruction would )

:have to be a necessary part of this process. .At the same time he

realized it was eSsential for the students to 1earn the English lan-
.guage, and to be taught by qualified teachers. Consequently, he saw

a pedagogicallthOund system of bilingual education as the best means

-

of dealing with this situation, and_ persistently sought changes in

i

the province s educational structure to make this a reality - h teacher
i s

- training institute ‘a school organizer for the. bloc district, a-. tran-

fslation of the School Act into Ukrainian, and legislatidn permitting

u "Ukrainian—language education in the public schools.

" TheZe educational concerns had been expreseed publicly by

Svarich first in 1909 during the provincial election campaign and

»
at-the December vishe. The matter then lay dormant, though quiet

lobbying for it was carried on by Svarich 16 Svarich decided to bring

the matter out into the open once ‘more and called a meeting of Ukraid- -
" ]

. iﬁ?, ian school trustees for February 15; 1912 in;%egreville. The'95

. . .\‘\
—

truStees and 66 other dEIegates who attended passed resolutions similar

2

to_ those made in 1909 they then formed a provincial school council

i (shkil nyi soiuz) to foIlow up on these.17

s -

The council quickly began discussions with Alberta government
officials. On February 22 1912 it met briefly with C. R. Mitchell

TR Minister of Education.' This inconclusive discussion was followed by

- ,\_.

an exchange of correspondence with the minister, but again 10! commit- )
! ments were made. Mitchell then resigned from his position and was

replaced by J. Boyle, an MLA from Sturgeon, whom Svarich believed

- . . . . ¢

e



18 “". '

'»would be more faVOurably disposed to the Ukrainians demands. )

verfter Boyle s inarallation .as minister, the school committee once y

&

-
’

'more exchanged eorrespondence., This time, the minister seemed more

- -

.positive, stating that a school for foreigners was being planned

“

_Soon thereafter, an official announcement was made that such an in-

-

stitution would be opened soon.in Vegrevilie. 19

w08

v‘.'/ . -

Svarich was pleased with this announcement, although he had in

rfact been 0utmanoeuvered politically. First, the Liberals proposed

"English School for Foreigners .amounted to little more than a oentre

3

for remedial training.n Its intention was "not to conduct the teaching

- c >

in Ruthenian (Ukrainian), _but to take greater pains with the students.

Those‘finishing the program at the Vegreville school would not be

'qualified to teach They would have only the predrequisites to go: an

:to the Normal School in Calgary from which they could then acquire rec-

ognized certificgtion. The school council had been seeking a facility

,'similar to one set up. in Brandon. There subjects“Were taught both in ‘

English and Ukrainian, and - the program was geared towards producing

'fully—qualified bilingual teachers.liﬁecond, the Liberals in Alberta _»_

had already made up their minds to proceed with the school Well before

'the Ukrainians had increased their pressure for it. By the end of

January, 1912, they had introduced a motion in the legislature for a

$3 000 grant to fund it.20 Svarich and ‘the” cduncil had either missed

P
L]

this move completely or had been convinced that in light of Conser-

= vative opposition to ‘the motion, their best course of action would

be to reiterate their basic demand for a training facility. In

'

either case, the thrust in their demands was placed upon the estab-

1ishment of a training institute rather than upon its apecific

s ' : . . T
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character; F1na11y, by 1solat1ng the tra1n1ng -centre 1ssue, the

Cw,
'Alberta L1berals had managed elther to 1gnpre-the other Ukraln1an

v A

.’.

. a}

demands or to address them with half—measures.“ b111ngu§1 meachers fromiiil1

-

- LA .
Saskatchewan and Manltoba were alloyegd to tsach in’ the prov1nce, but

-
ARl

owlthout'Certlflcathnvfor'thelr‘qua11f1cat10ns (thex were 1ssued perm1ts
to«teach); a school;organizer was appointed (Theadore Nenlrskys;'but he
was a mostllnapproprlate pérson- for the job; and the questiqh of
changlng the provxnce 8 language leglslatlon was ignored completely. .
) Svarlch approached the”matter-of political actibn by giving a high

-profile to the idea that Ukrainians'should unite as a politlcaf force

in the province. hike‘manpvothef'capable, promising immigrants?

Svariﬂh hadnheen recruited into the ranks of the Liberal'party not long
\after hisiarrivalﬂln Canada 21 For years he served ig- Loyally and .

. 7 -

' helped to bang 1n almost sol1d blocs of Liberal votes from\Ukraxnian
.rldlngs in success1ve election campaigns. In.return,'Svarich seeured
certaxn concesslons for the bloc area -- roads, post_ offices, telegraph
offlces, and the 11ke.22 Eventually, Svarlch ‘began to feel that the
Liberals owed the Ukralnlans somethlng far more substantial for -
therr_conslstent support. After the 1909 electlon, ké?called'upon

his peoplelto prepare to run four candidates (presumably as Liberals) .
during the next provinclal eleotlon in the ridings where they constituted
a considerable elector31 force.23.He ﬁelt'that there was no reason why‘

o~

~the leeral government should not like and atcept the idea gracefully

In effect Svarlch was- "raising. the ante" for Ukralnlan pOlltlcal support.

Svarich felt so strongly about thls 1ssue that he serlously
nonsldered the p0331b111ty that Lf Ukralnlans could not~elect the1r

own people to the leg1slature as L1berals, then they should try to .



P

'elect‘themjas independents: He even suggested forming a Ukrainian

caucus in the 1egislature similar to the oaeyin the Austrian

parliament: -.

- T ?' .
Let us finally establish ourselves and sde’ 1f we
cannot form an independent Ruythenian (Ukrainian) de= -
mocratic party.. We could then cease being thf”pawns
of foreign parties and elect our own represent
who would form thefr own clfib in’ the legislat
-parliament.It would be wea initially;and thu
"to support whichever party. seeméd more favour:
"' -our people's interests. t then it could grqw.
. strength until they would have: to ‘deal with ug -
seriously.24 : R '

R | | ;
However, Svarich's posturing did not amount to op%n infidelity.

He could still be persuaded to work within the existing political
framework During the by—election in mid-1912 neﬁded to. install
J. Boyle ‘as, Minister of Education, Svarich campaigned on the
Liberals behalf for- weeks on ‘end in the belief that certain
educational concessions for Ukrainians would be gained by his
effort:s.z5 Nevertheless, Svarich's increasing isillusionment'
with the Liberals was expressed clearly in his rticulated mis—
'givings about their good faith towards their Uk ainian supporters.
r

‘ Svarich finally movedhxkgressively towards realizing the V

sorts of Ukrainian poliﬁical gAins that he had been advocating

" for several years, In conjunctiOn with a number of other pro-

minent Ukrainians in.thégﬁgovince, he called for a public

) s§ e
meeting (viche) to be efi in Vegreville on January 14, 1913,

. N :

. to discuss a Ukrainian skrategy for the fogthcoming elections. .

Because of, his ambiguous political loyalties at this time, onsx .

e

cannot be certain whether Svarich hoped to use the meeting to \3“‘.
. — . o a /



~.establish a Ukrainian Liberal caucus or to declare the Ukrainians

-independence from the traditional Canadian political parties.‘ Butn

N Ly

;this question is strictly academ%p, for the viohe set in motion a
O

chain of events which - eventually thwarted its original albeit

~unc1ear intentions. It also buried whatever ambition Svdrich may
-v) S

have had to become a kingpin in- the- Ukrainian community. 'g'

.
1L ) T PR
.. ‘f ¥y R . ..'.' . ‘ . . N
° e

The Vegreville viche of January 14 1913, represented

r

second major attempt to bring the province s Ukrainians in;o

‘/

'a!common front which would represent their interests. It differed;
from its predeceSSOr (the viche of Deeember 1909) in two im-

portant respects. First, the gatherigg had beenrorganiZed with .

),

previously ‘established objectives in mind, 80 more emphasis
could be devoted to the crucial question of organizing per se,’
,Sedond it was being held on the’ 8ve of a provinbial election,

S0 discussione about strengthening Ukrainians politically wete

"not wholly theoretical ' o '@ o

The viche: was. organized by Svarich and four other prominent
Ukrainians. Roman Kremar, Michael Gowda (Mykhailo Govda), Paul
(Pavlo) Rudyk and Gregory Kridkersky (dryhoryi Kraikivs'kyi)

The latter group, all from Edmonton, had Just returned from

&

a Winnipeg meeting concerning the very issue of Ukrainian'

participation in electoral politics.26' The ‘'i1dea of increasing

"Ukrainian political strength in Alberta had been discussed for

]

- several years, but it was only after a Redistribution Bill

which would increase the number of electotal seats in the

e



~ e

Alberta house from 41 to 56 and which would change existing
'f.constigpancy boundaries was introduced into the legiglature late {

HT? 1in 1912 that Ukrainiansufinally organized.- But now they also
.had to contend with ohvious gerrymandering*by the LiberaIs the ?"

» ’nkproposed electoral boundaries for the bloc area had minimized

the effective' ss of the Ukrainian.vote by concentrating it

."(

i¥:~ fin one riding ( itfo- ;and then splitting the remainder among

B three others.27 Ukrainian hopes for electing as. many as four
T MLAs diminished accordingly. The implications of the bill

-.“‘ 7 y - ‘ &

3 needed to’ ‘be cha%}enged directly. : ]fi_. L

1.

'll'two days of discussion, they decided to form a Narodnyi Komitet,.

. translatable in the same manner .as ifa predecessor, the National‘

Council., lts aims were:

- ’ - ) | . - 4

" ¥ -to assure,the proper development of the concerns' o ,
of Alberta's Ukrainians, which ‘would: necessarily
- require political organization and' the defence ,
. of -Ukrainian political righgs.. ~ co T
©2) . to represent. Alberta Ukrainians regardless'of '
- religious affiliation,’ . ST
3) to link up with éimilar boﬂies (not yet Y e R

u;'

o : tablished) in Saskatchewan and Manitoba in -‘ifﬁ'f}"i
N 4 order to form an. All-Canadian National ST
o - Council - e . G e NI
. S S . e

1£Krickersky, Gowda, Rudyk Kremar,.and Séarich were all elected

. »as executive officers, and Hggxgz (The News), Kremar s Edmpnton-

" based- newspaper, wis chosen as the organizatiOn 8 official organ..l
‘The-executive was’ granted a’ broad mandate in 1nterpreting what -
the council 8 program ahould be, although it was. directed

3

specifically to meet with the premier, A.L. Sifton, to discuss -

The viche itself wds-attended by about 200 people. After < V;”

(X

156



: '-insisted upon keeping the electoral bOundaries as they had de—‘y\u-

}changes to the electoral redistribution proposal 28 L }""-51‘”

v v

Despite what might have been a modest but hopeful begin— .

ning, the fledgeliug council was .soon faced with a number of .l

'serious problems.7 First, the legitimacy it would have-acquired

T (,‘ s

7. as a representative Ukrainian body from successful deglings'

v, -

’ ;with the govennment~never materialized The Alberta Liberals- :

lineated them, and they could easily withstand any political

".mgscle the Ukrainians could muster. When the National Council “_~

——

e
R L

i executive met with Sifton ort January 21, ‘its petition was | ;.-

categoricaIly rejected 29 Second, the council's 1eading figures\

Svarich and Kremar, were - beqoming increasingly antagonistic to -

2

‘oné another.~ Svarich was critical of Kremar s alleged lack of 'Z'

‘ tact and complete disregard for legal procedures, citing Kremar s

Qo Ty
~attempts to ram through a ready-made slate of executive offieers ,

- . - <

.,

' Kremar was more than willing to assume the role of. community

) spokesperson unilater811Y, and he dismissed Svarich's misgivings‘-

9%

. as nothing more than the snipes of a Liberal hireling.39 Finally,

e

-the council had its own, Ukrainian opponents. It had failed to

gain .the’ support of the Catholic camp’ (which saw it as little’

CIN

.'more than a Liberal front) and 1t had ‘to deal with open attacks

by local Russophiles.3‘ (Russophilism 'was another curr;ht of

thought which had crossed the dcedn with'Ukrainian immigrants ) :Qv

Ultimately the c0uncil faced an even more fundamental

"problem.- the opposition of English—Canadian society in general

NN

';and resolutions at- the January viche as a prime example. In turn,, .

’

o 5T



, . . R 3 : o
NQto the notion of special "rights" for Ukrainian settléga and

;its hostility to any person attempting to represent Ukrainian f

- interests Qer se in the political arena. The council had been ‘ f‘.'

3

iestablished to defend such Ukrainian political rights as

. bilingual English—Ukrainian education. -yoreover, by_its form;'
'ation, the council raised the possibility'that a~number of' o
Ukrainians who strongly supported thé cause of bilingual ed-iig‘.
.""ucation might bevelected to the legislature,-where they could'
‘.jmake their demands felt Tore . effeccively._ Such posturiqg waa

.diametrically opposed to. the ideas of most English-Canadians,:

"-_Tparticularly in regard to- bilinguai education. Public schools

.

were an agency of socialization striving to assimilate (or

;;Canadianize) the "children of the foreign—born" by enforcing

L a unilingual English mold to their education. They were not .

; N
'.to allow Ukrainians to perpetuate their distinct identity and

r:their OWn language. It follows, then, that Canadian society

was opposed philosophically to the election of public officials

;who would represent Ukrainian interssts in general and bilingual L

-

education in particular.3z

. o .'-'.r-
~ ,.1 -

Almost immediately after the National Council’s formation,-

the forces working against its success convergeq simultaneously.

The Russophiles (whe will be dealt with at length shortly) launched

an all-out effort to discredit the Council in order to establish

themselve. as the rkpresentative party of Ukrainian interesg in

A
Alberta, the National Council executive responded very weak
| .

this challenge becayse of poor co-ordination and internal division'

and Ukraiﬁian Catho ics did not come to the Council'a aid because

- 58



of their mipgivings about 1t. Predictably, the National Co

IS . ’

quickly collapsed in all but\name.. In its wake the Liberals

L

‘.f abandonéd*Svarich as the recognized spokesman for Ukrainian .

intereStsp

oV . Yoo - Lo

7',;. . The opening salvo in this course of events had come shortly

; i: ’after the National Council's unsuccessful meeting with the Premier.

:_:

on January 22 Thousands of anonymous pamphlets claiming that

N the Council's leading figugis were Conservative hirelings who
[ )

who had agreed to deliver the Ukrainian vote in return for a

,‘\“‘J p

¢ -

- clow price on 50 000 acreb of crown land in the Peace River area

appeared throughout the Ukrainian bloc district. Then, a grOup ';j,

a
-

E of Russophiles announced its own mass meeting of Ukrainians to

be held in Mundare on February 10. 33- The legitimacy of the

council had been challenged even before it had had a. chance to

establish itself . _ . :;' e L o '

In order to counter these unfounded charges of profiteering

M ~

_ and to rérssert its authority, the NatiOnal Council anmnounced -

.that its own mass meeting would be held on February 7 in Chipman.4
This turned out -to be an absolute debacle., Krickersky, the
‘ president, codld not . be there, Kremar missed his train from

Edmonton, and the Russophiles showed.up in’ full force and effec-

tively took over- the viche. The existing coﬁncil was cashiered SR

-

"and a new one’ formed consisting of "individuals who are honest -
anq reliable to the people s gUhrainians ) Cause. At the same‘
time a very flattering letter "approving the Sifton ac inist;ation" 1

was’ sent to, the Alberta government and it was decided t
4 .

’



',delegation should approach the Premier to see "if the governmen&-

w0u1d accept a ﬁkra ian qgndidate into the Liberal party " The L -

Russophiles meet g in Hundhre on February 10 confirmed the H‘;

: events which had taken place in Chipman. Kremar‘attended this -

"gathering in a 'esperate attempt to recoup the loss of the council,

(o

-buc his efforts failed completely,34

: When the smoke had settled from this series of rallies,-

=4

Svarich resigned from the National q.'ncil executive because he

'

.'now saw that a non—sectarian Ukrainian-Canadian political organ-
ization was not viable. CSti1l, he did not abanddn the ,mnotion
that Ukrainians should attempt to. field candidatgﬁ)during the -
next provincial election. aHe eVen drew.up a list of likely ' .

Tprospects which included the members of the NationaL~Council'

lexecutive - Kremar, Krickersky, Gowda and Rudyk -~ as well

as Andrew Shandro, a well- to—do farmer from the Whitford district

*

‘who had been the head of the Ukrainian school committee;35>\‘

."'Svarich failed to realize, however, o that with the collapse of

v

hthe National Council his role asg a mediator between the Ukrainien
, "

' community and- the Liberal party had suffered a major setback' he

had been abandoned by the Liberals as: the recognized spokes—

‘person for Ukrainian interests in fah ur of Andrew Shandro. In

turn, Shandro who had recenﬁly gained the Russophiles backtng

"c0u1d“look forward ,to almost certain Liberal homination and election.

in the Whitford constituency, where he had influential connections

‘through his extensive family ties.

. . o, L
R ¢ - .,
i o ' .
(I . A e
» . .

v ’
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This turnfabout represented a conscious decision on the
part of ‘the Liberals to recognize, or accept, one group over

another as the legitimate voi€e of Ukrainian aspirations. Yet,

- . >

some key'Quéstions concerning it, namely how did it come about
¢

and what were the Liberals motives in this move, cannot be

* d

answered with complete certainty‘because of ‘the fragmentary nature
of ‘the existing evidence. Nevertheless,-certain reasonable

specukatiops,abOut this  matter can be, made.

Russian Orthodox missionarieﬁlhad been visiting the Ukrainian

bloc district in Alberta since before the turn of the century,
[5.} :
. establishing churches and generally attempting to expand their

influence .over the settlers. In the SOmewhat chaotic conditions of

o thewtimesi‘when Ukrainian communities often were lacking their
[

owm priests to administer to their religious needs, they -enjoyed

some success.3. *Thﬁs was partiCularly true among Uk,hinian
settlers-from Bukovina, who had been Orthodox rather than Catholic .

in the 0ld Country° It is reasonable to assume that on the basis &\\\

of this common religious affiliation Russian Orthodox missionaries 1. \\

~

could have convinced Shandro, who was from Bukovina, that ‘he was a

7 Russian, not a Ukrainian, and that he. should support them.37

- R 4 v T

At the-same time,.the'missionaries also sought influence in
'g0vernment circles.: It is very possible - perhaps even very
likely - that they presented themselves to the Liberals as the ‘f
'true 1eaders of the Ukrainian people, or at least better repre- |

sentatives than the ones they had been dealing with, _Theiri

offer could not but look tempting to the Liberals; the
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".Russophiles claimed that the Rﬁthenians (Ukrainians) were not‘

- a separate people, but a sub-section of the RussianS' they had :N<
;absolutely no educational demands - in fact, they even’ Supported
'.unilingual education, and they were not as politically volatile‘
.as the Ukrainians, asking probably only for Shandro s election .
‘and funding for 'a newspaper. In effect, they offered to solve.
‘the growing "Ukrainian problem"‘\which faced the Liberals for B

a meagre price. ‘The Liberals, in turn, Were hardly well versed
in the complexities of-Ukrainian history. The%'might well have'
believed dhat the Russophiles had told them -- at least it did

‘not contradict anything they may have wanted to believe. As a.’

final consideration, there was no reason to hmlieve that the ) ' >

Russophiles could not delive? the "Ruthenian vote" while keeping

a 1id on the school question. Within these parameters, the

. . .
Y] Lo L ‘ - e

two parties came to an accord . L e - o

With the National Council in shambles, the ' possibility of: i .

R

a co—ordinated Ukrainian‘ﬁgﬁnter-offensiVe to the Russophiles". v

actions seemed unlikely. For Svarich personally, it was an

impossibility. A series of personal attacks on him had caused '
.a serious decline in his credibility, especially ad'hg those
in the Ukrainian Catholic camp. First, the Vegreville English

' School for Foreigners with which Svarich was closely identified

'

- was criticized for being assimilationist -and anti-Catholic

‘almost from the day of . its opening in February, : 1913.. Svarich

\

was. criticized for his role in its establishment, ‘and for good

measure, he was’ also charged with having profithmotivated B

interests behind his efforts.38 Second, Svarich/was criticized
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v

'n,

for being overbearing in his role with the Narodna\Torhovlia,

. especially after the controversial dismissal of a branch manager
V. Kyryliuk early in 1913 39 Finally, since 1ate 1912 a grow*

ing number of anonymous poison-pen letters had appeared in the

Ukrainian Catholic newspaper, Kanadyis kzi Rusyn (The Canadian‘

Ruthenian), attacking Svaricb—for his past Liberal and Presbyterian .

+

affiliations. Initially editorial judgement on this mattet.was

e

B deolined But after Svarich wrote a. somewhat tactleSS rebuttal
. to his critics in the Presbyterian-backed Ranok CThe Dawn),.
; Kanadyis kyi Rusyn condemned him for having gone finto the Bervice

of ‘those traitors and_Janissaries. 49, The most concrete action

Ukrainians could muster accordingly, was a series of strongly— g

E
'

worded attacks against the Russophilés in Nogxgz Kremar 8.

new paper. S _ ',.‘ 'j- - Co L
‘NeVertheless, the idea of putting one or more of ;heir wnﬁ‘

into office was still very‘much in~ the minds of Ukrainians. When

'a provincial election wae finally called‘fot April 11, serious:

consideration was given to nominating candidates in various |

‘ ;“ridings and a truce among the warring Ukrainian factions was

called for by Kremar.41 Shandro easily'won the Liberal nomination-

in Whitford although by this time, many Ukrainians had rejected

."jthe idea that he was one of | "theirs" N6 even went so_ far asgﬁ
: __!XEZ

‘to state t:hatlr hi's true lineage Was Rumanian) In ot—her Liberal
contests, Ukrainians failed to run any nominee except a dark
' fhorse in Vegreville, Hryhorii Hykhailyshyn, who lost by a. very

- wide margin,az- This left any hope of nominating a "truly Ukrainian" .
L s



candidate With‘the'COnservatives.» Upon KremAr's recommendation,f'
- a concerted attempt was made to nominate Peter\KulmatYCky (Petro
AKol matyts'kyi), a prominent local Catholic 1e§der, in the
Vegreville riding.43 e : | / M

About 200 Ukrainians packed the Vegrevilla town ha1l

March 31 .to nominate Kulmatycky as their Conservative candidate,

'Since there were only about 60 non—Ukrainians present, their

’

'chances seemed certain. Howaver, thex.were butmanoeuvered.

motion was raised to strike a coﬁmittee which would nominate ‘th

partf's candidate. the Ukrainians in - the dall -lacking any pro-~ .

K ficiency in the English 1anguage, voted blindly in favour of

:it. The committee which was. established_eOnsisted of only three

Ukrainians and eight non—Ukrainians., After an hour of'deliberation E

o it returned to announce that F,A. Horrison, a local 1awyer, would

be the Conservative candidate for ﬂhe Vegreville riding. The

‘ Ukrainians wére outraged Many stood up and shouted ‘for an

h open vote while others stormed out of the hall in disgust. One - .

"~ -

“tenterprising delegate from" Innisfree, A, Zygmant, decided enough
'.was enough, sprang out of his chair, grabbed the register from

'the front of the hail, and started to flee.' The convention sec—

retary and the town constable were hot in pursuits’ Before he

1eft the "hall, Zygmant turned, swore at his pursuers, and threw

the register at them. This was the spark needed to start a melee.,

A brawl between the Ukrainian and non—Ukrainian delegates broke

out, lasting up to an hour and spilling out onto the street

' *After it had been cleared up, a warrant for zygmant L arreat vas -

issued
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: .The Ukrainians reconvened in the marketplace where Kulmatycky,‘V‘

N~ R ("

Svarich, and others made a number of speeches. They decided

that the “shameful actions" and buse of the English "chauvinists".

=

-

had 1eft them no recourse but to form their own Independent

Ruthenian Party (Rus ka SamoStiina Partiia) Svarich was nominated

2: as its candidate in ‘the- Vegreville riding. Others were 1ater

:ﬁdund for the‘§urrounding constituencies: Rudyk in Whitford, .
» 'ZR‘,. C -

Gowda in Victoria, and Krickersky in Vermillion. An organiza—
) tibnal committee headed by Kulmatycky was formed and‘$600.00

was collected for Svarich's campaign ($500.00 from_the’candida
. . -
himself). An additional $28.50 was collected for Zygmant's

b - | :

defense.

"The . independent Ukrainian candidates ran enthusiastic cam-*,

4

paigns but considering their 1imited appeal to. the non—Ukrainian
* electorate, it ig not surprising that none of them Wefe elected

* Svarich confidently proclaimed that’ he would get the entire

Ukrainian vo;e and also-a portion of the English one, He did

well enough losing to his Ukrainian—speaking Liberal opponent,

Joe McCallum, by a margin of 812 to 544, that the pro-Liberal’
';' Observer admitted its surprise with, his respectable showing.
Rudyk financed a large campaign out of his own pocket.' He eveny”
brought in T. D Ferley, a prominent Ukrainian leader from winnipeg,
to campaign on-his behalf In the end, he lost to Shandro by o
.a margin of 499 -to 312.° Gowda and Krickersky ran less extensive
campaigns, and polled poorly in their respective ridings.l"5

The most. enthusiatic campaigner for the Ukrainian cause " R

was not . even a candidate. It.yas-Kremar, who threw the full'

K
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_ weight of Noyyny behind the Ukrainian upstarts. fHe’saw this

so-called Mrevolt" in a very positive light. It was a sure.sign
of the Ukrainians improved self-esteem., Instead of sitting by
passively or waiting for party heelers to hand out cig:rs and
whiskey, ‘they were taking their” own destiny into their- hands. ‘By
defending their own interests in this bold way, .they had vittually
been "reborn". 46 ! - .

In the final analysis, these efforts.were somewhat quixotic.

The Ukrainians faced an impossible task The well-oiled traditional

Canadian polittcal machines were in a differentvleagne."The

Ukrainians had neither the fupds nor the political "savvy" to

c0mpete against these "Engliﬁh" parties - especially the Liberals, who
had cultivated the immigrant vote carefully for many years. As

well Ukrainians took on this formidable challenge while deeply
divided The Russophiles, acting virtually as’ Liberal Surrogates,_
were sure to split the Ukrainian vote, and the Catholics did not -
support the Independent candidates. If anything, the actions of

VL

the independent Ukrainian candidates can be seen as a- measure of

' Ukrainian~desperation, and the most surprising aspect of their

campaigns was that they actually recedved the amount of support

‘they did,

Y g

III

The Ukrainian insurgency durinp the 1913 prbvincial elections

N ,.,1"

~set in motion a new wave of troubles in the bloc district. The

Liberals were convinced that a number of allegedly pro-Conservative

-~

‘
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o Ukrainian school teachers \who had recently come to Alberta from.

. ,:") . . v ' =
Manitoba, had been at the root of the unrest. Consequently, they

took retribution by cancelling p;rmits for ‘about a dozen Ukrainian
teachers on the grownds that the 1acked the necessary formal
qualifications needed for theilr positions.l‘7

) . AN
The Liberals were quite wit n,their legal rights to dismisa

them because the teachers were n qualified‘in a technical sd‘ﬁii

They-were in the province on spec permits granted by éﬁe\

Department of Education, and none'h completed the. requirements
needed. for full professional certific ti n‘in Alberta, However

the Liberal action hardly took into account the reality of the
educational situation among the Ukrainians. First, there were no
‘fully—qualified Ukrainian teachefs in the province, In fact, there
‘was a shortage of qualified teachers generally, and very few
accredited "English" teachers were willing to venture into the
"foreign" districts in search of employment. Second, although the,
Ukraintfan teachers' pedagogical competence may have been question-
bable, and their knowledge of the English language sometimes sparse
and invariably "faulty in idiomaticvexpression, they could at
least communicate easily with their charges, and they were more
than qualified to teach the elementary grades (which would be the
limit o% the education received by the majority of their pupils).f
Moreover, the~4eeehers were usually'Well liked and respected by

the communities in which they taught.48 Therefore, the Liberals’
ill~considered action was hardly 1likely to be well received. .
Ukrainian school districts:responded to the situation with

-

varying degrees .of resistance. Some refused outright to replace'\

aliac ot



their'"own acher.with a-'"qualified" (English) one. They would
then be visi d by the Department of Edycation's Supervisor of

.Foreign Schools, Rdbert Fletcher who made it clear that 1f the

>

schoal board.did-not~relieve the unqualified" teacher of his

. position, it would be cashiered and replaced by a single trustee

L4

i (usually,Fletcher himself) : This usually sufficed to assure the’

'581

reluctant co-operatipp of the local school trustees.at least N

temporarily., But once Fletcher had left, there was ‘no specific

-
K l

e legislation to preVent the school trustees from re-hiring their_

own. teacher or hiring.another 'unqualified" Ukrainian teacher.
Three school districts, Vladymir Knear Mundare), Kolomea (also
near Mundare), and Lwiw (near Lamont) refused to meet Fletcher s
demand that they replace their‘teacher and were promptly put “
under his trusteeship. . Their appeals to the Department of
Education for a reversal of this action were rejected, and even— )
tually.they were forced to comply with the new state of affair's.49
Fletcher met his most serious opposition in the Bukowina
school district north of Vegreville. As in the case of the Vladymir
Kolomes, and Lwiw S.D. 8, the Bukowina school board had refused to
comply with Fletcher 8 ordinance, so the school district was put
under his trusteeship. Fletcher immediately hired a fully—qualified
teacher, a certain Mr, Armstrong, vho assumed his duties, but in

an empty classroom. The "English" teacher was being boycotted

P . K

-

At the same time, the Bukowina ratepayers built their own private
' School right beside thE\pne where Armstrong was spending his

{ A -
-solitary days. - When it was completed, they staffed it with their

-
| "\V>.
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g
forner'teacher, William CZumer‘(vasyl'-Chumer) ACzumer‘waS‘one of

the out-of-province teachers who had “raided" Alberta.‘ He was

also guilty of having been the official agent for Rudyk's eleotion

&

-

campaign in'Whitford But because of a quirk in the existing
education legislation, Czumer could not- be ousted from his position
) a~J50
as'a private schooJ teacher by legal ‘means,

The recalcitrance of the Ukrainian school districts in
general and the Bukowina district in particuIar,,prompted‘a de-

;clafation of war by the Department'of EducaﬁiOh. On August 19

1913, both the Edmonton Bulletin and the Edmonton Journal carried

front-page‘stories about Education Minister J. Boyle s resolve//

to 'see the matter through to the end He promised in no uncertain

. terms that vigorous measures’ would ‘be- adoptedeto ensure an "English

education"” for ' children of foreign- parents“ because Alberta was,_

after all, "an English province .51 Inlother words; Boyle promised

to SOlve_the school quéstion ihcAdberta oncefand forfall.
.A'confrontation,oﬁwthis kind’vas inevitable; UErainians in

Alberta had been seeking educational concessions&from.the Liberals

<

~ for years. No attempt was made to mask their desire to have .
. ' “~
' Jbilingual schools in -the province along the 1ines of those which

 existed in Manitoba. Meanwhile, the Liberals had been - playing/\

pnrlitics with them by promising nothing too specific while de—

&
1ivering hardly anything at 'all. However, the Ukrainians had -
\ ,

persisted with their demands until’ they finally forced the Libsrals

to' 'show thejr hand" and to be very specific about’ the: type of

.

educat ion wbioh would be allowed for the provinﬁﬁ 8 Ukrainians.

69
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To understand the significance of the events which followed,
. N 5 '
one must realize that the education of “foreigners" was not- just

.a pedagogical question, but also a social and political concern.fl
7A-At no time,had Ukrainians in Alberta denied the desire that their {
.'-children legrn the English language. The eduqational demands theyu‘
;?put forWard did not call for unilingual Ukrainian instruction in

fschools, but for the means to establish a system of" bilingual
: 5

"_'education by qualified teachers‘ Nevertheless, the rallying cry .
. of the variOus forces in favour of enforcing unilingual English

education was that Ukrainian children in Alberta would grow up’

S .

unable to speak a word of English if 'a y Ukrainian-language
‘ edncation were'allowed,in the province.52 English Canadians did s -
nnot wish the children of Ukrainian immigrants to be fluent in

' their.ancestral tongue»because they believed that this.wouldh . -0,

‘ impede theirmassimilationfinto Canadian society. The question L

'dof their edutation per se was only a secondary concern. This
AN 0 - :
: observation is strengthened by the fsct that at the same time
' %

i
that the school question was - coming ‘to a head in Alberta, a

reform campaign calling for the abolition of bilingual schools
on the ground that they were pedagogically unsound and ineffec—

tivg in teaching "foreign children the English 1anguage had

begun in Mhnitoba%53 There tOO. the question of edncation Eer 8e -

was subordinated to thé perceived need to effectively "Canadianize

— .

the "children of the foreign-born Ultimately, the host society
‘could dictate its desires quite forthrightly because Ukrainians were

':almost defenceless in the face of its complete monopoly of political

-
T

. power .
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Nevertheless, bilingual education was a crucial social and
national concern for Ukrainians.v They knew that without any

f_instruction in their own language, Ukrainian children would

0

_Areceive an inferior education. At the height of the school
question, Egzynx noted:gl
In those schools where there are, English
: teachers, our children gain neither .a moral train-
ing nor any real knowledge. . They waste ‘entire
‘years  learning several ‘hundred English’words and
-nothing else, '
-This is not schooling' This is a mockery of
it" These sorts of schools will produce only .
" moral and: spiritual cripples! Teaching a child =
how t6 speak with an English accent does - ‘not con- '
stitute an education! Does a parrot benefit from
‘the ability to recite several hnndred words in
English? ' Neither do our children benefit from )
'mindlessly learning to say a. numbé&r of English ‘
words 4_'7' T N
- - v
. : - B
Ukrainians also realized that without knpwledge of their own

A

Jnlanguage, their integrity as a grOup would be compromised A
'cartOOn from ggyyny "The Role of ‘Schools According to the Liberals
way of Thinking“,illustrates this point.‘r’,.5 A young Ukrainian
pupil 1is shown going to a pharmicist (J hoyle) for a bottle of

aknowledge. Instead he is handed an English tongue and\a ilask

© full of assimilation. Behind the boy stands a death figure. ‘rf”he

- takes the prescription given to him, he will be lost to his
ﬁpeople - metaphoric national death ',;

\ Despite the strength of the Ukrainians .caset(in;abatraCt.

terms). the outco-e of the/SCh901 Question v,wouldcbe.determined

' pslitically,_b As noted earlIer Ukrainians stood’ little chance of

victory. The Liberals were adamant about the need for unilingual

TN



educatlon, and the Conservatlves would‘back them on thls 1ssue. Ihev
mass of publlc oplnlon in Alberta gis w1th them. Moreovér' they 'h “:fn
could p01nt to a promlnent Ruthen1an" like Andrew Shandro and - sav

that Ukralnlans themselves did not w1sh b111ngua1 educatzon. The

‘pro—leeral Ukraxnlan-language newspaper, Kanadyls'kyl farmer, aped

"the L1bera1 party 11ne wh1ch clalmed that the- entlre controversy was:
Only about the qua11f1cat10ns of the Ukralnaan teachers.) The B
: Russophlles also joined the ranks of Boyle 8 supporters. In fact, they
even staged a rally néar Edmonton to proclalm their sat1sfact10n w1th
‘the Alberta schools and to assurevthe government that "only a few
Ukrainians were opposed to its actlons.56 Agalnst such a formldable
"array of opponents, the dkralnlans strength was meagre. Kremar,
JNogznz, Svar1ch a few Ukra1n1an-1anguage newspapers, a dozen dlsmlssed.
'school teachere, and a weakly—organized pub11c which had .not even:
managed to elect .a s1ngle representat1Ve of 1ts "own " to the
leglslature.d. ’_\ ‘ '~Cﬂ}. _f_"..ii,f

Kremar spearheaded a pa381onate defence of the blllnéual teaChers
and the cauge ‘of Engllsh-Ukralnlan b111ngua1 educatlon in Nogz z. .He
.was also 1nstrumental in forming a: fourteen—member Commlttee for- )

Natlve Language Schools in Alberta (Komltet R1dnol;¢Shkoly v Al' bert1)

The comm1ttee sponsored speaklng tours about thls matter and 1obb1ed

L the Alberta government to: change 1ts stand on the schoo} questlon.
'Svarlch too, protested the actlons of theAL1berals,.but he d1d not
'301n the langnage defence commlttee - probably beéause of outstandlng

dszerences w1th the tempestuous Kremar.



arguments. Kremar also tended to take con51derable liberty in -

‘“hav;ng done so.58 Thls sort of 1nflght1ng, however was only a

Ironlcally, the very 1ntensity of- Kremar s defence of the .

vblllngual cause 1n Alberta worked agalnst 1t 1n the long run. EE!ZEX

.vhad become 80 vocxferous and ant1—L1bera1 that it was belng dlsmlssed

a Conservat1ve broadsheet. The paper s seemlngly pro—Conservatlve

posture became even more pronounced towards the end of 1913 when 1t

i;started p01nt1ng regularly to- the b111ngual educatlon 31tuatlon in

Manltoba under the Roblln Conservatlves as an 1dea1 wh11e 1gnor1ng

the fact that it was part1san polltlcs and not any speclflc concern

A

for the welfare of Ukralnlan students Whlch was responSLble for that

. state of affalrs ST Thls perceptlon ‘hurt the cred1b111ty of No n

.

i1

.interpreting-thlngs. For example when census f1gures released for .

1911 showed a much IOWer number of Ukralnlans ‘than there actually were "

in the country, No!znz took great: offence. It attrlbuted thls -

. to a plot concocted by the English to downplay the strength of

v.Ukra1n1ans rather than to 'a more. plauslble reason such as the

-

1neff1c1ency wrth whlch res_had been gathered; part;cularly in”

lved.. Such’ fadx pas served only B

to dxscredlt Novyny's leg1t1mate ar uments and to 1solate people 11ke
__XX~Z g

‘Svarlch who would p01nt them out in. good falth and be attacked for

~sideline to the main contest.

‘ In October 1913 the leerﬁls added a pa1r of sub-sectlons to

the School Act, whlch made it a summary offence for a person to teach |
/

in an Alberta school w1thout a valid certlflcate. Thls closed the

loophole whlcy had allowed_Ukrainlan teachers eJected from one school

/
'

-



to. move on to_.another wlthout fear of retr1but10n.' It,als? made ‘
Czumer s employment 1llega1 Armed w1th th1s b1g new st1ck Fletcher R
N 5 . “ . :
moved in on the Bukowxna 51tuat10n. ? He ordered the ex—treasurer

.of the. school board to stop collectlng taxes to pay the unquallfledq,
- // . .

Czumer and demanded that "f1ve of the lead1ng belllgerents .pay .

their taxes.dlrectly ‘to hlmkﬂlthln ten days ‘under 'the threat of
Eeizure; None of the latter complied'with:Fletcher's ultimatum‘-‘On

R}

‘December 15, a horse was seized from each of them. After obtalnlng

legal counsel, the five dec1ded flnally to submlt to the superv1sor $™
will. leewlse,.the ex—treasurer-handed_oven the funds he had,collected;

#s well as the school's f%gdﬁcial'reeords. Fletcher poured over
" these carefully and d1scovered that Czumer had recelved $65. 00 1n

salary four days after the Bukowlna district_ had gone into trusteeshlp.
Fletcher promptly '1n1txated a court actlon to recover th1s amount

.

from the ex—treasurer.' He was successful, even thpugh the pres1d1ng
B “Judgeilndlcated whlle pas31ng Judgement that the Department had
carried the day only'befause of_the letter of theglay.

| For alllintents-and¥purposee,’thie-meant the_end‘ofignélishe
Ukrainian'bilingual~education:in“Alhertaauntil the.l97031.lThe_
Ukra1n1ans had been~soundly defeated | Their defence camoaign,]nowv
'w1thout a focal 501nt, soon d1ssxpated. OnlyﬁKremar refueed to let

the 1ssue dle.-ﬂHe ran in a March 1915 by-elect1on in the Wh1tford s

r1d1ng a alnst Andrew Shandro (the 1913 dec1510n had been 1nval1dated .

becauee £ gross procedural 1rregular1txes) largely on the school ..

He lost by 211 votes, 683 to 472, 60'-‘~'1‘.he<l.i.bera1 press . .,i'

" question|
lost noi_xme 1n crow1ng over h1s defeat, proc1a1m1ng that the electxon
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. w1§h1ng to state publlcly "that the oppos1tlon is one in supportxng -

Gaan SRR S

had proven once and for a11 that "the Ruthenlans themselves do not

want b111ngua1 schools. . The Conservatlves, under whose banner

v

Kremar nomlnally had- been runnlng, wasted no time in d1sown1ng “him.

4 On March 16, they stated 1n the 1eglsIAture that they dlsclalmed

a11 sympathy with any candldate -who . is opposed to the. present

. educatlonal system of Alberta. ‘ Two weeks later, the Conservatlves

1ntroduced a resolutxon agaxnst bxllngual educatlon 1nto the house,.

the pollcy of the government:and the M1nxster of Educat1on on thlS'

questlon. nél. It passed unanlmously, driving the last na11.1nto the
)

coffin of b111ngual educatlon in’ the praovince. .
B v o ;

The economic;~pblitical and educational initiatives of the.
¢ A ‘ . . . ¢

' Ukralnlan movement”&md not die out altogethet though the latter tvo

'were set back greatlyg The Narodna Torholea cont;nued operatlng

——

successfully until it went bankrupt 1n 1921 because of an overly— o

amb1t10us plan to expand its operatlons.b Ukralnlan hopes for polltiCal'b
representatlon could bounce back to a degree because the concenttatlon
of Ukralnlans in the’ bloc dlstr1ct made 1t only '’ matter of . txme

before they would elect one of the1r "own" to the 1eg1slature. 'The
., ' o

events of 1913 however, demonstrated clearly that Ukralnlans hed not

been granted pof”tlcal rights per se —-— such as representat1on in

\ RS

1eg1slat1ve bodles - but that they would have to\flght for them tooth

. a

and na11. Thls lesson was drlven home eVen more profoundly dur1ng the

- Flrst World War, when Ukra1n1ans were branded a& enemy al1ens wlthout

Just~cause 'and'dxsenfranch1sed. Fxnally, the cause, of b111ngual



’

.

t. a poSs1b111ty agaln untxl the 19608 because they knew it had no chance

N

B J

1

! A

whatsoever of ‘being accepted

More modest educat1ona1 act1v1t1es

were undertaken: holdxng Ukrarnlan language classes outs1de regular

N

school hours, malntalnlng re31dences for Ukralnlan studeﬂts in Edmonton, {

v

and so. forth Wlthln a few years, a new. wave of Ukralnlan teachers
with’ full profe831ona1 certlfrcatloh appeared on the scene,‘although
thelr classes were heid in Engllsh only. They often took over the*
functronsﬁof the ear}rer b111ngua1_teachers.asacommunrty organlzersf
and cultural.activiétsrl '.ii. : L ' ‘ \\ \ '

Stiil the setbacks sufferéd by Ukraxnlans throughout 1913 1n

thelr educatlonal and pol1tical ambltlons d1d mark a fa11ure to

“adapt- tey elements of the1r Old/World popu11sm to New World condltlons._ﬁJ

(.

Moreover, the 11ke11hood oﬁ 1mp1ement1ng a popu11st program among

kaalnlans in Alberta}along 01d World lines became 1ncre851ngly

'unl1ke1y after 1913. The precedent of fallure 1oomed large on the »"

horlzon,. the: nqt1v1sm fostered by the F1rst World War put Ukralnlans

" in Canada 1n a very defenslve p091t10n v1s-a—v1s any notlon of group -

rlghts' and an 1nterna1 rellglous controversy (resu1t1ng in the

formatxon of the Ukralnlan Greek Orthodox Churcb"f Canada in- 1918)

pre-occupled and polarlzed the communlty to such an extent that

N

6 .
non—sectar1an repreaentatlon became 1mposslb1e. 2 As well "the events

o surround1ng the Ukralnlan Revolut1on and the subsequent falluré to

.

establlsh b "ly-1ndependent Ukralnlan state had an undenxable effect

on the outlook of many Ukralnlan commun1ty leaders in. Canada str1ct1y

natronallstlc concerns were now usually gzvéh a hlgher prxorxty over;

T

76

' educatron was defeated thoroughly Ukralnlans mnuld.not ralse it as -

o
4



soc1a1 ones, whereas the concept of nat10na1 pOpullsm (narodovstvo)

: drd not really d1fferentxate between the two.63d

Several reasons for thls 1n1t1a1 fa11ure may be clted First
) L
_and foremost was the open hostlllty of the host (Canadlan) soclety

to the\idea that Ukralnxans should retaln --in whole or in part -~ a

separate 1dent1ty. Consequently, Ukrainians were-denled a voice in

]

' determlnlng thejtype of education kand teaChers) they desired for
their children.“ Furthermore, they were excluded - not in theory but

in practlce - from a share of the polltlcal power of Canad1an socxety
N

with' which. they could voice their concerns Second was the fact that

v,

Ukralnrans themselves were in. no pos1t10n to reslst these anurs1ons

4

'of the1r theoret1ca1 rlghts effectlvely The faotlonalxsm whlch had

.

developed among the xmmlgrant commun1ty durlng 1ts early years in B
4ﬂCanada prov1ded a maJor obstacle to effective organlzatlonal work 64

"leew1se, %he Ukr81n1an-Canad1an leadershlp faced multlple tasks to
perform 31mu1taneously, often wrth nelther the experlence ‘nor the
'.educatloﬁ’to handle mauy of these. '

Flnally, there were material .-bases whlch elther modnfled the

\

~ Calxclan experxence of Ukra1n1ans'or made it erelevant in the
.NewaWorld;"Although:they had‘settiedain a fairly 1arge and compact
' <bloc area, Ukralnlans were 1mmlgrants who.cOuld not clalm a spec1f1c
= -terrltorlallty lxke, for’exampLe the Quebec01s could. - They could not S

claim. that the area they lnhablted was their "own" through the fact of

hlstory as they could in Gallcla,‘ Thls weakened thelr case for such

spec1f1c group rlghts as. b111ngual educatxon,- As’ Well it probably

'weakened thelr resolve to pursue this matter as fervently as they

'n

’
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A

’A.' v

-f.would havedin.Galiciai Many Ukra1n1ans wonld agree that they were

;ﬂlmmlgrants and that they should follow the norms of the soc1ety 1nto

whlch they were enterlng The Ukralnlan 1mm1grant s1tuat1on was also

N

‘ mod1f1ed by the fact that the materlal prosperlty of Canada contrasted

y Y

to the poverty of Ga11c1a. As a result many Ukra1n1an settlers did

not feel themselves to be-in d1re stralts, ‘and_ were less 1nc11ned te

' regard the organlzatlonal act1v1ty of thelr leaders as the same =~

l1fe—or—death 1ssues they often were 1n the Old COuntry.- It follows,

‘then, that the same strong bond between leaders and fallowers never

3 i

deyéloped 1n A1be¥ta maklng an already d1ff1cu1t organlzlng 51tuatlon
.

AL
-even worse., Certaxnly, it made’ the sort -of grassroots organlzatlon

S

'Whlch Ukralnlans had’ developed 1n Ga11c1a unllkely in Canada..

The very fact that Ukralnlans had been able to attempt the sort

of organxzatlonal act1v1ty env1saged by Svarlch 1s in’ 1tse1f s1gn1f1cant

-

It indicated a belief that a complex 80c1a1 form could be transferred

from Ukraxne to Canada 1n toto 0r in adaptlon, and that a Ukralnlan- ”

Canadlan society could be organ1zed around 1t. G1ven the 0ld World'
f

‘ bellef in 'North Amerlcan democracy and the Canadlan prlde in 1ts

'democratlc character . the Engllsh Canadian res1stance to these efforts
should hardly have been expected But glven the fact -that these 1deas
dev1ated conslderably from the narrow contemporary notlons‘about the

Canad1an character, it is not surprlszng thatfthey were.

- 3_-\
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. The earlier figure is based ,6n Eogrespondence from J. Obed

Smith, Commissioner of Immigration Winnipeg). to thevDépartmEnt of

. the Interior,  February 1, 1901, cited in V.J.Kaye, Early Ukrainian

Settlements jn Canada, 1895-1900 (Toronto: University of Toronto

Press, 1964), p.372; the 1914 figure is based on a calculation in
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- BSvérichfs_ptgsentation is reprinted in Kanadyis'kxi;farmer,'
9 February to 9 March 1910. B T B -

' ’ N S S 1 .
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»
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y . | | ‘ | | N
o =
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.as minister.
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Bukraiins'kyi holos, 1 June 1910, 13 March 1913.
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lngg;eville Observer, 3 Septembef 1913..

16xanad§is'kyi Rusyn, 24 Augyst 1912.
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_gathering in an oblique mfnner, and charges that it had been organized

as an attempt to draw Uk inians into the Conservative fold.
:27Edmonton Bulletin, 19 March 1913 : gives details about the’
redistributéd“electoraIXZSj?daries in the province; Novyny, 12 March

1913 is the most explicis Ukrainian charge of Liberal gerrymandering.

1913.

28Ukraiins’kyi holos;wéerb:ua..




29Ibid, 12 February 1913.

3OSvarich's'mi§givings about Kremar are openly revegled in- -
Ukraiins'kyi holos, 19 March 1913. . Kremar's feelings about Svgrich
are implicitly stated in Novyny, 9‘Qprél 1913. (By the end of the
year, relations between- the two have completely ‘fallen apart, as
can be séen in Novyny, 13 December 1913; and Ukraiins'kyi holos,
3, 10 December 1913. - . : :

- ',‘ . { . '.‘ -
qukraiins'Ezi holos, 19 March 1913; Kanadyis'kyi Rusyn, 25
- ¥January, 15-February, 8 March 1913; and Novyny, 12, 19 March 1913.
32 '

The fact that at the turn of the century'Canadianﬁ'strdngly
perceived themselves to .be ‘the successors of a Nordic heritage is
undeniable. This theme is dealt with very well in Carl ﬁerger, "The
True -gorth‘Strong and Free," in Nationalism in Canada; jed. Peter -

" Russell (Toronto: McGraw Hill, 1966), pp.3-26. The wider ‘implicatiens
of this sentiment in regard to its impact.on the nature df the
'social relationship between Ukrainian immigrants and representatives -
of their host society, however, has not been examined closely.. * Two"
notable exceptions to this rule are J.E.Rea, "The Roots_of Prairie
Society, in Prairie Perspectives I (1970): 46-57; and D.J.Bercuson,
"Regionalism and 'Unlimited Identity' in Western Canada," Journal
of Canadian Studies 15 (Summer 1980): 121~I26. _The dynamics of
"Canadianization™ through the public schools is(;xplo;ed‘in a variety
of essays’in Martin Kovacs, ed., Ethnic Canadiank: Culture and

Education, Canadian Plains.Studies no.8 (Saskatoon: Modern Press, 1978).

,%?Ukraiins'kzi holos, 19 March 1913; Kanadyis'kyi farmer,
5, 19 F®brauary 1913; and Kanadyis'kyi Rusyn, 1 March 1913. A group
of Russophiles eventually admitted to the printing “and distribution
of these pamphlets. - . ‘

. : : o 3

34Kanadyis'kzi fdrmer, % March, 2 April 1913; Kanadyis'kyi

Rusym, 1 March 1913; Novyny, 12 March 1913; 4nd Edmonton Bulletin, R
12 March, 1913. i ‘ * '

* 35

Ukraiins'kyi holes, 19 March 1913.
36The first report ©f Russian Orthodox missionary activity
among. Ukrainiang in Alberta can be found in Svoboda, 12 August 1897,
After this qpo;idic references to their activities continue to be made.
A celebrated court case in the Edna-Star region between the Russ hiles
and Ukrainian'Catholics starting in 1901 (for control over a dispukeds
chutch).broqghﬁ the former to prominence. Further details about
* Russophile activities in Alberta can be found in V.Havrysh, Moia
Kanada i ia (Edmonton: By’t?e author, 1974),- pp.98-104,
3

L

7This is’ what Shandro claims to have happen®d in a éubéequent
recantation of his Russophilism in Ukraiins'kyi holos, 7 February, 1917.
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Bkanedyie’kyi Rusyn, 17 August, 5 October, 23 November '1912

i
1
1 February 1913. 'In his own defence, ‘Svarich wrote two. letters to , i
Ruszn on' 7 September and 12 October; P. Kulmatyecki (Kol matyts'kyl) ’ R 'i
also wrote one on 24 August '1912. ' 1
- i

39

“Ibid, 15 February, i March 1913.

40Ibid 17 Auéﬁst 7 December 1913 . ) - . i
Nogznz, 9 April 1913, “f et » , o e ‘i
42Ukranns 'kyi holos,‘;Q/secember.IQIB 21 February 1917. The R ;
‘latter source also reveals that Svarich had considered running for , i
the Liberal nominatien in Vegrev111e 1n 1913. . ‘ ok
- “31bid, 26 March 1913. S | o
: 2 . - o

44 . ' ' "

Ibid, 19 April, 1913;. Vegreville Observer, 2 April 1913;
Czumer, Recoklections, pp.101-102; and Joseph Lazarenkd, "Ukrainians
in Polltxcs,*\}n Ukrainian Ploneers in Alberta, ed. J. Lazarenko
(Edmonton: Ukrainian Pioneers' Association, 1970), p. 43

43vegreville Observer, » 23 April, 25 June 1913; Ukraiins'kyi -
holos, 30 April, 7 May 19137 1 February 1922; -and Kanadyls'ky1 ‘
Ruszn, 24 May 1913, The electlon results, gre noted in William
Darcovich and\Paul Yuzyk eds., A Statxstlcal Compendium on the
Ukrainians in Canadd, 1891-1976 thtawa*-Unlverslty of Ottawa Press,.
1980). p:361. :

* UECE e LA

£y

No ny, 9 Apr11 ‘1913, To a lesger extent, Svar1ch i Ukraiin-
__!X_Z ~Xraiin

'kzl ‘holos, 23 April 1913 also saw the election results as a test
“of Ukrainians' will to stand up for their rights. , 1

R K R i s e

4?kaaiin's'kyi holos, Li June 1913; Czumer, Recollectlons, P- 103 . 5
and Alberta Departmenteof Education, Annual Report 1913, p.39. ’

<
48These ‘points are made most emphatlcally in Manoly Lupul, "The

. Ukrainians and Public Education," in Essays in the History of Ukrainians ST

,1n Canada, ed. M.R.Lupul (Toronto: McClelland and Stewart, forthcoming),
PpP.40-41 [oftbrxglnal manuscript]. o !

s - ) ' -
49Department of * Educatlon Report, 1913, pp.41-42. » : o

501b1d5 pp.42—z3 Lupul, "Pub11c Education," pp.41-42; Czumer,
Recollections, p. 104; Novyny, 5- August 1913 and Ukrallns'kyl
‘holos, 30 July, 6 August 1913 ' .

o %}Edmonton Bulletin, 19 August 1913 and Edmonton Capital,'19
August 1913. ' : . ‘ . - -

<« 52 . " o |
Note the discrepancy between the demands put’' forth by Svarlch
and others and Boyle's connents as per footnote 51." : , *
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. ,53Reghrding bilingual education in Manitoba, see Lupul, "éablic
~Education"; T.Peterson, "Ethnic and Class Politics in Manitoba,"” in
‘Canadian Provincial Politics: The Party System of the Ten Provinces,
ed. Martin Robin (Scarborough: Prentice-Hall of Canada, 1972), pp.
69¥115; S.T.Rusak, "Archbishop Adelard Langevin and the Manitoba N .
School Question, 1895-1915" (Ph.D. dissertation, University of : 3
Alberta, 1975); and P.Melnycky, "A Political History of the Ukrainian C
Community in'Manitoba, 1899-1922" (M.A. thesis, University of Manitoba,

19789,
oy

, 21 October 1913, _ .

55Ibid, 3 January 1913. Although somewhat melodramatic, this T :
cartoon was in line with Kremar's belief that ‘the bilingual school L
- question was a "matter of lifé or death" for the Ukrainian community
in Alberta. See ibid, 19 September 1913. . , ‘o

56Edmonton,Bu11etin, 18, I9 September 1913, 13 ‘April 19 43
_ Vegreville Observer,”27 August, 10 Septemeber 1913; Kapadyis'kyi

‘farmer, 27 August, 17‘September'19l3; Russkii golos, 25 September - . -
'1913;_,and‘Nonnz, 19 September 1913, .1T April 1914, -

' 57§2!zgz;.2, 13, .20 December 1913.

. 58Ibid, 29 July, 25 December 1913; 'and‘Ukraiinsikyi holos, -
3, 10 December 1913. . o " o

,59LuPu1, "Public Education," pp.43-47; Czumgf, Recolléktions,
PP.114-121; and Department: of Education, Annual Report 1913, pp.&4-45.

O%egreville Observer, 25 June, 11 Novewber 1914, 2 February

1915; and Darcovich and Yuzyk, Statis¢ cal-Compendium, p.361.

6 l-ve y : ‘ 1 q . f ¥ /&twc "": 3 '}"‘u L. .
~-Vegreville Obgazi: t¢h 1915;  and Edmonton Bulletin
1§, 31 March I8l R : I
¢ 8 2pe. 5 it about the: controvérsy surrounding the religious -e
zyk, The Ukrainian Greek-Orthodox Chutch of L ;
tawa: University of Ottawa Press, 1981), pp.79+98.. T

, fch, "The IﬁfLugpce SE the Ukrﬁinian Revolution ,.on :
anada, 1917+1922,"Wournal of Ukrainfan Graduate Studies , - ‘
'y p.60. . R . . hal L

r'?‘6‘This is a major focus of. rtynowych, "Village Radicals.and
Peasant Immig:gpts: The Social Roats of Factionalism Among Ukrainign
- Immigrants in Canada, 1896-1918" (M.A.thesis,” University of Manitoba,

1978)‘,
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R pohtlcal part:.es repres' ting then: fundamental irgteres})s.\ 0ver the







fﬂcontemplatlng entef:ng theipolitxcal arena wh11e at'fhe*same;tlme anf
et R

fgxncreasxng nudber of Ukra;nxan fatmers had developed;thelr oPeratlons




_JThe sx;uatlon 1n Alberta?lllustrates theue po:nts'very well L1ke Q

.

’;;fg;i_  eaced un;ustly because of fcrces beyo dfthexr control. They created
SR s ,

‘;ﬁthe Unlted Farmers of Alberta as an ogépnlzatlonfwh1ch could artlculate -

_{thexr demands.. When they felt these were not belng achxeved t""



éﬁ’t'a’ti\'ié"‘s'. . The organxza—; -




,_to ‘a chaos from %xch it, ,nexfer recovered., Postug _-;}-‘_,;.?._ _




3_TThe former started"e om1ng actxve 1n UFA affa1rs, form1ng loca;

fattend;ng dlstrxct and annual conVentxo s, and express1ng the,

s

”a,both as farmers and ‘as an ethn1c group.lj8 _The latter, 1n turn*_now_ifl

“i[sought *"expand*ita 'ership, and 1n§1918Amade a donsczous'effor

ﬂ“*to recruxt Ukra1n1&n~f \_.fB 88 part °f the f1rst membershlp- rive lt

_ : o : . ~ ;s “been ﬁhe organ;zat1on
e o of Ukraxn1ans in’ the Northern part of the D1v1sxon.,,-‘ ‘

: ‘whole.n In some caSes they organxzed' o : .
' take advantage of: the co~operat1vef pplng of cattle and graln"ﬁ
through-the Unxted Grain’ Growers lexted ana all th' ‘dvantagea
”of co-operatxve buylng.whlc ‘he - . 7n some cases







M i

¥ elations between Ukramuns"and théUF




-have, bi mehber'of'tﬂe farmérs' union end for '
. th ,.years T, have ‘been: receiving its organ, The Grain . TR W
;Growers Guide. - But;.even though 1 have beer diligently .., . f-\\glfﬁ‘
qlstudying .the  Egnlish’ language,.I- can do little wore than .. . NI
s, ‘1ook at’'the pictutes because I csnnot make out anything
.:'v':f'else-2_7 R S B 0 . .

disputable fag: that an English organization,

R T H lary, ‘cannot - satisfy fully.the teeds of _

h{;Ukrainians»in the ‘same .way that a Ukrainiah Aization R

n i eould., Likewise, only th §r cwn rganization;‘ould satisﬁy '
'ﬂt_}the needs of the English.;v, S

e The inevitable misgivings Ukrs‘nians‘had about the strong assimilation—x

i tnist bent of the agrarian organifations added to«this sort ‘of. sentiment.

T

ﬁl?ﬁﬁfgllAs their contact with these "English" bodies increased some Ukrainians

could relteve the English ﬁarmers unibns .
‘tthe English lsnguage

.

o AUkrainians would participate inzf_‘h_‘:éffairs ss equals. s
A third reasoi might be tited as the lste and superficial intro-”vi o

'-,.‘_*_':ducnon of the’ UFA into Ukrsinisn districts.,, m




]fbloc d1str1ct.

‘Th1s m?ght,be best 111ustratediby thelalmost complete

‘tUkralnlan membershlp, made np gpecxal effort to‘1mpress upon Ukralnlans

that 1t was not én "Engllsh"'organization but that 1t represented

' ment in. the bloc d1 tr1ct, and subsequent events seemed to conf1rm

: fthese. - 4 N ' l‘Y‘ o ,ﬁ%,_g . \_ ," LR e
. , S e W N o

G

, . - for'a. long time now the farm un1ons‘have sa1d and
: wrxtten that .they need" our‘people in the1r organlz§tmons. ,_
. This is a fact.' But as - ar as:we can see, they have not gone
out of the;r way to help our people improve- their, farmsteads;J

,‘The1r bagkc .concerns. are membershlp dues and electoral SR

"kaew1se, requests for a. pald Ukraxulan organxzetffnd fundlng for ﬂ"

]Ukraln*an-language 11terature, both of whlch would have done much to

, - ’5‘ .,1,
Wlth in a’ wholly satlsfactory mnner.?’a L

”;;:f ' To be fa1r to the UFA the chronlc 1nab111ty of Uﬁralnlans to

;organlze themselves can. be c1ted as. a fxfth factor.; Even 1f the UFA

Jf';had prov1ded Ukra1n1' s wzth the1r own orgaulzer, there stlkliwas no

B A T



, . P . 'f; '"”7 ”\,', 3.;-"
support.r They added that 1f Ukra1n1ans were actually actlve members

34

Tf'ftof the UFA 11terature and an organ1zer WQuld follow. Thls matter e

o

.:jf~18 debatable, but 1t doesu;f'hllsht one fﬂCt" the 13°k °f capable

P ff{leader who_mlght'havA organlzed Ukralnlan fermers. vAfter the fa11ure

'*of Farmers‘ke slovo, Prystash remOVed himself from any further actzvxty

4._-

B 1n the farmers mOVement 1n»A1berta, and became extremely defenslve
B about hls earlmer efforts.35 The other most 11ke1y candldates for ;7f”f

"-organ121ng Ukrainian farmers, the two MLAs,

fae

B mely serve ae a good
_1nd1cat10n oﬁ‘the extent of the leadershlp problem. Desplte h1s
Vgoodw1ll and hxs numerous ep1st1es calilng upon Ukrax 1ans to 1nvolve '

‘fthemselvee tﬂx the UFA, Fedun was not an- especxally compelllng flgure.
A 5

'ft provxnce., The UFA s "Engl1sh" and "Protestant" nature mhde 1t almost

'59f "Canad1anlzat10n" of Ukra1n1an farmers'than 1n prOVLdlng them w1th
"A:f~1mmed1ate concrete a1d 1n 1mprov1ng thelr cond1t1on. At a bare mlnlmum,

':f1t wOuld mean a latent host111ty to certalﬂkara1n1an coneerns., Thxs“.“

A_een consxstently 1n UFA conventxon resolutlons. fraternal

'73;freet1ngs to the Great WafjVeteraﬁ’e;Assocxat1onxsent shortty after a fﬁ(“f

B




>

“-had” already developed rnstltutlons whlch fulfllled the sortlfof 3061a1
l; narbdnl”domy (11terally ,peo;le g™’

'of eVery Ukralnlan—populated area before or during the 19203.- In them'. S

- a host of lectures, d1scuaaxons, concerts, pol’txcal~meet1ngs, danc1ng.ﬁ

- 1mportance of the UFA in the bloc dastrlct by mak;ng 1ts auxlliary

-socxal programs 1rre1evant to the-nee

to 1ncorporate drverse interest

Furthermore, one must rtmember that Ukralnian farmers in.Alberta

Y u',u at10na1 roles played by the UFA ether parts of the prov1nce—~;;u57

‘ halls, bqt better underhtood as

lidUkralnLan cqwmunrty halls) These had Bkcomefalmost a standard feature Rt

el

e

‘classes, and soc1a1 events were held. Although they could potentlally

‘-‘u

nahave prov1ded the UFA thh a grassroots connect1on co Ukrainianq

N

lcommun1t1es in Alberta, the narodnl domy ultlmately downplayed the _r;}.llf'

the3local 1nhab1tants.41a

s
- l

The UFA was a dead letter in the'Ukrainian bloc district



. -‘_‘2-;(Our Progress) out of Edmonton late 1n 1922 It qulcklybbec&me the

 .ﬂfoca1 p01nc of 1nformat10n aﬁd dlscu851on concern1ng Ukralnlan favmerd

' Ultxmately th1s attempt falled as: had all prev1ous ones.

Neverth,

neber hﬁ%zng found a new home.‘ The banner ac%oss the top of Nash- n;"
A ' : : '

"Eostug proc1a1med that thls was a e

'- -A¥2efta' ~Tomashevsky made a vall;' -

,‘1n a non—pa;xisanAmanne .



q economxc betterment of Ukra1nlans; This wastiery much“&,refleet1on )

i; ym'on the humanxstzc coﬂterns of 1ts 01d World 11bera1 arts traznxng.

”'73‘ :In terma of the«ﬁggaxnxan movement, noted Tomashevsky, thls should

"ffwfventutes needed for the1r sp1ritua1 surv1va1 1n the New WOrId -n}"HH
. o

;readlng halls, student resldences, etc.‘:- 1f they were st111 farmlng

- .hy Old World methods and hardlf able to suppott themselves?42

T°m58heV3kY 8- vxews tépresented an. attempt to rec0nc11e the S ‘d‘ \

":§3 Ga11c1an Ukralnlan concept of popu11sm w1th ats North Amerlcan

e . .l.w

.";counterpart.” They resulted from h1s solld schoollng 1n two dlfferent L

3

'hrealms - humanxsm and pract1ca11ty.é Tomashevsky was born on May 15

,'F1886, 1n the Gallclan v111a3e of Stetseva Hxs father was ‘a peasant
dfarmer who had served 1n the 1mper1a1 army both Ain V1enna and Budapest..;]"
;f';".He had an obse381ve desxre to see h;s eldest son (Toma) well—educated

Iy

»oand drove h1m contlnually in hla studles —— espeq1a11y of the German

o language —— 1n preparatlon for unzver31ty.

’QFeaang that thls obse881on'{\~*
' ”n:would ru1n has father fxnanol lly, Tomashevsky deched t° fend for

;‘:.dft fhlmself At the age of thxrteenuhevleft home, found i Job as'a f;;‘hiﬂ

- -@ljsecretary 1n a d1str1ct court, and cont;nned hls studles on the 81de.v;: :_‘}
ijMeanwh11e, hlsvfather, whose ananc1a1 statuS'had been gett1ng ;f<.5ff-"*
fvilncreaslngly worse, deczded to emlgrate wlth the entlre famlly to

foz,;;fcanada.i Toma Jo1ned them and they arrlved Ln 1900 eventually sett11ng h?“f“

Q ear'Chagmaﬁ Alberta.‘ In order tobraiee some much-nee"ed capltal

.‘r

Tomaahevsky'recexved his second schooling By 1904 he‘had f1na11y




,";,party in 1911f1912

Y

L

l capaclty by George (Iur11) Syrot1uk an agronomlst employed by the ff

v carrred notlces of any publlc }ectures glven by Syrotluk or othe_n

Ukra1n1an agronomlsts 1n the bloc dlstrlct.

"fvlncreasrng the1r productrvrty enOugh to suPPOtt such habxts., More-

Meanwhrle, he had galned ‘a certain amount of o

*

ztlme profession.

L

'?,ﬁ» .

2.
‘1mprove thelr farm1ng

sense of the word It beseeched Ukraxnlans to

methods‘- Toward thls goal nymerous artlcles concernlng sclent1f1c"

agrlculture, many of them wrltten 1n an off1c1al or sem1-off1c1a1

Alberta Department of Agnculture1 were prlnted Nash gostug also

-4

. ‘;:Q’.. ,

V.

As ment1oned earller, th ’ratxonale for Ukralnlans to‘pract1ce

.\5)_

a second, perhaps eVen more pre851ng

1t was potentlally rulnous for“?°‘

Ukraxnlans to contrnUe farmrn

y Oldeorld methods*ﬁ Syrotlukg Aiv'

noted that Ukralnxans generally had‘rals E,Q;ilx

Nash gostug s flrst maJor concern was educatlonal 1n the broadest JTJ:;



1an farmers was increaSing. Ukrainiana had to tealize that "in ;;ﬁg;n} 

‘v ' X "

A éeeondi?dor focus for Nash  ostu was co-Qpethive action.;?The H

f&;55: HNaerna Torhovlia had gone bankrupt late 1n 1921 becauae it had over-.j}:mfw"
jg%fl;expan;;d itsﬂéﬁeration at a most 1n0pportune time Thia set the engire _
??%f.aﬂ;;mat;e; of co-operative action among Ukrainians-ba‘g'cqnsiderably.46’f;n ?
Z'ff l i5'” wake 6f ﬁﬂ: Torhoviia 8 demise, a number of 1gca1 co—operative storea"

'“societies which had been started; ”:_ 1oca1,in£tia¢1va during the

- early period o£*”ontact betWEeg Ukrianians and the Uf&. A good

example of thia type of a society wns the Farmgrsv Mab:

. . N

in Smoky Lake which had been fOrmed in 1922 after a. &eriea of

1ng SOciety

.,“ -1ectures on agricultural themes given‘biiY.Syrotiup in the area. ﬁy;f“.'

, j1924, it had developed 1n:o a model body uith 150 memhers. andlic

" .




. t"result of the co-operative movemen

"~,Innisfree, Vil a,'anA' 'i: 8 ¢

'3f,fcarried out under the rubri'

’ iaﬁfearried articles which told'of the rise of the pool-idea,

'f::vocalhsupporter of the pool idea, and wrote

'f”about this matter.‘

- 4 Nash postkp s rationale in advocating co—operative action among

-j‘understood as. part of the political component of its POPulist stauce.»‘ﬁ
s Thﬁ paper Vas hardly a paasive observer, like sg much of the Ukrainian

fjfnpreaalin Canada, Nash gostug fo;'d(itsel :beins the chronicler of

were aiao organize' in My;nam, Fedorah Redwater, o

-' 7( ;‘

Co—operative:grain_mark 'ng among Ukrainians in Albe a was

. gsﬁfgasfng?{;

and it was U

'vShapiro s ﬂheat Pool‘ide

b

fputo_endorse the concept.. Fedun, the Victoria MLA, was an especially

After 1925 the Pool fi lly set out to organizeang'

-

»'”5in the bloc district, hoping to ‘use the existing marketing organizations
1';533 ‘a- springboard Initially, these efforts met with failure because

'Ithe Rool had sent out only Engliah—speaking organizers, after this,

-e": L

1Syrotiuk was brOught in as an organizer/tranalator, and the recruitment .

v ‘1' = 48

»}vdrivg met with considerably more auccess.

-,,.. r.’

: t.Ukrainians was once again the farmers economic improvement, which

: g_happened to be linked aymbiotical,y_'s a,cornerstone o~'the Ukrainian j»vvf

f‘movement., On this particular issue it'could point to the remarkable

L N
¢ Jimprovements made in the Old Country during the 19208 as a direct

_ here, and its concomitant B

general and organi&ational activity in‘particular. Thia might be

eventa in which it had been a. lead“actor..

Its. coveraes of aventa



y ‘Bay;. etc.u HoweVer, it c_ul hardly conceal its p3331933

question of Ukrainian farmer organization.- it was -
: 50,

I3

:involved with thisvissue. Toward the end'o

Al Furthermore, since the ij;” :

3

\“'ff$7iznglish members of the UFA di ‘niot treat Ukrainians as equals, the

“{ organization could not serve:the nterésts of Ukrainian farmers.s.1 |

sRssponses to Vaskan s organizational,efforts were very quick in forth—’. fﬂ
{coming from the two individuals about wham he had been most critical.f~;ii

N

saying that he felt Vaksand_

‘rileytro Prystash’wrote to Nash gostugi

lﬁcalled-forldictatorship ‘of - tha prolehariatfin Alberta was not only

;‘unﬂbasible, but even somewhat pretentious. Tomashevsky added o this s

3 - .

s criticism by noting that‘the comrade" organizer had had no practi 'l

even as a: member. So, he was hardly in :

| "f__a position to pass judgemen” upo, it.sg Vaskan s foray did stimulate

, . ._«"experienca« withv the UFA :

' a practical responoe to his efforts£7 a new Ukrainian farmer federation

""consisting of 'ive locals centred,around Fedbrah., But this new group
. o s* -
: :;was hardly the radical alternative to the UFA which Vaskan haﬂ hoped

fﬁff to: form.. Its statement of principles containedg'ni~._he



[N

;f, repeat them,”

r

populist approach - education, economics; and@pqliticsf—-fandfitjmade

no gesture of hostility toward the %FA.5.3 ,. ':‘.;' N

.

very strong support from both Fedun and Tomashevsky. The latter even
suggested that this might simply be the first step toward organizing

all Ukrainian farmers in Alberta into one central body. Since no Qne

; else seemed either willing or . cspable enough at. that moment, he

. \

announced that he would send out letters to. certain individuals

urging them to set a date when farmers could gather to disouss this
54

matter. By Hay, Tomashevsky 8 plan saw fruition Nash postup announced

fia conference of all Ukrainian farmer' to bé. held June 8-10 in Edmon Loms _fiﬁ

Even before the conference was. held, tho things became obvious..:

First, Ukrainians reckoned that their own gathering would not hurt :

L the UFA because few of them knew English well enough to really benefit

from the: UFA and its primarily English—language publicatiOns.‘ The fear

of being labelled as. "separatists" actually may have kept them from

..e-.

holding their own convention earlier. Second they'realized that this

would be aytritical gathering if a "movement" was’ to”be established

among Ukrainian farmers. A month before the convention, Tomashevsky
printed a.long history»of the earlier efforts to establish Ukrainian_‘f
farmer organisations in. which he pointed out some of their outstanding

mistakes.. Implicitly he noted that Ukrainians ,ould.not afford to

ﬂ;» The conference itself was reasonably successful as 80 farmer
delegates came for the three days of intense discussion. In addition,7

a truly distinguished gigure, Osyp Nazaruk the foreign minister of R

w.’_




the NatiOual Republic of Western Ukraine (in exile) agreed,to give |

the keynOte address at the gathering on a topic concerning c0roper-

atives.56“ffnp;‘.,7f5;fg;<. e ;fui :';._' Ty

] in which Ukrainiangfarmers should organizepthemselvea. A consensus :

organization whose buaines& and.publieations would be

- -in their own language. Only the question of uhat aort of body this

f'ffshbuld be and whether it should be affiliated to or a patnjof chﬁ~UEA .”:

'”fglemained to be decided One faction argued strongly against any ties -
szith the UFA citing the facc «that "other than our membership dues

aﬁand the fact that we all belong to a large UEA organization,»we have

N
b

this argument was tempered by the real—

f‘nothing in common. Howeve
‘ization that setting up a completely separate farmer organization

'lwhich duplicated man";f the UFA's functions would be foolish espec-:f?WYﬂAH

-

txially since the Ukrainian human and financial reeource base was smalljl

@

b_the responsibility of organizing and maintaining their own locals

"]-(whicﬁkwould be located in five districts co-ordinated by a _central

1iterature in Ukrainiang{f.w{hiring an organizer for them

o The matter of a press organ vas; not resolved in a definitive ;j.'

D

. manner, T°"‘“h°"°ky 3“8838“& thCat the UPA Ukrainian Section




r,pusiness affairs if they wnulgqg,:;"r

-

'”]3—supply'him with ready copy{_'Ihis matter was debated, but reSulted in

B u‘..,_

'* no final ?esolution.s7 Nevertheless, Tdmashevsky did open up a page

3iﬁ:‘” in Nash Qostugktofthe new UFA(US)

-

iwas still-born. The executive fqvwa¢ f S ';reaolution proclaiming

the organization s formation, thenfw _:ed;for a reply.: When no response 'lt@
.was forthcoming, iz dﬁd not pursue the matter.E Thé page set aside for
) the UFA(US) in Nash gostug was discontinued very quickly because of g

L 1ack of submissions.: Finally, Sorochan, the central organizer, sent

_out a. circular asking for specific information concerning the locationzﬁ'c'

of facilities in which to hold meetings in rural areas, whether?UFA

<ﬁmkwﬁ“”




&

l”u‘;;a Ukrainian Section. It replied to the UFA(US) executive that the

Rt *

"'?:.ﬁ;entire matter rightfully should be introduced by the interested perties'

.w“f.“;.at the next UFA Annual ﬁonvention.v This matter was - completely ignored

R

;tf=by the Ukrainiag,branch executive untii almost the very last moment. e

5*.Then, Dmytro Sorochan sought“and receiveg permission touinclude a dis-

‘vﬁ.cussion about the UFA(US) on tﬁe agenda. But for reasons unknown. he ;;-;

failed to attend the/convention. and the issue was never raised.. Mbre—
: E L T b
S over only;'f"

I

frainisn delegates were there, and they failed

\._to partieipate actively in the pggceedings because of their difficulty

Ay

1.;withicommunicating in English.ﬁ%}fThe Ukrainian UFA organization was j

o now dead. i , -

'f:TomasheVsky responded to this turn of events wieh an‘editorial 3f%f:L;fr

g ‘.::;,.l AR

;ﬂwhich once md*e revieved the well-fﬁtentioned but poorly—executed

"fattempts to organize Ukrainian farmers in Alberta. He was very critical

'1

B

o of the UFA for what he termed its English—only policy and for its

'Nabandonment of'Ukrainians after the 1921'eIECtion.'gwut he did not

: Llaa e LS
. 0 W e



S m

forth All this changed early in 1925 when the paper took up- the

o challenge of electoral politics with both federal and; provincial contests

Ve e o

,‘-,.«-

G -

i‘ﬁ

' co—operation. During the previous decade Ukrainian leaders working»"

' . ’ o . .‘ L e ) : !
After the failu;\‘of the UFA(US) experimen .a .noticeable change‘f‘g

took place in the character of Nash postup.- It<see‘l have lost its'l

crusading spirit, preferring inste d simply to. chronicle and comment if?'

. s

upon the significant events of -the ay - the rise of the Ku Klux Klan, B

the reviVal of immigration to Canada, the situation in Ukraine, and so et
- nv"" . .

W

looming on the horizon. For almost the next two years, Nash postup

:,

pursued this matter doggedly until its efforts bore fruit with the .

-.\--Q‘F

election of Michael (M&hkailo) Luchkovich as*the first,Ukrainian MP-i
in September, 1926.-_ -

Luchkovich's election under the'UFA.hanner represented a ‘major

breakthrough in terms of Ukrainian political representation and’ UFA'

- -

within the established political parties (especially the Liberals)

had been frustrated completely as their demands for political rePresen- o

“-c.

'J.;'tation were rebuffed.» But with the rise of the UFA as a politica!

‘-}‘-alternative, there was scope for co-operation between Ukrainians and = “'; .

.// . ° R

'f the UFA in the electoral sphere. Despite their differences and their :

history of 1ost Opportunity, boi'

""eats By gﬁe electidn“ ot 3@9?

o 5 e
el vl
: "“ : R i 0

sould: satisfy their particnlar. inter- ;

L i

ans~as'public officials.n

A O
e oy "'."-'<‘,"

-7- - ";-;10 a* e T ,ﬂ‘_* ~ . v-_-~' - e e e
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_;would break out of’their political isolation and the UFA would capd/

,1talize on a stable base of politiqal support,:_vypf‘;fgi._

!

The incident which sparked Tomashevsky s conceﬁh for electoral' :

',matters .was a Liberal nominating convention held by the Vegreville

f,constituenoy organization in Lamont‘on January 22 l925.{ Because :ff

- “.;*.,:. -

* th& ridihg,had a very high percentage of Ukrainians in it, Tomashevsky o

reckoned that a Ukrainian should have been nominated by the party, or

‘U

_ that Ukrainians should at least have had a decisive influence in
choosing the local candidate.éz* However, the reality of the situation
. did not facilitate this at all It was doubtful whether any party

'might nominate a Ukrainian because, despite their numbers, they did J{;?
. b . AW
v not constitute a. real political force. Just how Weak they really were

truly shocked Tomashevsky. At the Liberal convention in Lamont, there_' .
were 91 English delegates, 55 Ukrainian ones, and 8 German ones. Yet, o

not one Ukrainian was elected to either ‘an executive or a committee

position. Nash postup noted this fact in the bold headline banner to

.~i;the article covering the convention . "A FINE EQUALITY" ' To this
: ]Tomashevsky added a three—part article cum harangue based on his re—'?' s
COIleCtions Of the event.' He f°11°WEﬂ UP On this shortly thereafter PR

with an- editonial stating ‘that the reluctance of Ukrainiansrto exercise PP

their electoral power was a major part of the reason they had been‘,'ﬁ‘
t

_discriminated against in' Canada, and that it -was high time for this'

situation to. change.é? Ihe call for Ukrainian power in Alherta had

-~ - g - - . .A4
L a0 e o e e m W . - ..',v... g ] ‘1'.,.1-,,. -v‘., g e A e W

. 1. e O A ‘~'- AU .
been made. o -‘— e e e e s A I V';'" ~-a: :\v-“—:-\".-.",'i" I.. ;'1 TR e .:l'n BRI LI R

.................

Cemap

trend of soul—searching among Ukrainians — especialiy the intelli-’

gentaid - about their role in’ Csnadian politics. Ukrainians had L

R e ey 1 e e ;e . A
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virtually opened the West and received no credit for their efforts. :

.,

This was especially obvious in politics,hwhere they had not risen "MTTf

above the level of political agents. Certainly, they had not elected

g ,.the number of representatives their numbers warranted In light of -

’ -. e
the events of recent history, the intelligentsia viewed this .as an
‘ acute problem. The failure to establish an independent Ukrainian state
in the wake of the Revolution had resulted in a strong beliég among them S
N

that they must build up a11 Ukrainian strengths in Canada,mincluding their

political power. An ethos of svii do svohb or "support you; own kind" if

’ developed at this time, and elections started to be viewed as a peripdic :

test of. the intelligentsia s WOrk 64

The rise of non-traditional or so-called third parties in Canadian
politics at this time was fortuitoua The doors to-power through both

the Liberal and Conservative routes had been shut'quite firmly before

I

Ukrainians, and they were painfully aware of this. Yet they realized

v that under the Canadian political syséhm, they could not . run independents
S ¥ :
as had the majority of Ukrainian candidates during the previous decade.6§
_ These facts seemed to. tie their political fortunes to groups like the "
: . «

A'IUFA.,
: Two characteristic points of view were taken by the Ukrain;an B
intelligentsia about this state of affairs.u»mhe first, perhaps best -
represented by Tomashevsky himself saw this as an fdeal situation.

R TN B d e s-..

Ukrainians could VOte.for«a candidate who would repfbsent them both

as an ethnic and an occupational group., Absecond, somewhat more

i "

volvement.of Ukrainians with third patties was str_

173 temporary =

a. . . s



elementary

““k.lschoolingvin Canadian poli.ics, and:the general public would be acﬂ ‘ﬂﬁjf.;“'
-:customed to the idea that one of’"theirs"jshould be elected in.an area f7
:_g'heavily populat’d by Ukrainians. But there was no- real basis for a

long—term relationship.6§.

e

Beyond the question of party affiliation, Ukrainians also faced
»i'd'a serious problem finding qualified candidates among their own people.

After the 1921 elections, Svarich wrote a long article in Ukraiins'kyi ES

'holos noting that the majority of Ukrainians who had Fun for pﬁblic '
office during the previous decade had lacked even'the elementary
]qualifications needed for such positions.67. As well as the possibility

of electing their own- public officials became more realizable, Ukrainians

. -

.generally began to recognize the futility and the potential embarrassment
f,of running underQualified candidates.68 : - ' '.#.
| It was in this spirit that Tomashevsky approached the 1925 federal
"}'ielection.r Although he realized that no Ukrainian would likely be
nominated in Alberta, Tomashevsky hoped that Ukrainians would at least
R participate actively - even decisively - in the various nominating
‘i;conventions which would be taking place,'especially in the Ukrainian
5stronghold of Vegreville. But these hopes wer; quickly dashed Even
hat the UFA Vegreville constituency nominating convention held in Mundare
,on September 25 there waé no sign of a strong Ukrainian presence. of
'the 71 delegates present, 24 were Ukrainians. They, in turn, were: ,
l_hardly a dynamic force. A Nash postup editorial wondered why they
A'_ had bothered showing up at all. They were led thrOugh the proceedings .
‘ilike sheep and their only "concrete" action wfs to "find" a likely

Ukrainian candidate shortly after the conclusion of ‘the convention.



"i?to a certain’degree, saying that even though it was entirely predic—i.f'“*?

i«htable that Ukrainiangswould. ot have a significant political voice even

“3‘in their oﬁn stronghold, there had been ‘a genuine gr0wth of interest

e ,;,, Lol

: among them‘in the affairs of party politica.69 | )
. Tomashevsky 8 hopes for Ukrainian political "progress" hag
even greater setback: during the Juie 1.926 provincial elections in R

_,Alberta. Despite an incredible flurry of. activity in political affairs,:‘{;;

o Ukrainians failed to elect even one MLA of their own. In Whitfgrd o

the lacklustre Chornohus failed in his bid for renomination, in Vegreville h
the incumbent, Art Matheson, was hardly 1ike1y to be challenged and in

| wVictoria Fedun not only failed to be renominated but set in- motion

a first—rate fiasco. He. had been inaccurately informing his constit-bifflﬁ
l”uents abOut the qualifications needed by delegates to the UFA nominating.ll

‘.'u..

i meeting, assuring them that membership in the UFA poiitical organization_'?
was sufficient when membership in thé UFA itself was a necessary ‘pre= i
' requisite.‘ As a reeult‘the majority of Ukrainians who arrived at the."
_;party\s nomination convention injLamont suddenly discpvered themselves "
'.;;ineligible to vote._ They were 8o incensed that they stormed out of thei‘
gathering and nominated their own candidate; G. Moisey'of Mundare.'
E At the official convention. Fedun claimed to be the official "government" |
candidate endorbed by then—premier J R. Brownlee himself 70 .
| This situation did not sit well with Nash gostu2.7} Even‘though
-a total of ‘seven Ukrainians were running in the three Ukrainian ridings,.’j
none. could be considered serious candidatea. Once again Nash gostug

”.resigned itself to the fact that Ukrainians would be unable to elect their



G“; 5of Ukrainians;;powerlessness and their”lack of_politica1~organization“

didate 80 that he would have the best chance of being elected

'karainians and for having "constantly ignored the

B '.':of elections. ) Nash goscug" did novt let the

) "s:c.'i__&:ra‘ ﬁesg‘;qe;xl-p_eg’ a-r-fa-rmers.a Neverthef-—e-q o

Ehe surprising resignation of the Liberal govetnment in Ottawa

4—- -

'f almost immediately thereafter provided an opportunity to rectify this

- -

-situation. A pair of editorials in- Nash poscup_‘,' "w111 We Be Able to L

e P

,Rhalize Our Dreams" and "One More Chance", stressed the fact that 7'.'

~

'TUkrainians could ot let this opportunity to elect their own MP slip

or

Sy, a snitable person had to be found and nominated as .a farmer ean-'

74

A most*suitable candidate was found when Michael Luchkovich

s teacher from Innisfree. agreed to contest the UFA nomination.

vLuchkovich, who was born in the heavily Ukralnian populated coal— ‘-~‘

belt region of Pennsylvania\in 1893, had moved to Canada to train as’

E



He also had a significant advantage in that hé‘could speakiequally wéll

in both English and Ukrainian.' Finally, Luchkovich had long before »;,5

»'a

t-support, tolerance, and an’ understandidé of their problems. As well

AL 2

f_; he had written periodically to the Ukrainian language press stating -f?i:w

his views about the farmers lot,5saying that it was neither realiStic

R nor fair to’ expect them to work like human oxen in diffidﬁlt and mono—;f
tonous conditions, farm life had to be made more liveable.?§ Luchkovich s fi\

Ca e

» sympathy for'farmers extended to}his:support for the UFA. Already in :

R hzusttan 5£t.promised to b'”an'interesting contest. Luchkbvich faced

R g AT ' i
S an’img;essive array of opponents, including the incumbent, Herb Boutillier,A.a'

:»and another Ukrainian teacher, Peter Miskiw (Petro Mis'kiv) After

' the first ballnt, fOur of the seven contestants were eliminated leaving

‘
» b

only the three aforementioned frontrunners.. on. the second ballot,

Boutillier received 75 votes. Luchkovich 49 andﬂﬁiskiw 39. The 1atter
‘was forced out of the race, but he threw his support behind the other
= v Ukrainian candidate. Aa a result, Luchkovich won the nomination on the

4

third ballot by the narrow margin of 85—81. The announcement of this

reSult was followed by five minutes of thunderous applause by the f;“f}

Ukrainian delegates who had nominated "theiiﬁ;*‘t“



B ."

P

L ginatiom "Finuly",* 1:: proclaimed a fully—qualified Ukrainian

"him elected This fact was’ presented dn no, uncertain terms Sy
~”o_;election was a test of Ukrainians strength whether they actually were

.Tiithe eqpals ofj"nyone in the countr?.-

_[;efection., Fhr yeﬁrs "Bngliéh"‘politicians had_sflicited the Uktainian 'f’”“

,vote with a standérd "gospel"“to the éffectpthat “we ‘are; all Canadians.

-

criedt Not long thereafter thete_wer ”rumours thﬁt‘the UFA district

NaSh 208tug ‘was. understandably ecstatic about LucHLovich s nomrf'Vfad"

5<<candidate had‘been found and nominated ) NOW'it was necessary tn have-/f, 7}.

‘uchkqvich'

For goo"fmeasuxe thé pape %

L.

.;It was high time to discover just how truthfui their ptonouncements

.,

L-onere.r Certainly, the initial reaction sf-the:English farmers was not ":'

a- promising indication. It simply demonstrated what Ukrainians had

rY

c known all along --vthat the English cared mpre for their snpremacy

-nover other peoples than they did about the district or the- Dominion.<
. When put into't rms Eike these, a failute to elect Luchkqvich would

u be the greatest possible shame. Cdnseqnently, Nash gostug utged “.1;hvij

M

“
.v,,. .

'Ukrainians "for ornce ‘to show thatzyou are not 'Bohunks1 but citizens jti»'lh

of a free country who have, iu‘addition to civic duties,'certain "'
La <

rights, equal privileges, and respect "80



,-.v ‘expiosive Sithetioﬁ;- The UFA executlve@endorsed

s ‘ L ,, ‘ ‘v'

f”Soon he was Jclned Qn the

‘4—‘ -~

c1rcu1£’by Art Maﬁheson, ehe Vegrev‘lre MLA Luchkov1ch s Ukralnlan'

‘Nashb'o tu' thundered w1th

'“"r"maChlﬂe. 11keW1se, was a‘great asset.”

'Lts Qgpporq and a hest°of'Ludhkoviéh'§ feifbw geacﬁérs codbed ;he L;waLr

8
Ce o e . L L
“e . K

country31de "llke 11ons campalgnlng for h1m.. Eveq che cLergy, both

Cathollc and Orthodox, auppqrt d,the Ukra;n1an candldete.§L~-%;f;

.,«".:“'.',x -"‘.' . “-' e T

o Luchkovxch an the elect;on w1th a: healthy, 1f not overwhelmlﬁg )

: marg1n of 4 106.to 3 378.n Ukralnlans were ecstatic Nash Eostup __". »f' L

‘_, prlnted a predlcxable edltorlalfunder the banner ‘of "A Memorable Day"’~

RERRRPE BUp “‘~*-c'¢,z: L
wﬁich ca:rled a CurieuS'Subtltl ,.“Pralse the Lord: That F1na11y We' ﬂ“ﬁf4fw
¥ ¢‘ <

Too Have Become RealfPeo&{e"" Tomashevsky added a ahart art1c1e iiﬂ__f';

.,A.-'

. '. o

a red 1etter day for h1m prevzously (as the date he had arrlved in -

Canada and had Bbught the printlng presses whxch eVEntuaILy put Out T

Nash Eostug) and many Ukralnlans agreed that LuchkoV1ch's electxon

v

‘as the flrst Ukra1n1an MP in Canada was the highlight oF ghe year.sz [“

“h'v,

kxnd of a provxncial organ!!atxon to'represent‘UkraLnxan farmers.

Even the UFA dxreccor for the Vegtev111e sttrlct Jo1ned 1n the call

for greater Ukra1n1an part1c1pat1qn 1n farmer affeirs‘83m These

&



e

U

,"efforts bore no frult, The'spark had gone dut~in Ukralnlan areas

: re51stance cannot be ascertalned unqualifledly. But one. very

- e -

‘ was ctated by expendiency. Economlc ventures - cO-ops, the_

Wheat Pool llvestock marketlng - remalned actlve in Ukralnlan

-~ . . o
N ,Av-"

areasa. But chal organlzatrons remalned largely 1n a state.oﬁcllmbo

'vl's.A- -~

- . s - . i -
2 Lo e - s w-'r . - v

”>7 It s’ perhaps 1n electqral -politlcs that the greatestﬂgmount

’Q
;_,,,.--- -. o . "::,

‘-w [ "‘"¥

- of co-operatlon took,place-hetween Ukralnlans and the UFA In.1930

N g "

Luchkov1ch was returned, and-two more’ Ukralnlans were elected under,

and Peter Mlskiw'(Vegrevllle).-The UFA.was seekxng coqtrql Qﬁ,» B

> o

leglslatlve bodles wh;le Ukraxnlans were seeklng to elett thelr Town~-»"

o

lnto offlce._ In the 1atter case, hav1ng a candldate run under the -

‘~”"m.\:so><&'1 .

UFA banner was recogn1zed to be a great asset.‘ Whether thls amounted '

to true Ukra1n1an support for the UFA Eer se or a conven1ent way

ot to sllp 1nto the corrldors of power through the doors of least

- L.

concrete result of Ukra1n1an partfcrpatlon Ln the UFA was. the '3fftf“.

A:'l successful eStabl1shment of the 1eg1t1macy of the conoept-of ethnic

[ IR

,‘..

uﬂ' ¢ ‘ <
at least untxl shortly before and shortly after an\electlon.gf_vﬁmk;x

poritzcs in the electoral fzeld By 1934.ewen the staunchly Anglo—

W1th1n recent yeers, the Ukralnlans have developed a

:'—-L1bera1 party round these parts and were followed meekLy _
* enough; by: the docile Ukralnian voters. - The first .of the -
'a upsets came in° 1926 when Mg, Luchkovich was fivst: elected.v
_That was.the time for the Anglo—Saxon wing of the party to. .~
- see’ whather they were: head;ng. Mr. Luchkov1ch‘s re-elect1on
W Ln 1930 3ave additlonal wurnxng of the fact that the

.¢~v’“

V.f]; "race'l consc10usness whlch myst, be. dxsconcertanggto<the oid-"':l'
- "line party. men,‘who for years dlrected ‘the affairs of ‘the': !

.

.

st




TUkraln1ans knew thelr strength and. intended to ude 1t

- ATT th1s po1nts to the fact. that the next member’ for

'7Vegrev111e w111 be.a Ukrelnlan. Igsrests w1th the . party to

_3;;-,‘;”[;;see that this member -is a leeral

Thls sort of polltxcklng, howeVer, dld 11tt1e more than to mask

the laqk ofnﬂkralnlan part1c1patlon in the UFA.y Ultxmately the ‘two

e
A, ; . ».«» e

- g - .- —
- (M 'D p -

> B N ﬁ;_

L. had been able to co-operate in cettaln spberes»of common’interest,
- e "“‘.ﬁ‘id! Az “.-»'—.( V“.-fﬂ-“‘-'* "'"-" 7
«.“pi ~

S partlcuiarly in. econom1C'and electoral mattersl_but ‘no basls for a

PGP

,7‘ 1ast1ng relatlonshlp between them had developed

The superf1c1a1 1ntegrat10n of Ukra1n1ans 1nto the UFA had llttle

consequence wh11e t1mes Were good However, the Depress1on now 1oomed

Wi ,fﬁ-on the'horlzona

. o e .-

The fact‘that Ukrafhlans generdily regarded the UFA

2;5- more as a status guo party than a protest Body wog}d now become

s1gn1f1cant for they were more 11ke1y to seek other means of

N

expre331ng thelr dlscontent. The pro-Communlst Ukraxn1an Labour Farmer ’

Temple Assoc1ation, already actxve 1n the bloc dlstrlct for. several
years, prov1ded such an outlet and 1t made con81derab1e organ1zat10na1

gaxns dur1ng thls perlod by leadlng a protest campalgn agalnst the UFA.
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 over the task of Pro

" Notes' to:Chaptér Four

. .. T v , t B . . .
lw L. Morton, The - ProgreSSive Party in Canada (Toronto. University
.of Toronto Press, 1950) : .

: 2This thesis is. best developed in Vernon C. Fowke, Ihe-National
Policy and’ the Wheat Economy (Toronto. University of Toronto Préss 1957)

g B
.‘ *

, For basic narratives concerning the rise of the agrarian movement,
see S M. Lipset , Agrarian Socialism, 2nd ed. (Berkeley University. of P
..California Press, 1971); Hopkins Moorhouse, Deep Furrows (Toronto: ;i
George J.McLeod Ltd., 1918);. L.A.Woad, A History of Farmers' Movements,
reprint ed (Toronto‘ UniVersity of Teronto Press;.:1975); W.K.Rolph,: :
"Heénry Wise Wood .of .Alberta (Toronto: University of Toronto Press;, 1950),_‘

and Paul Sharp, The Agrarian Revolt in Western Canada (St Paul University
of‘Minnesota Press, 1956) . ' v

o 4For a standard interpretation of the role played by the social B
'gospel in Canada during this’ period - see Richard Allen, ‘The  Social
Passion:. Religion and Social Reform in Canada, 1914 1928 ‘(Toronto::
University of Toronto Press, 1971). - - o , ‘ v

: 5See, for exa,lle, the UFA Annual Report for the years 1915— 921
. which contains the o ficial minutes of UFA conventions. ~In 1922, The
United Farmer starte .publication as an. official UFA: organ. . It took

‘ ding convention coverage from the: separate %nnual
" booklets. ) ~ :

a L

6To point out some obvious examples' James Woodsworth was at v
‘one time an organizer ‘for the UFA in southern. Alberta, 4nd a fre uent e
. speaker at’farmerg conyentionsyw R« 6. Henders; “long=time- president “of.
: mthe~Manit$Ba Grain Gr0wers Association. .wag also .a Presbyterian. minister" ]
. 'and .an executive member of the Manitoba Social Service Council; Salem 4jﬂ”
Bland, a leading proponent of ‘the social. gospel, penned a. regular cotumn- ~ .
for the Grain Growers® Guide; and farmerx: ledders-such. as. Henry Wise :_-;‘»;lgf
‘Wood,- Percival Béker, Norman® Smith; "and William . Itvine . openly acknowledged

“ﬁ‘nithat they had ‘béén affected by social gospel ideals.en-

?

Nbrton, Frogressive Party, P 27 . j,j~;f P;*"”"';_”;h_;:‘:,g;.uﬂijij

(T S ERS

8R C. Brown and Ramsay Cbok Canada 1896~l91# A Natioinransformed
.The Canadian Centeqary Series 1o, 14 (Toronto 'McCieIland and Stewart,

1974), op. 315-320. ST .; 3

9Ukraiins'kyi hblos, 15 June iBlo

» lOThis fact is- noted well in Thomas Flanagan, "Political Geography

. and the United Farmers of Alberta, pp.136-169 in Susan Trofimenkoff,

" ed,, The Twenties in Weatern Ganada (Ottawa’ National Museum of Man, °
1972). : . , ’ '

4
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: ﬁ;"political i »

_Farmers of Alberra" . o™, A.thesis;" University of Alberta, 1956) ‘and

77 WiAMeItosh,  “The ‘United Farmers of - Alberta 1909 1920" (M A, thesis,
ClUniversity of Calgary, 1971).' " S . ,

-+ Ukrainiaf corncerns: of that time such as francliise and natur
S y-legislation. See Official Minutes of the Twelth Annual UFAn-on ntion
' (1920), PP. 53—54. *ﬂ’ik o - R

or a’ general history of the UFA béfore its entry into the L
cend,- see David G, ' Embree, "The Rise of the United

ﬁi_ leee the Offigial Minutes of the Seventh Annual UFK Convent&é/
g(1915), P 41,‘ and”’ Official Minutes of ‘thé Tenth. Annual UFA

Convention (1918), p.139. - "The quote concerning UEA Sunday is from d;-“ L

Grain-Growers" Guide, 18 April 1917 cited in McIntosh "Un_ted
lFarmers,"‘ p 78—79 L :

(AP

13 Ukraiins'kyi holos, 26 June, 4. September 1912 ‘14 Hay 1913.

_‘.

‘.115Ib’1d 15 liarch'-19117' . and Ukraiins'kyi holos, 28 March 1917,

Postup, 15 March 1o Uf.y, Y July 1917.-.-»
h 17

'“(M A.thesis, Univeristy of Alberta, 1937),PP -35-37; and C.Young, The

-

Ukrainian Canadians (Toronto. Thomas Nelson and Sons, 1931), PP. 80—81't 7_".“}

a ’

18 -
the Vietoria Distriet UFA - made a number of resolutions . dealin h“

}9UFA, Annual Repnrt-(1919); p;17 v o t_, ﬁf.ftld .

- Andrij Makuch "The Economic Activities of Ukrainian Canadians,
During the Firgt World War" (unpublished paper; University of Alberta, = -
-1980); " T.C. Byrne, ' "The ‘Ukrainian Community of North~Central’ Alberta“‘.

2OFarmers'ke slovo, 10 Harch 1921. These same figures are citedﬁ'i »
in Nash gostup, 11 May 1923 and 12 February 1924. .In all likelihood . =

they are "inflated, but nevertheless’ indicative of widesgread support
for the UFA in.the bloc district at that time. '

| 21UFA Official Minutes of th Executive and Board_ January 1

- and 22, 1921 deal with the’ newspaper grant; - June 9. and” Noyember 27,i;‘

.. 1920 deal with the- translations grant;  and January 19, 1922 with the
f-Foreign—Born Committee. The latter is alao discussed at the 1921 and
1922 conventions.. See the UFA Annual Report (1920), pp 48, 49, snd 653
' and Annual Regort (1921),p.,44. » .

oy

Note, for example, that during the 19207 UFA Annual ConVention;"?s.iv



88 Miiners'ke- oﬁbfﬁ, e'publiahed.. Of chege, ,e::
Bﬁ ;one (dated 10 ‘March 1921)#;emaipa in éxietenhe. ST

’“'PM‘ -_’ B '.Q 7' 0\ ol 0 ‘o, °'.«.

M iyt Holdl) 21:Januaryﬁ19205~12wJ!ﬂﬁ5ryV1921% The~'

o w:forme ?conventioh pasaed a resolution calling for
“*Qﬁpation tn the, faﬁme

‘f1>~Darcovichfand P Yuzyk .eds., A Statistical Compendium on - i
Ukraiiians in e ada¥41891-‘976 (Ottawa' UniVersity of Ottawa ;_gf'fei K

a Nash postup. 12 Febr'
in an Utbﬁn Age. The De f

SR DY

';ff}Uhivefsity Of Alberta Press, 1976), pp.177 179.; The.latter source‘
© -notés that: the overall UﬁA membership had’ dropped from-a. high of

| ”+§;aapprox1mace1y 28,000 to 32,000, i 1919-1920 ‘to. about’ 15 000, {0 1923-1924n

o o 'k‘i holos, 5 26 January 1921 John Thompson, The R
_aF'Ha ests of War. The Prairie West, 1914~1918 (Toronto"ybCIelland and ﬂ‘”'
‘-,Stewart, -1978)," Ppv85-87.. examines he farming practicea of: groups like

the Ukraiuians at -this time.”- = ‘ , . :

L 'mv.27Ukraiins'kyi holoa, 5, 19 January 1921 NS
2 Ibid, 14 April 1920 | qrj\ o

o Ibig! is Dacemher 1920..:‘,,.; B L (PLIE AN
'v N _-' | - . . l ‘-' K :. e - B .
ey SBTSld 14 April, 15 December 1920 gﬁdfndéh goétu§;¥19ﬁ{’
e ‘February 1924. : : : _ : DD

lFor example, memBérahip lists for the UFWA!and the Junior UFA'
_’jin the 1919, 1920, aud 1921 Annhal Reportsﬁ ention&only one Ukrainia
"”flocal - Vilna.-‘;': SR S .

Ukraiins'kzi hoios' 5 January 1921.
330therlha\n the organizational pamphlet, "What Has the UFA Done?" £
_,.and the grant ‘to Prystash for, Farmera'ke '81ovo, - there is no evidence ,‘_:
~to suggeat th@t the UFA publ ahed any materials in Ukrainian.&:.f{c'-'

d pkop m.gerae Kret: 1v'ter ‘chah ed"his
'?153”3Hmind and became very c:ici-al_ofuthe UFA. for - "abandoning" its’
*-;karainian members. See Nas'ﬁ'ohtu ) 26 Hay 1926._,;H SRR




J’i‘@:7f‘f 3 fedun g 1ack of proficfency in the English language ia noted in 7
-+ oe « Vggr 'i g Observer, 20 July 1921; ‘and Lazarenko, "Ukrainians in AR
u'-- Provindial Polit~cs, p 47._ There Tig" virtuafly no record of”Fedun 87 AT
" "rgle in 'the- ‘Yegislature, . Hisonly noﬁewoflhy mometit *seems £o-have’ been'iﬂf“
* - }%hsamaiden ‘smeech gshen ‘be-made geveral ) 'shockdng! revelatiOns.abOut o
) wseriousnees.of the dxinking groblemmin the.provinqe (ap ohqession
S Q,‘Vith him) These were severeIY'misconstrued 4in- the English—language
Ceia .prese. See Edmonton -Bulle tn, -10- February- 1922 - and Edmonton- Jotirnal ,»
8 - 10 February 1922, . Fedun attempfed to~correct~thesge miacanceptions e
i by publishing the full text of his. speech in Ukraiins' kyi hplos, 22 Lo
~ March 1922.- Otherwise, 1itt1e 18 mentioned.of his activities. jThe-7
. ﬂmet.interesting éxception. to this is .a. comment. he ‘made.in Ukraiins' kyi
holos, 16-°August- 1922 -claiming that “he “had; demanded that :the UFA .
-sponsor-‘a~public’ health- nurse: (Ukrainian-speaking) in the bloc district,.
% *anﬂggould*ﬁqpn h@,fbrWarding ‘requests for a»Ukrainian—Speaking home R
. écorfgmist and an agricqltural lecturer..~v

# & v,p‘ . LY /1) AL d‘,‘* #’ : M m wodry, - .& k& w ‘ Jh- 3 e: n- ‘ E?‘ .p: ’ ;7 :u
- $”37‘ R - : - - :
. ﬁ&%ﬁ ; A e'»hornthS maiden speech is covered in Edmonton Journal 29 .
S ‘ i and“ﬁdmOHmd ﬂBulietin, 29 July 1922. After’ this, there is.
' no’ mention of his activities in ﬂither the English or the Ukrainian-‘
'-,language preas. ' IR ; € e T v
38 SR

v UFA’ Annual Report (1918), P 77. Regarding the hostility of
returning veterans - 0‘“foreigners", aee Donald: Avery,,"The L
Radical Alien and the Winnipeg General Strike," in The West .and the
' Nation, eds. Carl Berger and- Ramsay.Cook (Toronto' HcClelland and " B 'j"*;
. ﬂStewart, 1976), PP. 174-186. g R o SR Sy

39Note the anti-immigration resolutions “from the Official

.Minutes of the following ‘UFA. conventions: 1924 (p. 192); 1927 (p.112);
- 1928 (pp 157-158); 1929 (pp. 10-12),- and 1931 ¢p. 166). Compare these .
to the presentation made . by Ukrainians at a 1925 conference on: °
immigration held in Edménton or to the’ activities of the. Ukrainian
,Immigration and . Colonization Aasociation, which are. noted in Nash-
poatup, 28 March, ll April 1925, B : y :

' 4OOfficial Minutes of the Twenty-first Annual UFA Convention (1929),

'p'90, and Official Minutes of the TwenAybsecond Annual UFA Convention .
(1930), P 166. iy . .

oL

alSignificantly, narodni domy are suggested (and used) frequently o

“as touchatones for Ukrainian farmer organization. See Nash: postup,

15 August 1923; 13, 27 December 1924 and ‘10 January 1925, However,

they never realized their potential in this area.  Nash postup, 3 .
. February, 28 July -1926, 15 August, 9 November 1927 18 particularly

critical of this fact, as, if to underline that- narodni domy in Canada . .
~had failed to aasume the same functions they had played in the Old Country.»
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The following bidgraphical information comes from Tomashevsky s

biographical skepch.in 60 Litiv. Kanady-(Toronto. 1951), PP.24-30; M.

'1’- Marunchak Vv zugtrichi z Ukraiins'kymy- ploneramy Al'berty. (Winnipeg, ,
I965), PP 48-59,' and Osyp Nazaruk, Totis Tomashevs'kyi Robitnyk-pioner .

Ukraiins'koii presy v Amerytsi (Chicago, 1924). The duthor wishes to
th"anlt 'Dr I L Rudnyts‘ky for bringing the latter 1tem~t~o his attention.

=i

RS Syrotiuk's first article appears in Nash ostu 20 November
1923, After this he is a regular contributor. )

AN

Nash postup, 25 December l923, 1 January, '8 April 27 December

1924

46

20 July, 3 August 1921

-«

. Nash postup, 3. April 19233 S February, 4 March 20, 27 December
31924 23 December 1925,, 30 June 1926

. 4 Ibid, 10 September 1923, 9 September 1925; 10 March 30 -
June, 7 July 1926., Ukraiins'kyi holos, 10 September 1923 was’ wary of -
the Wheat Board proposal, althOugh on 6 Febraury 1924 it did offer

* ‘the pool 1dea ita support. . : . ‘

Nash Eostup, 14 July 1926
5°1b1d 25 March, zo December\1924 28 March 1925.-

‘}@W'ﬂ511b1d & December 1922 s January 1923
s ) | A

'Szlbid,,20,November,,4.necember‘1922.

¥ 53

- 21bid, 4 January'1923~- and’Ukraiins kzi hglos,'31 January 1923. |

. 54Ibid 22 January, 5~ February 1923. : |

"

5

Ibid 3 A il, 11 May 1923.

7 e “founts .xist about the: viche, Naah postup, 3, July 1923
-and. Ukraiins'k; ologl, 4 July 1923, Although the two do not contradict
the Nash postup coverage seems to haye ‘a strong

S AT X S o o R PR S

Ukraiins kyi holos, 21 September 1921",and'Vegreville Observer, ’

g - ) . : v
"ﬂ“"”"-“‘~-"°v"'v*l ‘:"'«;'-o.o T4, ":"Jl"..po'_‘a:-b--e',*..Z“'»‘.,

stu“, 1; December 1923,.11 FeBruary 1925t R R

P



— e s ‘v-‘ ' . ‘
.- i - QEL.;‘ - ,’h - A . ..‘ '."..' " : .
- e - ., ,1;J-~- fﬂfb"'?i»:. ,1,17;"f ‘128 E
--~vﬁ¢*fav"‘. Nash goatug: JS August 1923' and Ukraiina kYi holos, 4 July
RTINS IBZL cne e R AT A 4 0 : SRR E
jNash'éoétuﬁ; iS Auéust 1923"fb
L _”nsia.,_ls A,ix‘gusc 1923. U e e IR
S R ¥y - ST PR ‘, F RROREE
- 6OUFA Official Minutes«of the Executive and Boardl January 12 o
and 19 1924 - and Nash gostug, 5, 12 February 1924
Nash Eostgg 12, 19 26 February 1924{j . o ;6:.,;" ‘ .‘L',» o
62, Ibid 17 January 1925 B e
63Ibid 24 January to 25 February, l4 March 1925..
ra~ ‘-..z',".e o S A A Y :-'_'“ Tl e e e e PO N ‘ .“‘"“'_.."'; ﬁ_e.". *
: 64Ukraiins'kyi holos, 23 August 1922 2, 23 May, 28 N0vember 1923'
9 January 1924.- . ‘ : Lo e
' 65Ibid 1 February 1922 21 October 1925 15 September 1926.~' "
P ~ e T e e L . : aa
'661b1d, 30 January, 17, 24 June, 30 September 1924, "
; o .
;bid 1 February 1922
681b1d 24 June, 30 September 1924. R
ash gostug, 30 September, 11 November, 30 December 1925 o '”‘?‘
. 7P]:bid, 23 June 1926. R .
. At this time a.new. editor had taken over Nash Postug, James _
" Krett (mentioned previously in footnote 34). He stayed on for about 4 o

a year, and Tomaahevsky 8 company, Alberta Printing, continued to N
" < publigh” ‘the newspaper, Still, Naah Boatug continued to bear Tomashevsky B8
unmistakabTe- ‘stampi- - Krett was. not ‘the first, nor was he the last person
to be drawn into the duction of Nash Eostug, for. the paper was -a
fmoney-loaing propoaitizz, and ‘Tomashevsky was, constantly on the" lookout
- for" co-workers who . would shoulder’ ‘the burden. Oné of these notes his -
experiences in his autobiography. See Vasyl' Hayrysh Moia Kanaga i ia. -
.-(Edmonton. By the author, 1974). PP. 80—81.4 S 2 .

L Nash ggstug, 19 May 1§26.. None of the Ukrainian candidatea
f'received over: 375" votes.- See Darcovich and Yuzyk, Statistical )
;tcompendium, p,3§1.:u' R . .
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73 Nash postug, 26 May, 2, 9, 23, 30 June 1926.,_ '

L 4Ibid 7 21 July 1926

B 5Ibid 21, 28 July 1926.' Luchkovich's autobiography was published

as A Ukrainian Canadian in Parliament (Tor0nto. Ukrainian- Research o
Foundation, A1965); a;short biography by Walter;Sharek is inefuded tn"
" Agddofe ‘Goresky et al, eds., Ukrainians fn Albertd,. vql.Z (Edmonnon
<. Ukrainian’?ioﬂeers Association of Aiberta, 1981), pp 89—102« ﬁ;

s e e = -

: 6Kanadyis kyi farmet, 11 February, 23 June 1921': and Ukraiins'kyi
holos, 3 10 August 1921, - - _ : .

=y
Nash gostug, 18 August 1926

‘ """"-"'l' wpeA e e T I e S R
) ‘ f‘ Q » ¢~ ures q.-~a. B X X »c;‘_
L et e ,1_-'; .‘ lbiod:"-g% éug’llﬂgml.??ﬁ: “:"g_m ;. : ‘.‘& ".’ - ‘;,a;a . Paett WY 8w, 0 or
) — 7] R ! . . . : e
e e, m "_ .7»‘ . ’ . . A . . .

|
7

Lo 9Ibid, 25 August, 1926 and Isidore Goresky, "Memoirs" (typewritten,
S d ), p. 82, " : .

S 347 2152 o .* SR R ‘j. o
' “ BOIbid, 25 ‘ August 1926o T we e T A‘f.. RSN T - PRI K

: _8'~i
Ibid 1 8 September 1926.

82Ibid, 15 September 1926,"aud*Ukraiins7kyiﬂhbloé;ﬂlz» ;,,;_“
' Jauuary 1927“, Co :

‘u

- ‘a
“«

"hm'mf<’84Tomashevsky expresSes thie opinion in Farmérs kyi holos, 10

April 1933.

.."’.

85Vegreviile:0bserver,-lO 0ctobenf§§34.;

. . N

i

&
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.a campaign to expand its influence there thrOugh the,Ukrainian

"T"Labour Farmer Temple Association and its own farmer-oriented

o '.( P

IVJUkrainian—language newspapero Several years of energetic activitygﬂ
ftsucceeded in establishing a. telatively strong ULFTA presencei

"However, the Communists could not hop'; o'attract a. majority of

c ey, Lb_.'--mr.

f}}z .. .Ukrainiqnﬂ,iptq their<xanks because g’ pro—Soviet gostﬁre ha&-caused'l- - 9'ﬂ .

them to be ostracized by the mainstream community.iv

v : ) -

 With the start of the Depression, the Communist Party of Canada ,

ot "j'_‘.(CPC) decided to form t‘he Farmers' Un‘ity League (FUL) 2s: & radical - o
_ alternative to- the existing agra;ian organizatio:s in C;nada, ”‘4f; - b
- including the mm. _In Al erta, the new o‘r‘éanizatione‘stsbli:shed ,,_.;. m"-r,;,;'] g
itself first inethe Uhrsinianablolsdi;tni;t: ;artly beoause of ;gs,d ’;.i,:;iﬂ
'Z’base for operations provided by the ULFTA network.and partly because ffd_;f ’{

‘ LT e

: fof the weak UFA presence there. However, the FUL did not develop as

nl.{"“ o o "9 “'va% N g i WS g e
strongly in any other part of the prbvince gfving ﬂkraﬁniaﬁs a

.-.»,,'

'highly visible profile in it and a general reputation for being E__iy.wff_f

_aw‘»;ﬁprone to ;adicilism ” Many Ukrainians retaligted by strongly .
X N ! ’&‘ b . C

prbclaiming their loyalty to Canada and mercilessly'denouncfng the

Y Communist agitators among ;hgm.

R g

\ This sort of response to the challenge posed sy the Communists did

not and could not come-: to grips with a fundamental problem. ,v'p,'?f

&

there seemed to. be no alternative to the FUL ' The UFA had 1ong ago .

e L e ey P - S e



LS m..,_ -

i1 e e o

N hut thi§~was very 1 ’ited in.scope and started mnch too 1ate to

Lo

e

campaign to extend its influence into tbe-" e

* ---

Western-Canada.: This policy~development.waﬂ }n direct resgonse t° a di-

\,,.,.,._‘. . -

' rective from the Communist International (Comintern) for'the party )

v “4:;4...,. - -

faithful in: Canada to expand their influence by "burrowing from -

%rﬁg: withi farmer organizationsu v.A.chrdingly, the Ukrainian Labour ;j

Coey - .
l‘, R . .,’-A - RO L e o

A Temple Association (ULTA) was transformed intoathe Ukrainian Labour B

o

, j; Farmer TEmpIe 3Ssociation (ULEEA' in.Ukrainian. Tovagystvo :i o '

b - e -

Ukraiins'kykh RobitnychYkh Farmers kykh Domiv, or TURF Dim) and a

a ”~ - -aja L

"Wholly farmer newspaper edited bY Dmxtro Psttash Farmers ke T

o M

zhzttia (The Farmer s Life),was added to the list of pub]ications'f

R T

BponSOred by thé ULFTA. . L w'-~"x;|‘.'» S . L . - #

The speed with which the ULTA responded to the new Cominternj_

N

-r; o "line indicates the extent of its connections with the CPC even

K“'r.

VJthough it was nominally an: autonomous body. These ties were based

.

v on the use/of the ULFTA as a front 01‘845111284:3'~‘3-n for the CPC' Over :

the years 1t pfbvided the party with a constant -source of"- revenue_;‘

_and manpower as well as with a means of transmitting information

: TR T . ‘
P B . . "
B



. ""-“'._i‘_.local chapters dn: thetpro\g.ince s umbering and mirring reg-ions andi'?:“" °

TSVStrength in the province in terms of- both phy§ical holdings and

AUkrainian Catholic bishop, Nykyta Budka, a decade earlier. He

.'.nc"o - -‘

~*throngh the sympathies of“Tarmera who had had previous contact with

8
v @ g

h.which to Start its recrnitment drive among the farmers of the bloc

2

Internally, the ULFTA sought to build up its organizational

'
,v,

f_-membershipe. It dtarted.a campaign to incorporate local narodni

e -

'-,', ¢« =

a EZ or;to build new facilities-in areas where it had suppqrt;3~f et

Energetic cultural and educatibnal programs were then instituted

s fh these,hailé tu-ordex to. attract potential recruits to them.

- "-‘ -

- Organizers were sent through the bloc district on.regdlar speak{ngxfi
’tours. Conferences likewise, were frequent, and members were s

always.urged to attend This high pace of activity quickly showed )

=
Bl

. results' the initial handful of contacts with which the ULFTA had
started its organizing in 1925 had grown to a network of 50 or. more

’*locations by late 1929 Y

, The immediate reaction to the ﬁLFTA drive was one of concern,

- especially aboqt its appropriation of property. Tomashevsky was ﬁ'h . \g~;
particularly distressed by this, and compared it in a Nash postup

' -_editorial to the same sort of a grab for property attempted by the

[
‘.



’F‘or'lQUOUI'Ha'?s totretain their aﬁE&EBmy

...‘.~v -

enéued In “other places, considerable sympathy for the ULFTA

P L A -'"'“"""

R

”;jlalready existed‘ and the change df afﬁiliation was nqthing»mors -»;‘55

o than a.- formality 6 f . R ".f' - ‘, . f‘

Externally, ULFTA members generally followed the party line
and increased theirainfluence by "burrowing" into the generally
weak UFA’ locals, often occupying leadership positions.?p The ULFTA

f:even started to present itself to the~UFA and other bodies as the o

, 1egitimate representative organization for' the interests of

A - e

U

"Ukrainian-Canadian farmers.gA In the realm of electoral politics,t'-'4

© e ———— -
. . P o K «;—
L 2 TP

the Ukrainian Communists did not run their own candidate in either

the 1925 or 1926 elections for strategic reasons. Nor did they
R S

attempt to contesf any- iopal UFA nominationa mainly because -

of the lack of - a suitable candidate' Dmytro Prystash {a’ recent
convert) had been considered for this rdle but his services had

been required more urgently in Winnipeg. They did support ~

'“Luchkovich's election bid in 1926 (and in’ 1930), but only half— i

' heartedly in token recognition of the CPC s ‘tenuous support for
the UFA. 9 -

o

The entry of the Communists into the aréna of Ukrainian

~ farmer politics ended any lingering h pes . of a vibrant Ukrainian

association with the UFA ULFTA membe

L

in whatever UFA locals were left in the oc district, and using

-

°

. A w - e
‘O‘t-.v R R T S

“*-~4='-‘. . 4‘:4._,.-~...-‘-



- = v

thesé as a: pla fom for e.xpm‘lding pro—CP -views’. Second the -

PR

iikely %ase fon UFA locals in the bloc distriet —— the network

il ‘es’tabliahed by a string nf namdnb domy = Ixr 6ther instances, _‘ . S

A

f'\'“' ULFTA halls were built near existing narodni dOmy, ipso faeto

A T T
e e e .

challenging the legitimacy of the latter to organize Ukrainian '2'5

farmers around the traditional pop,ulist program -of - education,,

economics, and politics.' v

o R
.r"\"’ ‘ :

It is impossible to gauge accurately how much support the ’

ULFTA really had in the Alberta bloc district. In all likelihood
\

it ‘was probably very small J:elative to- the total Ukrainian population.
A letter in Nash Bostgg from Bellisp noted that the accounts o’f
local Communists in Farmers'ke zhyttia would tﬁake anydna think that- B

N - . ,\ . - . e - ,'4‘.
_(* - E . .

every perSOn, cow, chicken, etc. in the Bellia area waa a Bolshevik. _

'I‘he truth was that there were seven, of whom only three were actually

PIRARSE S

et farmers.m The authon. wasg prohably not ?ar off the mark about their

,,-«v- -

size' the Communists strength 1ay~ not in numbers but in tight

“w

organization, innovation, and incredible dedication to the proverbial

. . i ¢,
cause R o (_ “

P Still the ULFTA was alienated from the Ukrainian community o

>

. and it was unlikely that it could ever have become a major party.

S Catholic and conservative Ukrainians had long viewed the Communists '

a .

oty

. and their socialiat predecessora as. anathema, more liberal elementa ,f

.viewed them with conaiderable skepticiam. __ Part iof the problem

{

. between the Ukrainian community and its Communists waa the latter 8

n

"



B
3,

loﬂéjavowedly revolutionary posture, but its.crux really lay in attitudes

;}'ffftowards the Soviet Union.; From. the - Commuﬁist‘boint of view, thie

i? rea%;ipg to this news in”heavily—lined black borders, and to note f;_;a;g\\\\;

;'Ukrainian people..l2

.’

.

”1revolution had succeeded completely TSarist Russia had suppressed

P

:;~ﬂuuoutright any indications o£ netional identity or proletariat :

. -_'_':}'..a-. .
Q < Wagaie 40 TreTmoTon

consciousness; in its wake the Soviets had established a Ukrainian

.,workersﬂ«state 1 This was marhedly different from the situation ':“'Tff,?..

!

N Canada where Ukrainian workers were being persecuted Thus the

P - PO

.,.Ukrainian Commupists looked to the Soviet Union for inspiration in

\

",their revolutionary struggle over'the ocean, and filled the pages Of

k_their press with tracts about the building of the worker’“ paradise. :f

. The majority of Ukrainians in Canada howeVer, did not share these

?sympathies ' In fact, they viewed the incorporation of Ukraine(s

L "+
R

‘into the Soviet Union in 1923 as. the greatest tragedy of all times
: Y
. Ukraiins'kyi holos even went 4so far as to presen‘t the editorial

-

that socialistic views were "unwise and "unhealthy" for the

K1

The truth about the situation in Ukraine probably lies somewhere

: ». N
between these extremes. The incorporation of Ukraine into the Sovi:t\\\

' ;Union has been célled "a compromise of history. . Despite a valiant

2

ieffort to’establish a fully—independent state, Ukrainian nationalists ;

simply did not have the neceaeary strength to succeed in their task

.

' At the same time, the new Soviet regime did not. have the strength

"l'to incorporate Ukraine outright As a reault .a. Ukrainian B°19heV1k

state was formed which during the 19203 seemed to waver neither in o

“t.iits Ukrainian nor its Communist coﬁsciousness.13



.....

a;ostracism didcexist.: Communists were! Eersona non grata ;and their

As long as theesituatidn in Ukraine remained sgable, and as'k,

_long<as the-Cemmunists kept largely to themselves after their -4-1;

;

-';‘initial q6ray into the bloc district during the mid—lQZOs, a truceV

- R .

'

fof sorts existed hetween Ukrainian Communists and the rest of-the
e

‘,‘r~"-"","

:f“community._ Nevertheless, a certain element of informal social

K
.-

4isympathizers or regular visitors to their halls risked also being

labelled as VBolsheviks“ or red§ "1447}"';‘.7 -

\ _W.

It did not take 1ong for the events of history to upset this

L jdelicate equilibrium ' Early ey 1930 a majos>show trial of 45

i

) Ukrainian writers and intellectuals was helﬁ at an opera house in

. Kiev. The‘accused faced trumped—up charges of belonging to an

o

o oréanization aiming to overthrow the Soviet state,_ In- fact, the

: members to abandon their fealty 6 the Soviet Union-"

:trial Was,a major purge the first dramatic sign that thenﬂkrainian

iBolshevik experiment was being termi"

under Stalin.lsip F‘}'f’f ii‘“ff f;;

-4 L LA

'“;'.Non-communist Ukrainian Canadiana were shocked by the news

o

o about the trial Their worst feats and doubts about the butcome

. R . I

of the Revolution had now been realized They called upon ULFTA .

Onée 45 could Be said that ukrai* {an Bolsheviks -~ g

in Canada stood on" ideological grounds. ~ People of a. :;;

saintly people 'who wighed’ only good things for the world _
ruled in the Bolshevik land. - But after: more ‘than ten years
* of their overlordship, even the most :stunned Bolshevikxw
. should understand that. the Bolsheviks are nothing more
" than the fiercest hangmen.- No matter how blipd one's = .
. . faith, he cannot deny the’ living facts staring himlén the - .
'A-eyes and contradieting his beliefs on every count e

hﬁkg.! narrow Bolshevik outlook: could ‘believe sincerely that ,jﬁ,f L

TR o
P

e

; ed hy avnew eentralist policy -
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The Communists, in turn, responded that the trial was justified

- q'\“‘t

because ‘the’ accused were obviouily guilty. They even pdblished .
theﬂ trans?crigts of the hearifxgs in: their press.v.' This Was too
“T ; much for non—Communist Ukrainians who now called for an absolute :-U
- ostracism of their "comrades "
) The situatiOn steadily deteriorated during the early 1930s
as the sins of the Soviets mounted;, Among these were a continued
cul;ural purée; the arrest and erecution of prominent Western‘
Ukrainian intellectuals who had gone- . to the Soviet Union after the .;.
Revolution, and finally thelengineering ‘of an artificial ;amine
: which killed at least three million Ukrainians in 1933. 7" Even f:-
‘\h loyalsUkrainian Bolsheviks were victims of this early Stalinist
.r terror The mogt prominent of them was Mykola skrypnyk, the .
Ukrainian SSR s one—time Commissar for Education who gaw that" ‘sooh

av et

his time would come and chose ‘to commit suicide instead.
- Because of their staunch defence of the Soviet Union evenéin
- the 1ight of Such revelations Ukrainian-Canadian Communists were
labelled as paid agents of Moscow.ﬁ Moreover,,the curbing of much
of their organizational autonomy by the CPC in 1930 added even more
fuel to this already roaring fire.zoleet, despite much discontent ‘
within the ranks ovar such issues; party discipline and solidarity
managed to bury it. It was not until 1935 that any sort of an. open
bresk occurred in the ULFTA over these issues, and even then it
was limited to a small group. of former party loyalists led by
l Danylo. Lobay.z1 | o e ' ," '_L LAU:,,/d.xf

In the midstfoffthese growﬂngitensions,‘the Comintern announced -

. .;‘,'.
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',that At was abandoning the "burrowing from within" line established

U din 1924 and replacing it with a new policy of militant class action. '

V”This meant that the Ukrainian Canadian Conmunists, as the party s.
;most dependable lieutenants and foot soldiers, would be moving
!‘out of their ULFTA halls and out onto the streets.‘ This would
be sure to give them a very high profile in Canadian society at
large. Moreover, in light of. the recent events in Ukraine and the = . .
PR
steadily—deteriorating relationship which had followed among
7-.Ukrainians in Canada, it would surely be considered a. provocation.

It'seemed -—-and was - almost certain that tumultuous years lay-
‘ahead because of this volatile mixing of forces
I
The Farmer s Unity League (FUL) was to be the Communists
o vehicle for waging a. militant class strugsle among Canadian farmers.
It was to provide a radical alternative to’old outdated and
: conservative agrarian organizations such as the UFA Because the:
Communists had a connection to the Ukrainian bloc district through
the'ULFTA (and because the UFA was unlikely to provide resistance),
they dbcided to establish the FUL there first This could then ’
be usdd as a base of operations for expanding into other parts of"

- . e

the pmovince

-t -

of indebted farmers and calling upon them to 6?ganize in a fight |

~

o



for their very existence However, it advocated no open break B
B rJ p'.. "

with the UFA only that efforts continue "to changé«this organization

(the UFA) into ‘a. militant defender of poor indébted farmers right

¢

'.,M; to a decent living and a fair return for their work "2?. Aa the _flf 2

economic depression grew, it was linkedﬂincreaaingly ‘to the f’

worlduwide crlsis of capitalism. Farmers were told that theix
S I
_Kwing. By August, 1930 farmers were being

discontent, too, was

reminded that the cpe was the only defender of their rights and

« ’e

' that the hard times were forcing_them to organize in self—defence.r

W ' .

By the end of September Farmers'ﬁe zhyttia announced that the ST

)

CPC was planning to hold'a farmers dbnvention in Saskatoon in a

month 'S . time 23 There the earlier decision to. form the FUL was

s

announced. To help start a. provincial organizational structure,lfV”'

two,Ukrainian,organizers weré sent out ‘on the speaking circuit urging ol

people 1-:to come to a District Conxgetion to be held early in

: _December in Edmonton.- There the UFA waa finally denounced outright

- as a reactionary farmer organization .'.;, which does not tolerate - o

\

'*'radical viewa. and the need for a militant altetnative to it was

Y

reaffirmed
Carl Axelson, a- Swedish-born Communist, emerged as the main :

ﬁigure in" ﬁhe provincial FUL Thie was hatdiy-surprising ""4

Axelson had been the leading light in the radiCal Prair%e Farmer i

Educational League (a CPC front for those critical of the existing

b_ agrarian organizations policies) and ‘a. constant thorn in the side;>.f'

G

" of the UFA At the 1930 UFA Annual Convention in Calgary he rap(

againat Henry Wise WOOd for the presidency, grated delegatee .'5--'..

-0

fw:,\)f o ] .*xx_ﬂi

e
il

T
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. - .
- .

lfrnerves with his unrestrained salvos, and managed to be expelled

from the gathering/(/stensibly on a technicality) Soon afterwards,"

il

_the UFA Board of Directors passed a resolution noting that Axelson s'
| actions were "inimiéable to- the aims and objects of the UFA " He .
‘was then expelled from the organization 25-

: Axelson 8 first major full organizing effort was, appropriatelyf]'

'enough in the Ukrainian bloc district, where the Communist party 8- E

greatest strength among the province s farmers lay .He spent over
two months,from the end‘of Decemberito‘thé“end of Februarx

travelling with an interpreter and delivering speeches aliost °

daily. . _ : A _ e et B . ] o ..

The very fOrmation of the FUL and its organizational drive- e

in the bloc district quickly became a major concern for both . : R

. Ukrainians and non-Ukrainians alike It was not long_hefore they 8
: L

':“"started to voice their opinions. For'example, a convention of *

V‘Ukrainians held in Edmonton in mid—January, 1931 denounced the .

efFUL effOrts as an attempt to spread-Communist propaganda under

. 'kh' B

'_the guise of a new farmers organization, this was follcwed up

;by a call‘in the: press for Ukrainians to adhere to the traditio nal .
Gagrarian organizations 26 Moreover, meetings to counterbalance
.those of .the: FUL were held in a number of Ukrainian communities

One especially important gathering of this type was held in Andrew
_on January 24 1931 Premier RN R R.. Brownlee, the two
| Ukrainian MLAs Isidore Goretsk; and Peter Miskiw, and the MP

:f Luchkov1ch addressed an.audience of over 600 people Brownlee

‘u_made it perfectly clear that the FUL was not in the good graces
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'?offthefgovernmenfg o f‘.f o

B S N e . e T

e ™

Nb good will be - accomplished by obeying s%;e whoi

- are coming among you askingmfo“~t Jrefuse to_obey. the R

L . by inérodﬁting L
' untr}ed methods and trying at his time to cause © - .
unrést among you. . . IE: “you: want to changé’ fhe laws,
you must have ‘enough . people thinking ur_way~—_
must remember that we have ten milli“ﬁ* T Canada, and : '
- weé 'here are; but a small'part -of the great Dominion: o ST =
- There 1s n;fhing to’ be gained by disturbances 27

T

Goresky, Miskiw, and Luchkovich each rgllgyedﬁsui’/and advised

their_tellow COuntrymea~t0’ﬁozoperate’with the government during

these hard times.

B .,:.

The Premier s remarks did not fall on deaf ears.- In fact,

"official" opinion seems to have underestimated the actual

3

extent of - support among Ukrainians for the existing regime.

We the loyal citizens of Canada, of Ukrainian race, :
assembled to. tHe number of 'about 700 ‘people at. a mass . . o -
meeting at'the Ukrainian Catholie ‘Hall, at Mundare, ‘ '

. Alberta, this ‘8th- day of February, ‘1931,. for the o
purpose of protesting against the - propaganda of : // R .
Bolshevism and Communism among- our people ‘in Canada, 6 : B ”’“j$>
hereby register our most vigorous protest against the . T '
agitation of .paid CommunIst\agentggand their. efforts to— '
undermine our: confidence in- Canadian.democrafic )
institutions, and call to our: brethren in Canada to
demonstrate their loyalty to this, -our adopted land,. by’
similar protests and active support oi all our Canadian'
institutions. :
. Furthermore, we petition the government of Alberta
“and the govermment of the Dominion of Cansda, to prohibit
the publication in Canada df\all the Bolshevistic Lo
‘revolutionary literature and cause ortation of
all those foreigners and to sugpend the naturaliiation of -
‘all those citizens of foreign birth who propagate.and who
‘follow the radical teachings intended for the destruction
- of our democratic system of government.28 L
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_ The only comment made in the local English press about this.;

fairly demonstrative type of gathering was a brief note.

o,

: A false impression has been corrected.by the -
Jcitizens when they-declaréd themselves anti-Communists
at one of the meetings held here., ‘A’ prominent man at
'Edmonton writing. to one.of our merchants here says..,-"’f
‘"™e are ‘pleased " to ‘know that theré are some Ukrainian

people who support our government "29 s

- —

&

,gEven the»Premier seemed more relieved than convinced by ‘the-

"Mundare resolution. He replied to the organizers of the.

gatherfng* "I am glad to note the attitude of the people‘.

;present at the meeting,“ and added that . "I am taking the

liberty of forwarding a copy of the resolution to the prime S

' 030

minister of Canada. '?ﬂy ’

Meanwhile, -as Axelson continued ‘his tour, opposition to

the FUL efforts increased although in a more direct and

4 physically violent.way. A FUL meeting in Willingdon during

\'f"‘the early part of February was disrupted by a barrage of eggs,'

soon this- ractice bécame io common the Farmers'ke zhyttia

‘ ' .
labelled these eggs as their opponents most potent (but only)

arguments This phrase may have given the organizers sqme

._moral satisfaction, but it did not prevent meeting after

meeting from being thrown into chaos.31

Such "ovations" and the fact that Ukrainians were calling

N

upon the government to deport or disfranchise "foreigners" who

{:stepped out of line was’ a source of - wonder and merriment ‘to; the'

%47English residents in or: near the bloc district.. The Vegreville

;Observer noted that at least it "diverted attention" from the . h
‘—_‘~_F-— )

}
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handle the s1tuat1on.

awful cry of 'Depressaon' " Nevertheless, underlylng such
Jov1a11ty was a very real concern that Ukra1n1ans not step out

of lzne. The staunchly Anglo-Saxon Observer, 1n a. grand d1splay

" of paternal concern, defended Ukralnlans who “as a whole (are)

not 1n any sense Communlsts:" Yet at the same time it could

. not but help not1ng the fact that the FUL was not ‘making any

converts except among Ukrarnlans. Even though these were thé“

rag-tag and bob—tall" elements of that communlty, which were

s N r-)

dordlally deSplsed" by thexr'law~ab1d1ng countrymen, they

N

' were stlll a'menace.32 ‘Furthermore, the Observer notéd that ; .

although Axelson generally "comes susp1c1ously close to maklng

h1mse1f a publrc nulsance;f thls was "eapec1a11y (true) when he

Q H .
ventures into the Ukrarnlan dlstrxcts."33 The obvrous

.

1mp11cat10n was that Ukralnlans, desplte the1r professed loyalty

to Canada and fervent opp081t10n to- the Commun1sts, could not

L

— .o
L

On February 25, 1931 ‘the: Engbeh demonstrated how they o .
reckoned the Communlsts should be handled. At ‘a meetlng in Vegreville "
scheduled for 8: 00 P. M. in the ULFTA hall, Ivan Klybanovsky and”

Joe Bolton of Edmonton were. to address a largely Ukralnran-speaking;

audxence.l The hall fxlled up completely, and part of the audlence

spllled out onto the street.‘ The flrst speaker, Bolton, had only

_ started hrs address‘when he was suddenly 1nterrupted w1th a’

questlon from the floor. The chalr refused to recognlze this . T

B

1nter3ect1on, setting Off a loud murmur from a certaln sect1on of

thevaudlence.' Th1s szgnal started a shower of eggs and other

o

: obJects through the slde w1ndows. ‘The llghts were lumedrately

t
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cut and the front door blocked forcing those inside to remain under

fire for an extended period ‘of . time.. After the hall Was finally
cleared a crowd of loyalists assembled outsfde it and sang “God
Save the King", "Rule Britannia";'and "0 Canada".t They then raised

9

._‘“.the Union Jack and paraded along. Main Street in triumph.

{ " In the wake of this affair, it bacame dbvious that the attack |
had had some sort . of tacit sanction. * The very day of the meeting,
an editorial in the Observer had warned that "if any . Aommunistic

demonstration or parade is held in Vegreville . o o (1t stands) a

good chance of being‘completely obliterated.ﬁ The next,week an

e

editorial opened SOmberly with the statement that the paper "cannot ;

’gﬁhelp but deprecate Ehe turmoil which took place," but concluded
on a lighter note. —- as if to agree that the melee was necessary -

that "locally the matter is a. theme for laughter and that. "a very

pleasant time was had by all."ss Finally, a court case launched

by the Communists against two individuals alleged to have willfully f‘

‘ 'damaged property by mheir participation in- the disruption was

railroaded in a manner which strongly suggests _ some form of
‘ manipulation.» In fact, the presiding magistrate, while passing |

sentance, concentrated much more upon the demeanour of the trial

g

-participants ehan upon the facts of the case.36 The Communists lost.

'"With the clash in Vegreville on. February 25 the struggle o
with the Communists took on more overtly racial overtones. ‘In
Vnumerous ways, all Ukrainians were now suspect because of an

unspoken equation betwsen themselves and radicalism. The English

in the area were reported to have started "looking d0wn their



‘ .noses at Ukrarnlans once more, durlng the pre11m1nary hearlng
for the court tr1a1 mentloned above, "the presxd1ng mag1strate o

g noted that’ the Brltrsh "are stlll the bossea"here""and the most qu

‘common cure suggested for Communlst agltators was always a S

oue-way thket tO theu‘ Rusglan paradlse.3’_7,:- ':37;'{.".
. Y

I soon- became clear that. the FUL- would have only a m1n1ma1

influence beyond.the Ukralnlanfdlstrrcts. In fact, Elmer Roper,

& .

" the edltor of Alberta Labour News,noted early 1n 1934 that "the ‘
,38

- average Alberta farmer hasn t. even heard of the FUL ' The CPC

.Y;agaln.faced a situatlon»where it had unsuccessfully'sadghtwtO"
-establlsh mass support, leavrng only the forelgn—language,"

Jbranches to hold ‘the fort.

~

In a desperate b1d to expand and dlyer51fy its membetshlp,

> V

the FUL announced late 1n 1932 that a "Hunger March" dn Edmonton

~d

”_would take p!gce on, December 21 Thls demonstratlon was called
such by the organxzers to emphasrze the fact that particlpants'

‘would be comxng 1n from all parts .of. the prov1nce many of them oo

Y

on foot, and that by the t1me they arrlved Ln the cap1tal they “53.~

- would be-"hungry.” The organxzers expected to draw several

R

thousand worker and farmen.demonstrators. They were to gather,

.«

in a pub11c ‘square. and then parade to the Legislatlve Bulldrngs

‘ to preaent a llst of demanda in person to thex:remier. Throughout

e . '.

o -most of the fall the FUL conducted an energetlc campargn to’

3

'7“attract people to th1s event. _

uMarket Square 1n Edmonton‘on December 21 w1th up to 10 000

S
T



"n ‘ - .-%

. onlookers peer1ng from ‘the 31dea, from w1ndows, and from rooftops..'sfr'

But th1s was hardly what the FUL had hoped for. Flrst, the PEREE
. numbers yere low, 1arge1y because of a’ relucﬁance by people to
support the Communlstrln1tlated venture. Second a maJor1ty of .

the demonstrators were Ukralnlans. F1na11y,the march 1tse1f was

: unsuccessful. After llstenlng to a number of rousxqg speechgs, Vo

.‘»,.au._ .

the crowd started mov1ng to the Leglslature, only to dlscover

that the1r path had been blocked by a wall bf,mounted pollcemen A

backed by relnforcements on foot.. A number of mlnor scuffles

ensued a few heads were clubbed and the crowd dispersed

[

w1thout a ‘great deal of - v1olence. flans were made,to try again -

the next, day, but .many demonstrators had already set off forq

{ .
home and the organlzers were arrested 1n a pollce rald that

39
. evenlng..
~ The Edmonton Hunger March became fresh grlst for the

Communlsts propaganda m111 "Bennett '8 Cossacks" ‘were

L g

12, 000 demonstrators was c1a1med 1n the Communlst press,

v

denounced in a broadsheet commemoratmg the event, a flgtgof
tHe

Commun1st-1ed Canadlan Labour Defence League rushed to ‘the defencea

v

of the arreated organlzers and the event was rellved at ‘numerous

subsequent meet1ngs attended by those who, for one reason or.

another, had not’ been at- the march The buay campa1gn before

KN

‘ and after the- Hunger March had an effect.- Accordlng tq the ,f;
Communlsts own flgurea, FUL memberehap rose natxon-wxde from'
1 000 to 3 500 wlthrn a’ s1ngle yéar.. Horeover, morale waa h1gh

Yet there VAS no 1nd1tatxon that the hoped-for breakthrough to

40
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,_the general Canadlan farmxng communlty ha
’, i

‘ Farmer sk011 Iednosty » j

.

. RII i
L ‘ I S : o '
.The FUL agitat n amoag Ukralnlan farmers and 1ts relatlve ;
Y &w{f\\ ' K - o

sutcess posed a problem fo?“non—Communist Ukrainian 1eaders in'

s

Alberta' 1t would be very -dlff;eult Eo counter the work of theM .

N o -

M

_V'FUL with another body..v.. ad falled to 1ntegrate 1tself
. — -, i ‘

iy

in- the bloc d1str1ct and‘the d!he‘J _1“"

Ly e

had falled to develop a body of sdﬁ?ally-relezant, progressiv &y'~ﬂ

1deas whlch could channel the dlscontengsof Ukralnlan farmers BREANER

throogh_less radlcal channels. The best adv1ce they could offer

was to. "see it thronéh and keep your noses " clean.‘ ﬁﬂﬁh

standbys,.honever, could not. last forever. . o ‘ : 'f
Meanwhlle; the extent of Ukralnlan part1c1patlon in the CPC

fwas, in:. the1r eyes,; absolutely rulnous, both for those 1nvolved f

f -personally and for the already-bIemlshed reputatlon of .";l S,

karalnlans 1n Canada as a whole. ' These fears were not entlrely

.

‘groundless. A common CrC taitlc durlng the Degre531on was to
o 1nstxgate direct and sometlmes v1olent confllcts, then to step
;;:1n under the gulse of the "defender of the worhlng class and/or - | oo
'poor farmexs.Al' Since Ukralnlans were among the most stalwart
‘of the CPC's rank and f11e membershlp,»they often acted ag the
footsold1ers in” these battles. Ukra1n1an leaders began arguxng
that. the CPC really d1d not have the 1nterests of thelr Ukraln1an

members at heart. It was simply using them aa,cannon fodder for
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;

the revolutlonary struggle. They c1ted the Estevan strike of

1931 as the most dramatlc example of thls practlce.::Ani;

Ukra11ns'ky1 holos editorial after thls 1nc1dent noted that
~N

"the Communlsts led them {the m;ners) 1nto the line of f1re, 1ike

a f10ck of sheep to the-slaughter,' and then drew attention to

the fact that:

; A -
Forkin, Sloan, and Scarlett were the nameés: of the
agitators who organ1zed" the miners in Biepfait, but,
after blood. had been shed in Estevan, they disappeared
) w1thou‘§a trace of their existence. For their efforts,
Nicholas Narvan and Julian Hryshko lay on the Street
as corpses. Among the wounded, not a single Engllsh
name appears, for most are Ukralnlan ones.42

\

t

o The second major concern of- Ukra1nlan leaders was the
questlon of the general -status of Ukraln;anS’ln Canada.‘ They
felt that-because of a higﬂly—vxsible invoivement by a.

Ukrainian minority-in the CPC, a11~Ukrainians-were now being

;11nked 1n a rather arbltrary manner with the thn bogty—men :

of. dlsloyalty and radlcallsm. As a result,zUkraln;ans were-

v

'.gett1ng the black eye agaln" whereas they haikearlier been

gaining a "good‘repUtatiOn;“aaf Thisfwas in striking contrast’

-

to what many Ukralnlan leaders, who were usually the most

:fnpwardly—moblle members of thelr community, had been hoplng for

(perhaps even expectxng)=44 ‘For years they had been urglng the1r

‘people to adopt Canadlan Ldeals, to learn Engllsh to educate

themselves and thelr ch11dren, and to work hard and Ilve

soberly -~ in other words to become model. Canadlans <= do that

=

as a group they would'be accepted‘asiequals‘ln Canadian society.

- .. o e
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‘from a growing nativism which required highly—visible scapegoats.

 when it wasg linked with the . threat of deportation.

- - I3
4,0 : B B . . R

.iThe blatant’"disloyalty" of the Ukrainian-?anadian Communists,‘-:“ i
‘especially at such a tense juncture, seemed’to shatter everything |

.:which they had been striving for. The Communists knew this and in a o

’ perverse way even . prided themselves upon the fact that their very
vexistence was salt" in the ' eyes of many'conservative Ukrainian _
leaders.45 eﬂ'_ o ;v T '{(;“ -“li : f;‘ o _ %

o

In fact Ukrainians, like all "foreigners", were being linked

with radicalism and a host of’other ills , including unemployment.

“~ /4

- ';‘

-UJWhat most Ukrainian leaders failed to realize was the fact that this

resulted npt from the Communist agitation among their people, but from

Y

The fear inspired by worries about social position also served as a

2

means of Bocial control over Ukrainians as a group, particularly
46

Generally speaking, this form of social control over Ukrainians

- 4
worked well - perhaps even too well The expressions of loyalty to

Canada by.Ukrainians at this time wereﬂovexwhelming -- not at all v L

unliké‘the Mundare resolution urging She‘government to deport radical
"foreigners". ‘Although. seemingly contradictory, this phenomenon can
be easily understood if one considers that Ukrainians were trying to

act more Csnadian than Canadians themselves.47” Perhaps somewhat

' more subtle, _but ultimately no different in*intention;-was the

reaction of the intelligentsia. They denounced Communism as a

s+ Russian disease, the . result of a fatal psychological flaw in the

Russian character. In contrast to this, the Ukrainian character -~ or

.:at least the way it was perceived by the intelligentsia -- was not

at all unlike the English character, and consequently fundamentally

1 .
L a

w
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: opposed to Communism. ﬁ ﬂ”~ - o R L
. - \ . : g .Y‘.:-:- E,";" . . '- . .- . .d( - . . .
This perceived need by UkrainianS'tojexpress their IOyaltyvto“'
Ay &‘;ﬁ
Canada and to fight actively against any Communist activitgafn‘their
£

: midst can be explained only as a_ rea*tion to feelings of insecurity

and inferiority. ‘As a result most Ukrainian 1eaders were incapable

of addressing the major social and economic qqpstions of the day.

‘They did not offer any viable alternatives, only hdpe in the gtat

v

" quo, Under these cireumstances, many Ukrainian farmers were caught - .

- e .

s

-between the devil and the deep blue -sea": 'stay with an unsatisfactory o

state of affairs or side with the Communists.

e . \
It was at this point ‘that the ‘lack of a "legitimate" vehicle

.La

to hai.le Ukrainian farmer discontent ‘was most sorely felt.‘ It was

s hardly fortuitous that Toma Tomashevsky should once mqge venture into

the realm of Ukrainian farmer journalism' with the UFA moribund in ":}::

‘the bloc district ‘'he had perceived the need" for some sort of concrete o

.

action to counter the growing FUL activity

[N

Late in 1932 the first issue of Farmers‘kyi holos (The Farmer s

B Voice) appeared,in Alberta. It was publiéhed and edited by the - same'

duo r*onsible for’ Nash postup, Ivan Solianych and TomasheVsky. L

Farmers'kyi holos had an obvioua pro—CCF bias. It heralded J.S.
.Woodsworth vas the future prime minister of Canada ; it closely
monitored the CCF's dévelopment; and it defended the fledgling
organization:from its numerous cxitics. This dissociation from the <
UFA government gave the newspaper considerable 1eeway in viewing , —

: events in Alberta, allowing for criticism of the administration for

: sitting on both sides of the fence, while not disowning it altogether.

In fact Farmers'kyi hblos rightfully could be said to be pro—UFA

! .o
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Awilling tozadmit that the chrrent'administration hadvsevere‘weaknesses;n
,'but still willing to stand up for it when it was blamed umjustly for

" every and any problem.49 5 Co .at ‘_ : S

More significantly, Farmers kyi holos represented an honest

attempt to provide an outlet for Ukrainian farmer discontent which was -
A

not associated with the Commun t camp Tomashevsky-himSQJf had . .;°3f.

"considerable misgivings about

-These came out in a series of articles and editorials written by him

shortly after the.Hunger March in Edmonton. In dealing with the
I RPN

demonstration itself Tomashevsky noted that although the majority of
the participants were Ukrainian farmers, many were not especially )
'sympathetic to the Communist cause‘ they simply desired an opportunity'
to express theirtgrieVances. Meanwhile; the'Communists' agitation .-51
was not at alllhealthy; Eventually, it could 1ead to a full ' |

suspension of'Ukrainians citizenship rights and their deportation

infsubstantial'numbers.sov Likewise, a second editorial bemoaned the

N

'uncivilized manner in which the Communists conducted themselves,
. particularly their unrestrained grandstanding -4t meetings of any sort.
He added that this could still be tolerated if it were limited to

all—Ukrainian meetings but the Communists cannot control themselves;

4 : =

even when we have invited guests of other nationalities to be among

\f

' Their inability to distinguish between argumentation and criticism

2

‘.j;under these latter qﬂgfuﬁitances gave a bad namé not only to -

themselves, but alsg.ro ‘the people from which they came," It also

schieved absolutely not;zng;SI A S .
To a degree Tomnsﬁevsky 8 criticisms reiterated the most developed

" 14ine of the Ukrsinian,intelligentsia; that the CPC?did not care
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.about its Ukrainian members and that Ukrainian involvement in its ranks

. . )
. was. dangerous and foolish However, a very important difference

) existed in the basis of this critique Tomashevsky was not concerned“\»/
L}

‘ just with the sdcial position of Ukrainians in Canadian society, but

also with the Communists negative effect upon the broader labour and.

. iarmer movemen&s After the Hunger March he- made his views ?Ery

explicit in_ a long essay dealing with "The Labour Movement and

. ; .:‘«. ’

Bolshevism "52, Here he examined the gradual development of an indigenous
o

labour movement in Canada and the Bolshevik's later efforts to impose ‘

their own brand of socialism upon it without regard for its unique

chgracteristics and traditions.‘ He concluded that’ the Communists were

3',doing little more: than smashing the unity of the movement. This had

'become particularly obvious since’ the Comintern had abandoned its

I

policy of "burrowing from within" for militant class action. ‘As .

evidence Tomasheusky noted that during ghe 1930 federal elections th

the Counnunists had fielded candidates only in. ri.dings where t:'here

already was a labour or farmer candidate. Consequently they, split the

progressive vote to the benefit of the traditional political parties.
R,

‘ Moreover their foray into electoral politics was difficult to

justify in thegt ljt place, given their self-proclaimedgdisbelief in

the’ parliamentary system v In effect, concluded Tomashevsky, the
Communists were far more interested in establishing their hegemony
* over the workers and farmers movements»than they were in actuallng‘
helpins workers or farmers. .;2 SR -0

Another important difference between Tomashevaky and the other .
‘Ukrainian intellectuals was “his willingness to take up the challenge of

channelling . Ukrainians discontent into what he considered to be



s

4°"'f1?existing order._ Rather ”han a policy of inaction. Tomashevsky

‘-:uncertain tetms Tomashevsky seemed more intereated in the idea that
“’;Ukrainian farmers establish 1oca1 bodies ‘as alternatives to the FUL

"ffor their occupational representation.i .

L e

‘i”:constructive avenues.; He had 1o qualms whatsoever about the right of

“f:Ukrainians, "who are mainly 1sbourers and farmers," to criticize the

’-v”

'fi'lsuggested thht Ukraini‘ s once more z/nsider organizing to’ defend their

.'-fjvital interests.$3: In’ April 1933 he ca11ed for a: convention of

‘“{Ukrainian farmers similar to the one which had been held a decade _" I

W?

_:earlier. Circumstances however, dictated that a, different strategy

R

.‘be usedt Because of the devastating poverty caused by the Depression,_; B

» many Ukrainian farmers were not in a position to travei to such a

v
.

'f;gatherﬂng. Conseguently, Tomashevsky suggested that farmers start by

forming local chapters ofhan 'g nizatsiia Ukraiins'kykh Farmeriv or

"E;Qkarainian Farmers Organization. At a future date he would then be
"-ff,willing to visit as a 1ecturer in order to speak to them about

blabour—farmer problems and to aid local organizing efforts-.54

the speculative phase becéuse of more pressing concerns.$§ It was

—-e

'.fgenerally agreed though, that the UFA had largely been a failuxe in
? the bloc district. This gave 1itt1e incentive for people ‘ta make the
ieffort to revive it, especially in view of the open antagonism of the y

'}gFUL. What form of organization was needed was never spelt out in

.\".x

56
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It is impossible ta judge the success of TomasheVsky 8. efforts,_'3‘
-c:although it is certain that they had an'impact. Throughout 1933 .fﬂ,
. there was a.definite movement by Ukrainianafarmers to re-establish

. ,defunct UFA locals of to revive tenuous ones, ag well as to-erm their

s‘own non-aIigned fanmorganizations outside the FGL 5 " However, these

: effortsrwere plagued with problems~» Only a minority of Ukrainians'

1

were BCtive in. farm °r83n123t10n8, ' existing Ukrainian communiCY ;"'4"

. -
AN
. - R

organizakions were usually indifferent ‘to such efforts because of

.-
-

/their own pre—occupations (or even antagonistic if they saw- any red”

[l

Qﬂement in the move tbd organize), and local Communists did their share

¢

to disrupt attempts to organize alternatea to the FUL.58 B

¢ In any case,vTomashevsky s effortsvdid have one effecc they

A s o :
opened up an avenue to voice discontent which had either been blocked‘ T

or. closed completely . Doubtlessly, a good portion of the support

" ‘which might have gone to the FUL was siphoned off‘ Nevertheless}g'

Tomashevsky s was but a voice'in the wilderness. His ideas~never

v159

'~saw fruition and he remained "a general without an army He did

manage, however, to provide some form of an alternative for Ukrainian—

Canadian farmers at a time when there seemed to be no choice at. all

This in itselfwas a notable aohievement.;\

w oo

Because of the large number of divergent political forces at:
work the political situation in the Alberta bloc district during 1933
'-and 1934 sometimes approached absolute bedlam.v Meetings and counter--
" meetings were held frequently, and they were: usually well—attended " o

It was not uncommon for rival groups to attempt "interventions at



bodies also tended to strengthen the depth of ingrained opposition

Tt T e e i e LT a1

= these, often turning them into extremely 1ive1y gatherings. As a rule
,of thumb one could divide these forces Ainto two camps' ‘the Communists’ L

;and their Opponents.ﬁ The;latter‘were hardly a.homogenedus‘unit.

W

’Among them Was a farmer group,lattempting to battle the Communists

over the same issues they had raised° an'Orthodox group, which

included the bulk of the intelligentsia, particularly the. school .

. teachers whom the Oommunists found particularly reprehensible"kand(

ke e

-the’ Catholics, very conServative loyal to Canada, and perhaps the

bulwark of opposition to the Communists.60 The fact that both the '

Ukrainian Orthodox and Ukrainian Catholics had finally organized lay

to the Communists. Moreover, the worsening situation in. Ukraine

»

' provided the most compelling evidence of the "need" to combat Bolshevism

in Canada. Many meetings which were held to protest the fruits of

Stalinism in the Soviet Union also passed resolutions condemning the - |

o ' o ‘ |
local comrades 61 ’ » - BRI R _u;

Tbe situation might be best described -as. a stalemate. Despite

i

the oppositidn to them, the Communists still retained a solid core
’ A B

group and a 1arge number of sympathizers. Moreover,_the state of
affairs which had propelled them into their campaign of militant class'
action ~- rural impoverishment and increasing bankruptcy -- had gotten

worse, not better. FUL meetings cdntinued to be held fairly regularly

-and with a good degree of.success; Campaigns to send protest petitions

for a hos‘ of causef to’ stop sheriff sales, to organize thzdasses,

and to’ support the Communist press were all'waged at a ferven pitch

\
On the other hand, he sheer bulk of opposition to the COmmunists'

ﬂ assured that they Wi uld never be more than a ninority force. Moreover,g a

3



the Communists faced a rather ironic problem in the- Ukrainian

,,_.,

districts how could they organize the majority of the farmers, even.:“
if they were“oppressed . when they felt that their lot was still a
vast imprQVement over what it had been in the 01d Country?6 .
In practical terms this alignment of forces had two effects The
'f‘first was '’ that the Communists could act as spoilers in'campaigns '
‘which they felt worked against their interests or impinged upon territory
- which they had claimed as théir own The attempt to introduce the CCF
into the Ukrainian bloc district is a very good example of_this. Second,sj'
the Communists could plai.an instrnmehtal role in cultiyating and; |
channelling existing*dissent. .This has”been'illustrated already’by- S
~ the Hunger March of 1932, but can be best seen in the Myrnam farmers‘
“strike of 1933-1934 | .
During the latter half of November 1933 " the farmerskar<pnd

L }
Myrnam noticed that their graln was being graded much lower than 1t

“had been previously. "All evidence pointed to collusion - betweenﬁﬂme;/
| five,eleigtors in the_area; because the'quality of the grainlhadinot

. changed overnight. Consequently almeeting of local farmers was "
held on ﬁecember 4. [The 150 farmers wholattended.decided to withhold
gafl fnrtherygrainudeliveries‘to the.elevators,until.khey had been.'
inspetted | thoroughly; If'irregulartgrading practiCes were'reVealed,
.the farmers then wanted the elevator opératOrs.dismiSSed.63 A R
protest message to this effect was sent to the Bo.ard of Grain
;Commissioners. The Board responded rather tactlessly by saying that'
.‘it was too awkward to send an inspector to Myrnam,_and that in all

likelihood the farmers probably did not know what the§\%7;e'talking

ahout.6&- The Hyrnam farmers responded with a second meeting. attended _
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By over'ZOO people. Here the farmers reaffirmed their willingness to:

-

;fcontinue withholding grain until their demands were met. This moved
the Board to send oy{(a dist;ict representative to examine the ﬁﬁf,)fpf'
' situation, although_he\sz not invested with anx power to act.;?ltfn&
almost appeared’ that he had been sent to dissuade the farmers from'

— ;, .,
‘continuing th& strike) / : e : :

5,

By this time the strike had been gaining momentum. A third‘meeting?

on December 18 was attended by 250 farmers. More importantly, the
'_strike ‘gction had succeeded in actually uniting farmers of various
' political and religious affiliations, eVen though the local Communists.l
had’ been the key instigators behind it.65 Meetings were- being held .

Y

alternatively at the ULFTA hall and the narodnzi gim, and vocal

= opposition to the strike was almost non-existent. A fourth meeting

T e

v"h‘on Jannary 4, 1934, produced a decision to start open picketing and

to try to spread the ‘strike to surrounding communities.66 1Ihis

. decision prompted the Alberta government to step into.the matter. -
"Premier Brownlee wrote to. the Board of Grain Commissioners recommending
that it resalve the affair before. the situation got out of ﬁand 67 As
a result, the Boa finally sent a responsible inspector and his

assistant although t ey did not negotiate with the strike committee.

_:Meanwhile, the farmers continued thed‘ campaign. A number of

W

surroundingecommunities wentJ:nfbn'sympathy 8trikes, whi;\\others
sent petitions of - support. As well’ a delegation from Myrnam went to

the UFA - convention in Edmonton and presented the facts of the case.
It received~a_favourable»hearing and the<convention s»support.6-8
“,Further mass meetings were held in order'to keep ‘the strikers >

spirits high ) . . . T _ B

* da
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\The strike came to a head.at the seventh mheting held by the, f

strikers on: February 15' The district agrondmist for the Department )

Of‘ASTiculture John Charnetski. had arranged a.meeting between the o

' '_Board”s representatives and the strike committee for’ that date. -The,‘;

‘lMyrnam group understood this to be an open meeting and informed the .
fpublic about it.. bver 400 farmers - including representatives fromn
' fother towns out on sympathy strikes - showed up to hear the Board s
‘proposals.z A-scene was.unavoidable The farmers were asked to leave
‘the ﬁall For two hours the Board representatives negotiated with

‘fthe strike committee behind closed doorst They offered a numbet of

: -compromises if the farmers wpuld start delivery to two of the elevators; -

-1fbut the strike committee rejected these, stating that ‘this would be:'

Jtantamount &P capitulation without having had its basic demands met
~The negotiations broke off and .the farmers were called back’ into the

hall, where the strike committee informed them of the ‘ubstance .

of the talks which had just transpired 69 Less than ten days later,

‘the Board gave in to’ the strikers demands, confirmed their-charges

e

- of unfair grading practices, and’removed the delinquent operators.

3The Myrnam farmers were pleased, but sobered by the realization that

even success had not improved their condition considerably.?o

-

- . The Comgunists had a field day using the strike for propaganda

:ﬁpurposes. They called for a. united front" of~farmers to fight their
common enemy . The Myrnam strike was cited as demonstrative proof:
' 'ofﬂfarmeripOwer;, The entire history of the strike was serialized

' in.the Ukrainian Communist press, and later published as a hooklet,7l

<Moreover, the success of ‘the strike lifted Communist morale considerably, yg'

e reflected by the success of May Day celebrations that year in Myrnam,;
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lSpedden, and Smoky Lake.‘;.. v
The Myrnamwstrike ‘had been a winner which the COmmunists sorely
needed. Nevertheless, the FUL was still pLagued with organizational
l7problems which made another victory of the same sort necessary to
jj keep momentum going. 73 The Communists turned once more to the’ idea
‘of 8’farmers -strike. o S .';; '"‘”iff».. X .
The first sign that this sort of action was being contemplated
came in.early September 1934 when the District Bureau of the. FUL
sent out a'notice that "Alberta Farmers May Go Out ‘on a General

'“ . ST &
Strike."74§ This circular noted that this would be the fifth year

(3
.

in airoufof'unbearable conditions forifarmers, a situation which o
idesperately needed to “be changed;‘ The strike became a-reality.early
in November when farmers inathe.Mundare ‘area complained of unfair
grading practices and threw up a picket line. 'Iheir timing was more'
than coincidental for the Board of Grain Commissioners was in- the |
Vegreville area at that ‘time conducting hearings about that very mattef.
Before the strike cdﬂgﬂ gather any momentum, the RCMP intervened.-
- On the second day of the strike, the Mounted Police broke up a~picket

,line and arrested 15 people,tamong them the main instigators This

effectively nipped the entire affair in the bud. *The FUL called for

‘a general strike of all farmers in the area, alluding constantly to therv"

;solidarity of the Myrnam effort. However, it received only lukewarm

fl‘support.~ The strike idea faced considerable resistance' ‘strike
committees were denied access-to’halls; counter-meetings were held;
.a Communist speaker on the circuit was tarred and featherea' the

* Communists’ intentions were revealed" in non-Communist Ukrainisn k

" . newspapers; farmers themselves were=reluctant togrisk setting.up
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;picketﬁlines;- anddstrike#related meetings were‘not:particularly'
‘well—attended 76 As a result whatever support existed for the
strike was spent within a month 77 The Communists turned their

K o

‘agitation away from the strike itself in: order to. concentrate upon a
.”f' defence campaign for the arrested picketers. They rationalized-this .
move by claiming that the strike had been successful in raising the. :ﬁf;
: grade of wheat throughout Canada.?g
| Actually, the Mundare strike.had been an absolute failure.- The
immediate intervention of the authorities had been one of the reasons
’for this. However, the Mundare strike had none’ of the solidarity of 44
~ the Myrnam strike upon which it had obviously been modelled The
'Myrnam strike had been a’ spontaneous affait into which the Communists
had ‘been able to- insinuate themselves’successfully The Mundare effort

-

‘W argely a contrived attempt by the FUL to . orchestrate a confrontation.ﬂ'

It had abdblutely no base of suppert althgggh_it.may haVe had a b'u
_certain sympathy from surrounding farmers. . |
The strike at Mundare was "the last major action undertaken by the

FUL in their Alberta stronghold. War clouds loomed over Europe; and

-

\the Comintern had decided that a united front" against fascism was )

‘NOw more important than militan& class action. - Accordingly, the FUL
6: .

was dissolved at the 1936 convention of the CPC

o

B

It cannot be said with certainty how successful" the Cbmmunist
agitation in the bloc. district during the Depression had been. However,
results from both the federal and provincial elections in 1935 clearly

- show that the:Communists.had been strong enough “to swing at least two.

e .

-
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contests.» Isidore Goresky, 4n. his bid for re—election in Whitford (now Qii#

. N B j
vunder the UFA-CCF banner), was. OUCpolled by the CP candidate Mike L

NOVakowsky, by a margin of 966 to 940 The winner in the race was '//-
\
a Social Credit candidate, Wasyl.Tomyn, who pulled in 1,265 votes.
. B LT - : .
Michael‘Luchkdvich'lost'his bid-for re—election in the Vegreville
A :

.

federal riding to another Social Credit candidate, W. Haywurst by a
500 vote margin, 4,124 to -3,628. Matthew Popovich, the CP candidate,

polled 2,001 votes, considerably_more than the deciding__ rgin, ) ln

'other.ridinga the Communiats may also have influenCed the tcone of
contests, for it is estimated that up to- 80 per cent of their supportere
voted Social Credit in ridings where no CP candidates ran.81

. With the 1935 elections and the disbanding of the FUL, a chapter
vin.history closéd. Although the Social Credit in Alberta did attempt
to organiie among Ukraihians and even published a Ukrainian-language , ‘

newspaper, it did not claim to represent their interests as far?ers

-~
per se. Mpreover, a demographic change was taking place as the

_older, immigrant generation started‘to fade away,”and a Canadian-_ x .

born generation of Ukrainians-—- usually fluent in English.~~ rose to

o A Y

Aprominence.' As a.result,‘the isolation caused by the language barrier
started to diminish. Finally, the complete rout of the UFA as ‘an
- . . .' ' . ‘ { ' >‘ - - .
~electoral force signalled the long-coming end to the agrarian political

movement per se, and left the question of farmer'political organization

as an issue of secordary importance in‘society.gt large.
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Conclusif ~

. At
This account of political development among Ukrainians in Alberta
during the early twentieth century can . be read and interpreted In-

several ways. éiimarily, it is a histoty of the failure of both = ﬁ‘i
Old and New World populist movements to establish deep roots among"

~Ukrainian settlers in Alberta; :But it is alqp an account of'the

' encounters'betwee;;pkrainian rural communities in’the bloc’settlementll
area. and a hostilefiassimilationist Alberta societyl' The interaction‘

- between these two/themes:is‘reflectedvin the centralvaCus of this'u i
study: ¢he inahility»of Ukrainiansxto overcome‘the hurdles which~ “
they faced in the New World to the adaptation of the populist ‘political
:1egacy of Galicia. Ukrainians were unable to'transfer their.populist

Py

institutions to the: New World in such a way as to make them a vibrant
part of the fabric of their daily lives as they had been in Galicia.
At the'same time, they had not been able ‘to adapt their concgpt of
populism to the qew political current of populism which was developing . f‘_
' amohg North American farmers. Consequently, when they were most in ”
g need of ‘a means of expressing themselves politically during'the
lDepression, they fOund it difficult to find a political parcylini'

: Alberta which was prepared to deal with their specific concerns.

As a result, the Communist Party 42 on the fringe_of the political f'

L . - ok S
.spectrum ~-=- became the most attractive focus_of their discontent,

To use something of an andiogy,, they had forgotten how to speak
’ LI

‘ Ukrainian and had not: yet léatged how to speak English' in a timei *

of crisis, they-had no way of expressing themselves.

.
N f“ .
wlet
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‘The.fact-that‘Ukrainians had beenfunable to re-establish a
populist tradition in Alberta along either Old or- New WOrld lines
can be attributed directly to- two‘factors that ‘have been mentionedll
' _as sub-themes of this thesis | the hostility of the host (English—
"Canadian) society to specifically Ukrainian~concerns and-severe .,
internal organizational problems among'Ukrainians'in Canada. The‘
entire question of the hostility of " English—Canadian society to_
Ukrainians must be understood in’ context. On the whole, English
“Canadians were not: anti—Ukrainian in the personal sense that one might
dislike a person of a particular race -- gsuch.as a Semite -7/simp1y o
.because.of their background. They were, however, adamant about thel
fact that Ukrainians must adapt to "Canadian" norms, even if this
meant that Ukrainians would have to discard their 1anguage, their

vculture, and their worldview., In Canadian terms, this amOunted to

"assimilation", for- many Ukrainians, however, this ‘'was yynarodovlennia
or- "de—nationalization". In either case, it is obvious that this was
not a tworway.process," for the expectation of change was: clearly aimed
i” . at Ukrainians and not at Canadian society at large."The.pro-assimilationist
| ' bent of | moBt English Canadians was ‘not necessarily malicious in
‘ intent;. It. can-be viewed more as an'unquestioned cultural assumption,"‘
or in some Cases, as a genuine belief ‘that Ukrainian immigrants wodld
,benefit':i positively by divesting themselves of their 01d World ways
' and adapting to English-Canadian norms '_ | |
The implications of this hostility towards Ukrainian concerns
can be seen throughout the course of events covered in this thesis. i\

The Liberal Party’s rejection of Ukrainian demands for bilingual

v m

'education and proportional political representation is perhaps the

A ————— e .
————

) . - e . Cy e
. } . T TN e
. R . ot T : o e
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most blatant example of this. . The, most telling aspect of this attempt

‘by Ukrainians was the fact that they were willing to adapt themselves

.to Canadian’conditions. They were willing to work through a party

ystem of politics which cut across ethnic lines even though in the
Old Country they were used to distinctly ethnic political groupings

(which'might work in concert) More importantly, they were willing -—

even eager -- for their children to learn how to speak English,

, although they also wished that they retain a knowledge of Ukrainian

at the sane_time., In both instarices, it was Canadian soclety’ which
proved inflexible, responding with a clear rejection.of Ukrainianr

aspirations for 1egislative representation and bilingual education.

' Shandro ‘was actepted by ‘the" Liberal Party only because he was the

least threatening token Ukrainian representative available at- the

, time,, Svarich actually w0uld have been a-more representative and e

logical candidate, but his record‘proved’thazr;;::;;:;;o~st?ongly

prorUkrainian to be acceptable to the Liberals in Alberta. On the

school question, no cons' -zbas gizsn to the fact that ."’ A *

Ukrainian children were earning ‘the English language, and that

' Ukrainian ratepayers who were funding schools in their respective‘j”

. areas should have been able to determine the type of education

-

they desired for their children as long as it met basic pedagogical

criteria. The issue was instead decided arbitrarily by the existing

. . . '
powers in the province. \\ : R
In terms of the UFA's attitude towards Ukrainians, l his :/
A /
hostility was not overt but it existed as a fundamental inabilitw

;o to perceivef Ukrainian farmers as a’ distinct group in the province

hwhich mighd desire - and deserve -- a special status within the

>



organization's structure and work.. 'ln>other words, Ukrainian

participation in;the UFA‘was'far.morepdependent uponhthe ability of

L_UkrainianS'to adapt themselves to an organization which’theyiperceived

to be foreign to their ethnic interests rather than upon any active

'and sympathetic attempts by the UFA to involve Ukrainian farmers in

the organization. If the UFA genuinelx desired to represent all the

farmers in Alberta, it 1ogica11y would have- been the body which would

have proposed structuring the organization to allow for a "Ukrainian
2

'Section . Failing this, it could have cultivated the . Ukrainian support

for theforganigation in a_more,active manner,'be-it by nominating'a
Ukrainian representative tovthe Boafd\of'DireCtors (Tomashevsky~was
elected to the Board as the first Ukrainian representative only in

1935) or by fgllowing up on or even participating in’ the attempt to

. develop a Ukrainian Section in 1923-1924. Failing .even this, it could

"~even this was hardly likely to happen. Consequently, although it

—

have at least reconsidered its strongly assimilationist stance but .

.seems almost self-evident that Ukrainians should have been actively

involved in the agrarian movement in Alberta because of their populist

heritage ‘and the fact that they were subject to the same . general N

/

-economic and political circumstances as all Canadian farmers, their

v

participation,remained minimal; | ) l" ' o o
'ln the face‘of these.general forces, Ukrainians had a formidable

task if.theyﬂvishedjto’organize»themselwes;to ovércome them. prever,

K Ukrainianp_faced several fundamental organizationalvproblems.;;Eirst-
‘was the fact that Ukrainian-Canadian society had become factionalized

1to an‘extreme degree.‘~Svarich?slattempt tobestablish,afNational _'il-

Councilbaa'a representative;bodyvof‘Ukrainian interests illusttates '

i

[

i
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'this fact quite well. Within a month of its formation, it had been

172

ictimized by Russophile opponenés.and a lack of support from a largea”

"segment of the Ukrainian community. Subsequent events such as' the

"Ukrainian Revolution and the formation df the Ukrainian Orthodox -

'1<‘Church in Canada simply tended to make these existing‘divisions even R

-

"fstronger. To add to this sense “of divisiveness was the fact that the.

' common bonds that might have provided a certain cohesion to villages" :

i in’ the Old Country had been disrupted by ‘the fact of emigration, so,
that in Canada iunity" of: any~kind among Ukrainians<was never
’n‘obtained (perhaps to a degree in local areas under pioneering .

conditions, but.certainly never in the.organizational sense of the

]
n

, word)

A second major weakness in terms of organizing Ukrainian '
Canadians is foundvﬁnithe Ukrainian-Canadian 1eadership. Despite’
laudable efforts anaworten phenomenal personal integrity, Ukrainian—‘
Canadian leaders usually were not the most capable of individuals.'dTo

compound their problems, they faced an overwhelming task with few

financial or human resources to back them. Regarding the two central

figures in this study, Svarich and Tomashewsky, oue should’

[

keep ' in mind that neither had cotie to the New World: with any

practical political or organizational experience, yet both soon rose

B3 - X ,\

.to positions of prominence yithin the Ukrainian~Canadian community. W
;In fact, Ukrainian leaders in Galicia and Bukovina who had practical'

LY

.-experience with the Ukrainian movement were generally reluctant to

, » ‘
emigrate simply because of the strong commitment they had already -

made’ to the struggle there, they felt they would g% "abandoning the .

_ cause",if theyuleft for the New~World. Specifically, one should note

. io !
,;.'/ Al
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'*that Svarich personally may have been overly ambitious in his plans \

"',and too confident of his own abilities. In 1909,, when he’ proposed a

)

o three-pronged approach towards Ukrainian community development in

festabliShed the strbng bonds in the”Ukrainian community gnd with the -

vAlberta, he was still in his early thirties. He had not yet"

Liberal Party which would aliow him to come ‘out 80 forthrightly with

,sudh a plan, and to pursue it with as much vigour as he did

Consequently, things fell apart and Svarich was personally discredited

-much to the detriment of his future work within the Ukrainian

'community; Tomashevsky, on the other hand faced a different problem
/

he lived such a. hand-to-mouth existence (largely because of the extent

'f'to which he subsidized his own publishing ventures) and was 8O tied up

with h&s publishing work ﬁer se that he had neither the time nor the T
o

financial stability to be able to unde<rake any major organizingteffort

among Ukrainians.» Yet Svarich and Tomashevsky were two of ‘the more
R

capable individuals to emerge ambng Ukrainian Canadians as. leaders.

fOther,localhlea?ers had considerably less ability than these two men,

.f and often were not: wholly reliable in terms of their consistency of

' community floundered becauSe of a lack of susta‘sfd effort to see them

action. Consequently, one’ initiative after another in the Ukrainian

.

Naczrt

—

through to fruition.

N The fact that Ukrainians attempted albeit unsuccessfully, ‘to

' implement a program of social development along Old World poeplist

‘lines and.f

:ﬁ,accommodate themselves to. a New World brand of pOPulism '

significant. The very fact that they were not o

successful may explain why these efforts have been overlooked in the' :

. 'lpast. Yet their very existence-raises certain‘questions:about



174
, our'underStanding offcanadian history and-CanadianisocietyJ' ,‘\
First and foremost we must recognize that Ukrainians came to .'

vCanada with , distinctive political and intellectual traditions, and

that they used these as ‘a guide to the sort of" society they wished * f““/

to develop in the New World Consequently, their perceptions of -

: North America and their political aspirations were not always the i St

. v PP
same as those of Canadian{society atvlarge. In»many cases, they

were quite different.

This leads to a second point.: Because Ukrainians had specific
econcerns of their owg, particularly the desire for bilingual education
vand Ukrainian political representation, they came into conflict
’_'with their host society. However, they hardly stood a chance of
, realizing their goals.' In this respect the quality of the freedom

they found in the New World might be brought into questionr Even,‘»-
'.though Ukrlinians were, not victims of overt*oppression as they had
been in- the Old Country, they were still not "free to choose their
~own dest)py in Canada because they were constrained by the- power
structure of their host society Accordingly, they remained 'second~-
class citizens in Canada until they were ahle to develop a‘certain
'> degree‘of political and‘economiclclout of their own.

Considerations ofithis nature suggest that historians should

examine further the implications of the exclusion of‘Ukrainians‘and

other ethnic minorities,from the mainstream of Alberta politics. The - N

g ¥ ' . . . .
-hostile reaction of pdlitical'parties to the initial involvement of

'Ukrainians in politics reveals how negatively they viewed the notion-

that Ukrainians should have a significant voice in the distribution

of,power and opportunityhin theJPrDVincea “ That this~attitude vas . . bl

e . . X A . . A
- . .. S h A . .
o . . - PN
L - . : . .
. S <. - oo




‘also extended towards the aspirations of other minorities An. the =
‘province indicates a certain deliberateness on the part of the B ey '
Anglo-Celtic ruling elite :to make Alberta an "English" province. ﬂ. .

This has had a very significant impactson the evqution of Alberta

(9

':society.' Further studies of - the relationship of ethnicity to ;:
politics in Alberta are needed Ethnicity has been a factor in the
province s political history, yet its full significance has not yet

, . . ) .
been assessed nor appreciated. ‘
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