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o ~. Yarema Grego elabay- |
L - -’ * THE UKRAIN'IAN COMMUNLITY ;N_ MONTREAL °

-° This essay Q.c an histgricai ath:dy of the thraini'.an “
'communit)? in Montrul from 190& to 1967 '
S ‘ o ‘The Incroduccion gmes t:ha reasons for this ntudy and
- outlinn my approach. A- a backsreund ')Chaptcr L roviw- all !
of the available litorature on the aubjcct and attemptl to '
. p:ount a picture of the Ukrainian communi.t:y in Montreal
as it appurod on the eve of the Secqqd World w;:'. This '
chapter also introduces th; conceptual s’ghom'o ﬁaed in this
essay, ﬁhiéh i.s:Lc}\/.xi.n Hartz's '5:heory ot' éoloﬁinl ﬁistofy"
and 1nd1caton how 1t: wxn be ‘applied to the Ukrainian] N
1m13nn}: comunit:y in Mont:regl ¢ ' '
) '/ Chapt:or 11 deala with the’ European background and the
A : "1ncellcctual baggaga" of thaidittoront tragmoncs of Uknl.ntan |

Qi.mmi.gtmta who\ came to Montreal bctwun 1904 and 1967, " -

Thc third ‘and._ 1nal cmpcor analyzu the Lntetaction

"among the different ert Ukrainian meiguntc in

T —

) " Montrul. and concludon by tocunlns on thou inleitutionl

in thci.t ccmuni.ty hh.‘..ch dilttnsulch& 11:0 dwolopmcnc and v

LN

modornlzatton in Montreal since 1967 T A
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It is the result of Ahe ri‘sing“prominenoe’}'oi‘ sociology and . ‘
of what Professor C. Vann Wbodward calls "a variant of modern |

' xiatentialism" Oonsequently, new "redical" or "guerilla"
¢

'history is- att/empting to find new themes, ar)progohee or

L4

teohniques an(i is groping for a8 new relova.noex.1

L

canadian hietory in partioular has baen plagued by -

the wn.ig '*Gotonyﬂtv ﬁation'*—epitome——@he%ood—ws—ha%
.been the nation builders and unifiers. The "badr guys'L werew——{—

_their foes. True hiotorijoal drama took plaoe/ only among
this teleological cast and inud grante were :)ust one of the.

. nooeeaary rew materials for this production, to be casually

‘ ‘mentioned and quickly dropped, in’ order to pot ahead with
the drame.? | : \ Con : - 1
- Even - among Oandian historians fa.vorably dieposed to u ‘
i aooial history, the queation of immigration has kot been

. -, . . .
: . . . .
. '
3 : . ; {
- . . . . . ,
5
oL 4 - .
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givon adequate attenbion. This is lar‘(,ely because these
_historians have long considered ‘the {mmigrant to ha.ve '

. . R . - . .
(. , . . . . . . i . . \
- - ] . " [} . - iy
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v ° '
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" been’ eoonomically self suffictent, In their: viow,( since
the fmmigrant took no part 1n the exchanga eoonomy and me.de
no oontact wlth it, he had r_}o economic aignii’i,canoe to
anyone but himself., However, Vernon Fov'r‘ke "sayo that the

a"aoauﬁp/tion of the self euffiploncy of the pioneer far;er'
is incorrect. The Oanadlan pionee;fat no time was self
su.ffioient'f;? Triis! ‘of ~o‘ou.,rse, is even more t:;u_o of. the-
urban immigrant . | ‘ T

Alao, the historians i‘avorably dispoood to social

hiatory developed an elitiam. Professor Ho G. Gutman says

tha.t the weakness \in tHe opnoeptual scheme of the founding -

"Wisoonsin Sohool" \of labor hiotory is that "it 1is & sort

' of,,elite trade union labor history emphaoizing trade union

development and behavior, strikes and 1ookouts and redical

movementa." But Gutman argues against the "artif:loipl"

separation of labor and immigration history.4’
. Among the. Canadian h:l.storia,no who have taken an
. interest in 1mmigration and ethnio history -the dominant ~

. rhetorio has ’oeen that of the failure a.nd asaimilation

of ethnde y\oupa. The evidonoe aought by them. ia the

evidenoe ofl the eth.nios' progreas, adaustment,/auooeoo \

and aosimlle.tion. Thio 1a true to. aome extgnt. On the




the eth.n:los whioh remains unoha.nged ang d.e diff;lcult to

‘ohange. This is clearly evident 4n the recent reaurgen% ‘
. ' " of.minority group @nd ethnic sotdvitys L
R Y mnally) in order to understand and axplgin 1mmigrant ~

; ," .‘Behavior and Val‘ue systems a Cangdian hiatorian mas delve

- 1n1;o European and other history, obviously not their inter:
L . anta of: first ohoioe. It is with some of theae considerations oo
in mind that I began my study. 5 T
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‘ In this paper, I will e.ttempt to give an troduotory
/ outlino 8f the social hiatory of the Ukrainian oommunity

" in Montreal between the yeaz‘s 1947 and 1967. .

Although the Ukre,inia.ne in Montreal have a rioh and
’ mtereoting past, they have baen largely .neglected by
Oanadian sooial historians. My work will be an attempt to
take a atep toward altering thia situation, end indioating
an untapped and fmitful area oi‘ hietorica.l Pesearch, . '.

I have chosen the “years 1§47-—1967 as a period of study

1opment of the: Ukrainian oommunity in Montreal.
\&e Ukrainiane oi‘ Montreal ‘make for an interoeting

study ‘for several reascns. Pirst, in 1947 the earlier immig-

ram;s were joined by a large group of post World Wgr II
emigrea. These political amigres were very muoh 4An the
tradition of, the
tioal conditions
inhonpitable. Socondly, he Ukroinien ethnio group in

Montreal airrers from o‘cha“‘ ethnic groups in the oity in - N -
that' they cannot retwrn¥o iheir honeland et convon‘ience .

})eoauae from their point of view 1% 1s not free and acoess
AT .

g, ~

|

Toyalists who oa.me to Oanada because poli-
their origiff&l oountﬂ had become

. , R .
" ¢
4 ’ . Coe. i !,
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s simply forbidden to them, Unlike many other ethnic °

groups in Montreal they do riipt have the preatiég of having

| not only an ethn ¢ minority\ ut a religioua minority as ,
: well. tl:he maaori'py -of Ukra:ln ans are either Ukrainie.n
o (Uniate) Oe.tholios or- Ukrb.in an Orthodox.\ ‘
- a ; There are two other dist guishing oharaoteriatioa ' @
of the Ucrainiin ethnic group|in lontregl. It is the | -
smallest sigﬂi‘ioant Ukraini urban community in anada
ity of Ukrainiane in s

- \}) & national home they ocan ioghtif;(\‘with. Thirdly, they ere = .

anS the only matjor urban oo I

A}

French. environment .
- . In.this paper I will 'aés
] of e Ukrainian o mmunity in Montreal in"order to avoid
the theoretioal roblem\of def ition. The question of
ooﬁmunity remains & problem for aooiologiata. The best they
' have come up with ia the notion, that all 6ommunity is a

b

¢ the analytical existence

~ question of degree. . The aftrib tes on wh‘.l.oh an ethnd.o
community is foun.ded a.re proba 1ymore speciﬁo a.nd numer-.' !
ous than the attributes by whioh the ethnio group 18 -
identified. I am not certein whether the Ukrainign "ﬁ‘ |
_ "oommunity" in Montree.l has an operational existenoe. butv
fdr the purposea of this paper I ha:ve assumed that 1t ie | ‘
8 suffioiently visible entity whioh lends ffeele to - S
! analya:l.a. In ather wbrdq. it hae an analytioa.l axistenoe,” | "o ’
By Ukrainian 1 ‘mean anyone born or descen&ed from

ona born in the Ukraina or what i’s now the Ukrainian

. o .
. .
. . . . o ~
.- . . o\
“{ . . . . ~
- RN . N v . * -
. g . P . . ) .
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Soviet Sooialiat Republio. By oommunity 1 mea.n a aoo:lal
,f}rmation with a distinguishable pattern of 1ife to aoma

ooherent and vieible extent based on origin, language, o

oustom, religi‘on, organization: e,nd aepirabion. I }“e.ve ohosen

\ o Montreel because an urban area or munioipality ie an aooepted

. '~ natural plaoe in whioh to study communitiss.

”_, . . As a background to the two decades under study I \wil'l"'
bz‘iefly ékétoﬁ the history of the Ukrainian comm;nity from
ite origins to 1947. 1 will describe these origins as haviig

v been the result of & po;mlation falleout or sbillage of '
:I.mmigra,nte to Montreal in the- course of the Mplementation
"of a govemmen’c polioy of 1mmigration. This policy is | |
characterized as a form of "domestio impcrialism" and apatial
apartheid which intended to separate these new inunigra.nta
.frqm the "charter gnbups" by dumping them "out west", l

= -

: The brief hietory of_ the Ukrainian oommunity in
p Montreal will be sketched through a review of the e.ve.ilable
‘ literb,ture thet deals directly with tha, Ukrainiens in Yont-
real, Thia literature portrays the beginn:l,ngs of the '
- h \Ukrainian settlements in Montroal, locates tha vioinities .
| | ‘:I.n which Ukrainiana lived and briefly desoribes the na‘hu,ro
ol Ukrainian éommunity lii‘e. I'b appl& thet the'most\ -
important aapeht of thia community" a~life before 1947 was’
religiy and the most déoiaive evant ,the relig:loua "aoh:lam" '

yhiph oured :l.n 1925+ This aooiologioal literature ‘then n—l




oontinues on to show how 0! / tho eve oi‘ the Beoo d VIor
War Ukrainians bagan tQ move out of th ir tir t enolaves

and :Lnto areas of s§oonf d eftlemen’c.“nemo

_"oentral plaoe theory"
oommunity in ‘

'than simply t eir language, oustoms, religion and folklore.

example. the p’re-l947 immigrants came (la.rgely for whan oan
_~ be oall\ad ecoriomio reaa 16« They ocame, to earn ‘and ‘the hope - -
%o retum. The poat-1947 refugees were predam;lnantly politioal

.the "intelleotual baggage" ot eallr discernible i‘ragment ot o

;‘or an understanding of thtUkraini

ntreal The marketplaoe is not the oonter I |
of pll soclal systemse ' ' ~ '

| Ukraini s oame to Montreal in dieoernible olusters .

or i‘ragmenta d in certain time periods. They brought more
They also bro t more then their menus. They have brought LA
Fomething Amportent which moet historians have tended to '
ignore. E&oh

I%ntreal ‘orou t a differen’c "intelleotual ‘oaggaae"

: agment of Ukrainian immigrants that came to

l‘or ' N

~

o

eeoapees oD ¢ emigres. ,
In attzémpting t0 explain the impact and importanoe

‘of the post-194‘7 rerugeee. I wi;ll uge Louis Hartz B “thaory

‘of oolonial history“ as a oonceptual aoheme. I will charaoterize

imigrante between the Jturn of the oentury mnd 1947 and
bo‘bween 1947 and 1967. .
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As a result ‘of the Mteraotion among the d:lfferent

mmts_oﬁﬂkrainim :meigranta and the ohemietry which

" ooourred, I vill ergue that an pxplosion of activity Yook
e Ty place witlrin the' Ukrainian community m Iuontreal after 1947,
' This aotivity ma.de the, community visible and -to0ok i't: out
’ of the "oulture ‘of silence" or, vhat Leona'l‘rotaky on an
earlier ocoasion in reference to the. proper place for what ’ g
he deemed to be the "history-lese Slavs", oalled "the . . o

dustbin f history". The poet-1947 refugéos activated a '

* process o oultural and. ethnio Fe~affirination and subjected o
S the Ukrain oommunityﬂin Montreal to a process of
' "Ukrainianication". This was evidenoed by their leadership
' in the development of different aspeots’ of Ukrainian life

! ' . auoh as church oonetruotion, entrepreneurahip, the oraat:lon‘
‘\ | U . oi' finanoial ﬁnstitutiona, the acquiaition of property, .
' the organization -and qupport of a radio oommunioation
program, the organization of eduoatio‘h, publications and
. the multiplication and d:l.nrai{ication of Ukrainien seoular
i : institutions, within a centralized frahework. This led to |
| | the e'xfx_ergenbe of 'a morqlelaborhtp Ukréihian commnity :Ln 7
o A ,I Montreal efter 1947; As a result of 'thé elaboration‘ of ‘. . o
| - Ukrednian oommunity 1ife T will suggost” that the community |
began to undergq a prooesa of quernizatidn between 1947-67. Lo
.My study ends w:l.th the year 1967 for aeVeral reauons .‘ o
It waa the year of. Oanada's (| tannial. mhat is .a sort o:r .




™ . //' 4 :‘ Ay - ‘ '
T . . PR - +
; it
? fy gy 1. IX i - N .
- . [ 247, RN S ~ 6
. ! o . =, - . .
M [ { - W ' f"\‘ N 1, 4
-~ ®

T A Y. A ‘ :
: . lamlmhk.“«i%"l also me;li’qd th&Wming of a new,genera'aion
' ot Ukrainiana raiee& or baggg in Hontreal to an age when' E
they have 8 vo’ioe in oomn\unity a.ffairs. And it wae the yea.r
that Ukrainians in Montreal real,ized thet they were living
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f and Bayley 8 theses one can get e composite picture of

‘many that Journey out west Waﬁ,never ff

AP
P
a,
o
i
>
S

¢ There are three sooiological studies of the Ukrainian

community in liontreals Tn’ 1935, S,V Mamohur wrote & laster's

'thesis at McGill University under the title "The ecpnomic

.ﬁg gocial gdjgstment of Slavic immigranta in Canade witg
' Qeoigl referenoe to the Ukr inians Montreal," In 1939,

aleo at MeGi11’ University, Q M. \Bayley wroteqa Maater,s theaie

with the title "The eooial q_;uoture of the Italian»and

'Ukrginian immigrant oommunities in’ Mbnt:gg;" The third

. 48 also a Master's thesis written at, the University of

Montreal in 1964 by NeAo. Hrymak-Wynnyoky end called ggg_
Eglisea Ukrainiennea g antrggl" From reading Mamohur 8

the Ukrainian oommurity as it existed on the eve of the
outbreak of the Seoond WOrld War. Hrymak-Wynnyoky deals

with the development and construction of Ukrainien Catho}iéf

and Orthodox churches in Montreal. , ,
In his thesis Memobur ergues.that immigration ls:

‘ alwaya the rosult of "push" and "pull" faotors in the

emigrating and immigrating countries involved. Disenchant-

meit af home and the opportunity of owning lohd in the
. Last Best West proved aurfioient to cause thouaanqa ot

;wevar. for

Ukrainien immigranta to ocome to ?anadaﬁ:r

upleted because
) 4 \ = ) Eaanns O

\;:-;’:P.\—
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_ original oolonista. : R
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they decided to remain in Montreal'end seck work in industry

5

as laborers. . ' o v

Since the origins!of the Ukrainiane in Montreal wnro

- unplanned and _accidental, they -ere diff!oult to trace. Mitmohur _

end Bayley dated the origins of Ukrainian in Ihntreal to

1904 while Hrymek-Wyrnnyoky wrote that the firét Ukrainian

family came to Montreal in 1899. This wasithe era of the:
Laurier Liberals and the age.of the, "National Policy" By“

1878 the National Policy had developed into three 1mportant
goalex a protective tariff, a. transcontinental railvay,’ and

the enc\guz‘é.gement of massive immigration into Canada, Aocording
to Vernon Powke, it was{a~pelioy of expansion to oreate a

"Big Canada". 7 The auooess of the polioy in t : '1 '
period under Olifford Sifton, the Minieter of the Interior,
15 now proverbial. Immigrants swarmed to Canada to john the
'Sifton's imﬁigiation poliey was & éoﬁrce of obntroveré&

in Canada. Many Oanadiane thought it was misguided, Some

| people nervously referred to immigmanta as "Sifton s pets"
"the "soum of Europe" and took sarocastic pleasure in phraaes
. such as "the gall of' the Galician" the.hnnériness of the
' Hungarian" and the "dirtinese of the Boukhobora" and therme l‘g

was constent talk of 1nVasione (aa in "barbariaﬂ 1nvaeions").

" There Waa 8 wideapread balief that Canada was, as Stephen.
. ‘Leacock teared, "bYadly damaged".e But thtever was their

)
Ty -~
: '
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‘ \\\\\\\\\s_’// about "nable peasaiits in Bheepekin coats",

. Came to Oanada. The Canadian government's departure from-

“of immigrants out west was to silence the critics of this
\

R

- y < . .
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reception, the firet eouxhpeaetern European immigranta

|
1ta past policy of "prererring" immigrants from only north~

. weatern Europe, Britein and the United States, ‘was the brigin

d? the . Ukrainian oommunity in Montreal.
w +  The 1ntent of Sifton's polioy was 10 populate the

'

underdeveloped Dominion with immigrente. However, these
"unpreferred" immigrante were to be immediately directed
"out west". Aocording to the Montreal Star of the period,

they were certainly not to "oongqet oitiee".g The ushering

.“T~gontroversial immigration policy. In the opinion ofi Profesaor

-

Allen Smith, it was a Canadlan form of "domestic imperialiem" 1%
It wae a case of-spatial apartheid baeed not on the color ' ]
of the immigrents! skin but rather on the color of their '
acgents pptwit@stending the propaganda from official agenciea

‘In apite of the 1ntenmjan to traneport immigrante out SR

weat, there was dbme "fail-out" which remainbd in eastern -

1 .ctties. It is this fall-out or "epillage" from the thousands:

who came heediné oyt west that led to the emergehce of
ethnic commmities in emstern cities. The Ukrainian community.
in Mbntreal\began this way. . l(h - - :

" The- question e:‘fhe‘numﬁif;ﬁf‘ﬂifaiﬁiaﬁg_zﬂ—ﬁentreal

prior to 1947 is oomplex end impoeeib e to anewer eoouratelys

-

, ' . . ¢ \
4 s . . N
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| - This was not a straight natter of mathema‘os or statistics,
| '.'L‘here wes the queetion of natio al. or raoial origin, mother
tongue, plaee of birth, point of departure. the coppetence

and o%neoientioueneee of oeneue-takere and u],timately ethnio

identity or politit:al consciousness on the part of the immig—
ran.t being polled. )

The predominant majority- of Ukrainiens who ceme %o
~ Montreal were Galioians. That is they wvere from the Ukrainian
province of Galicia in weatern m:raine. Mamchur argues that'
more than 90% of the Ukrainians who " settled in Montxg al '

. oame from Galioia, and approxiiaately 10% from Bukovina

.(ahother noxrth-western provinoe in Ukraine) an{ "Great (or

/
11 The emigration of' Ukrainians from

eaatern) Ukraine",
thoee Ukrainian territoriee under Ozariet Russia and the
v.8. S.R. efter the 1917, Revolution wes negl\igible. These
territoriea were of course those of eastern or "Great Ukraine".,

<

Galioia (western Ukraine) was ‘part of the Auetro-

Hungarian e-m:>ire prior to World War I. Gaiioia became B 9:_
annexed to Poland in the inter-war period: and ai‘ter the
Second WOrld Var. was - "unified" with the rest oi‘ "hietorioal"
Ukraine in the Ukrainian Sovie% Sooialiet Republio.~ '
This oonetant ohanging of hends ereated an identity
’ 'problem among Ukrainiana from Galicia end a labelling
problem for the \Oanadian authoriti‘es. The Ga iane I ; |

/”
who were ooming to Oanada were not eoming from an - :Lndependant
- Ukrainian national etate. Vlhen aeked ‘their oountry o origin .

\1
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"'or na,tionalj.ity they wm\ld qnewer " galioian" "suthenian" - ’"/
"‘,or Mrusyn (from the ancient name of 'Rus ! designating
4 ‘ western Ukraine, and, whiéh :lnev'.ltably was nuun(lerstood
| to mean "rueeian"). Many- of those who' oama to Oana.da. prior
o 1914 would also answer. "Auetrian" I.n the inter-war
" period many .algo .answered “Polieh" A )
o ‘ Thi roblem of 1dentity among Ukrainians ‘and the
e K oenfusion it created among Canadian immigration officials
" nekes it difficult o eratablish accurate statistioa abouﬂ
r . the aotual number, of Ukrainians that came to I*Iontreal.
\ | fl.‘h:l.s problem was further 00€lpounded by the fact tha't:
.Y the deaiggation of- "Wkraintan® did- not exist in the
L Oanadian oen:ue “until 1931, In 1931 the designation of
"Uxrainian' was used for jhe first timg. |
' "\'; ~The 1931 census sho B thet thex's were 3510 Ukrainia.ns
" “In Nontresl shd 4340 Ukr inians in. the Prbvince of - Quobeo. .

. The other areas of v:l.g:l.bLe Ukra,inian aettlement in Queveo -

.
~

} cgy W‘.
- were Vel D'0Or end Rouen-Nomda.lz Aocepting these figures, .
Mamohur gives the ronowmg distribution of Ukra:pxian ‘
. ' 1 .
\ settlemént aocordi.ng to wards :Ln 1931¢ 3
‘ [}
T - . :m R . 4 . : . '”\:‘. TL&O i N
S Pqint s‘c. Oharlea w2159 L
' Centwal giww . By o
o Frontenac ' L 690 RO
o E ( Cote- St, Pgul/ViiIe Eme.rd I L B «_____;Z;\“
N PRI ] . . "' :@‘3“ . .
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Wn o e RS -
/ Rosgmount _ 144 ' 4,1
< Ammtsic T T N -
\ X Rest of Montrea.l, A . 294 . 8.;1
AN o \ ‘Bayley's statistlcs on the number of Ukra.inians in
e . Montrea.l are somewhat different fﬂom Mémchur '8, -Althoug‘h
hie figures are admittedly approximate and "unofficial"
y his intention was to go beyond and improve upon, the
L " genéus of 1931, The following is a ward by ward breskdown
\ - as Gstabliched by Bayley in 1939, o/
.' . Point St:. Charles “_3.0004-3500 '
| Central Slum 1200-1500
—_— Frontenac settlement - « 2300~3000
| Iaom.ne ‘l . 1200~1500: .;; a
b .. Ville Emard/Oote 5t raulf 350-400
2 Rosemount : 600 ;
TSe- . Bty denel - L 200+
T Amuntefe 200+
i ’ ’ " . . . . . S
~ The earliest immigrants generally élettl:ed-édjacent
. towspla.éea of e'mplo;"rmen't and ebohoniic 6pportunity. St}ibe S
1ater arrivels would automatically be drawn towards ‘those
Cal of their oWn nationality and 1angua.ge, there develo;aed o ‘
- . o ¥
, o “ A | 1%\\)
o o ) o “ : g ] ‘,1)' 2// "
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vioinities in’ Montreal toward which Ukrainians gravitated.
Ae cah be.seen from. both Mamchur! s and Bayley 8 statietioe

the first egoh areas of’ eettlement for Ukrainians weré
Point st. Charles, the Oentral Slum area, the‘Frontenao
settlement, Lachine and the indusirial eetellite area of.
Oote ,St, Paul/Ville Emard.15 These areas were-either an -
1ntegrel part of or immediately adjaoent to wh;t Professor
T, Copp calls "the culture of poverty" in IIontreal.16 a K
In attempting to underetand the pattern of Ukrainian
, e%ttlement iﬁ‘Montreal one must utilize the oonoepts of
"natural plaoe"-or "vieinity", Viecinity is more appropriate
and accurate than “neighborhood" or "ghetto" There was
never enough Ukrainiane in any one place in Montreal to
give them a medority oxr plurality in an area 80 as to call
it a "ghetto". The- vioinitiee 1n which they lived also
never provided them with a eurfioient varliety of eelf- |

/{P' , . ..

otmed eervicee as 8 oommunity. In this se Ukrainiana
. were everywhere outeidere. B‘\ ‘ |
Although the vioinitiee in whieh ‘they lived vere .not !
highly visible neighborhoode or ghettoewmhat eeeumed oL
;eomething like a Ukrainien cheraoter,lthey beoame eurfiei-

ently dietinot end dieoernible. These natufhl vioinitiee !
i

efentually became dietinguiahable by a oultural or social, : i
but most often, a religious oentrgl pl__g such as A church, - B
, i

which eerved as 8 fooal point for the vioinity. In this )
. . . - ~ , r




"of not only religious but. educational, linguistic, politi~-

- and treditional oommunity.

-who urged the rentiere to keep out the foreignqrs.17 The

gense "oentral plaoe theory" oen be meaningfully applied .

to Ukrainian churohee 1n.Montreal. To the extent that the

churches-were the sole meeting places ot confluence points .

cal, cultural, recreetional and even economio activity, té

that extent it can be said that the Ukrainian community
. in Mbntreal was an.undifferentiated* highly integrafed

writing his theeie in 1§39, Bayley was more expliei

' about the nature of the vicinities in which Ukrainians lived.
" The Point St. Charles settlement'with Centre st. as its

exis was, he eayE(f"a genuine elum" ., This settlement

had a compact "well de#ined 1ocation" with 8 sense. of

"solidarity" ahd “neighborlineee" and without "reeidential

reetleeeness". Most of the immigrents that came prior to

1914 favored t@is#erea alodglwith the drontenab eéttlement.'
. The Frontenao settelement had Fro&ten?c st. as 1ts

axis. This area Beyley aaya, "was not a glun"., Here

‘Ukrainians often "went wild",'eepecially Seturday nights.

and were in conflict with the looal French C dian clergy '

.
Prontenac settlement bended to "dominate Ukrainian life in
14 - , > :
Montreal'. 7 S y .
The Oantral Slum area with Bt. Lawrence Blvd. as ita

" axis was’ the third area of Ukrainian eettlement. HoweVer,

-y

14
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i ‘Between them and the- Galicians of Montrea

- 15
this was 8, "temporary abode”" that houaed "eaoh sucoeasive

1mmié;rant groﬁp entering rviom::c-ea;l"‘.l9 Here the Ukrainians

wer‘e not really & "part of a colony", They were mastly

"post World Var I immigrante", all of whom were "renters"

and mostly "aingle“}\'ﬂhe ares as such had. no "Ukrainian

1den1;ity" From the Oentral Slum, Ukra,inia.na noved ei'bher

"to one of the established Ukrai;xian vioinities, ‘or to. any
- other part of the city thé.t ocoupational o’pportunity or’

affluence took them, AB a result, Ma.mohur says, "there
was no vard where no Ulfrainiana 1ived"

In 1907~08 many Ukraineine fgllowed :Lndustry into
Lachine and lived in the Dominion st. and Central PEYk ’
districta. Thie was & "farm'community of owindans" .

misted sooial
dinta.nce and Jealousy".‘ Here- "family. {iife and neighbor=-
hood life,predominated over institutional 11fe" 20

The Ukrainiens in' Cote St. Paul and Ville Eiard follow=
. ed the Montreal I{ight, ?leat and Power Company which mov‘ed"

from the Prqnténab’ area ‘to Coye St. Paul in 1926. These 3

,fnu'ai'nians lived “in -the‘n vicinity of Monk'l\Blvd. and depended
"oy the Point St. charles settlement for en o¥ganized’ ioi&:tal

2gen, 2

On the eve of. Wo;ld War II Ukrainains began to viaibly
» drift to a.reaa of "gecond settlement" Disoernible gonoen-~ -

trationa of Ulu'ainiana oould be aeen :ln Park Extenaion




Ville St. Michel and particularly Rosemount. Bayley says
"that en important i‘aotor in this movement wvas “"a real
‘eej:ate agmt", e "first. class salean\zan of m}epend
: means" who had a "miesi.on rather them a prorit motive" .
and began to sell land to the, more affluent Ukrainiane “\"
:Ln Roeemount. He even, "sold one house at a ooneiderable
losg knowing six other i‘amilias wo‘dld follow his. client
to Rosemount", 22, . | s
Mamchur end Bayley bofh argue 'that. ‘the communi'ty of -
Ukramianedn Montre was largely organized around its’
churches. These ohurchee began to be organized almost
immediately upon the  immigrents ! arrival and were. a.mong
the firet formel institutions that they established.

The eetablishtnent and development of these churohee

, is«the - subjeot of Hrymak-‘rlynnycky's thesie. ‘Her theaie

y P
shows that in the period prior to }94’7 an 1ndependent

Ukrainian ec’c_leeiaatical ;I.ii‘e was organized. The religioﬁe":T
foundatigns for the Ukrainiin community in Montreal were
aet. ‘ ' |
. * In Iachine, the Orthodox churoh of 'st. John of Sochawa

was dudlt by Ukrainians from Bukowina in 1911. Shoruy

. after, when s faction of this. congregation -decided to

~assign thia ohuroh u.ndez{' the’ juriadifxtion of the "Russian

'mission" another faoction rebelled end left this church,

As\ a result, - the firet Uk::einian Ort,hodox church on the
., 4 ) o %&% , .
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. life and. continued serving oh'ly @ small i‘a"ction of Ukrainianp
* in Lachine, The pore politicized Orthodox Ukrainians Teft .

. Point St.. Charles .and Central Slum settlements:. It was

by 1924 en importa.nt split. or schiem occurred in the Mantreal

‘the fu‘fure growth. and development of the Ukrainign community.

S \vhat they termed "satiaractory priests"

o . , 17

island of Montreal fell out of the mainstream of Ukrainien

and were without a church, . o \

The first Ukra.inia,n Catholic pa.riah vas orga.nized o
and the ohuroh of StHMiohael's ‘puilt on the oorner of \ P
Iberville and Hoohelaga streets in thé Frontenao settlement '\

in 1917. -This church aerved the Ukrainaina of .the Frontenao,
the first Ukrainien religiousd‘oeﬁter in Mont-feal. Hewever,

Ukrainian ooxmmmity. In that yea.r the Ukrainian Orthodox
Brotherhood WW a group of dissident ex~Udtholics
with the intention of returning to "the religion of their
anceatora" by founding a Ukrainian Ort’hodox parish. Ostensibly

‘bhe sochism was the result of a. aonfliot about "fina.ncial

ispuea" and "polioy", 23 The real reason wes a fundamental

'ditferenoe of opinion among the new oongregation about

o~

The dissidents were hostile "to the attempted domination

,_of Ukra.inia.n life on the part of the Catholio olergy" 24 .

They were frustrated with the difficulty in ob’baining S
25 And most important
was the faot that they "wanted - a more oonsoious efi‘ort (on v

the part of the' alergy) to preserve the cultural identity

,I




26z

This dpl:u; wag. the’ beginninga of the
Ukrainian Orthodox ob&roh in Montreal. In 1925 they
‘orgenized St. Sophi parish and by 1929 purohased an old

ﬁ'pti;t oh\ﬂ'ﬁh loc ted at 1899 Delormier a,venue and

reformations. :
In 1932 he Bgsili Fathera, oonaidered by some -
. to be the "Jesuits" of % B{: Uﬁrainians, oame to administer ‘
- the. Ukraiz/ian Catholdc oommunity in Ilontreal. During
: the Depr seion they succeeded in prepa.ring the groundwork
i'or the organization of a separata parish i.n Poin'b St.

“l
;o

Gharle' end started plans for the oonstruo;jan of & new

o / there. Then tley organized congregafilons or "mission
s/ sta.1/:iona" in lachine ‘and Ville Emard. Therefore, in the

' inter-wer period the organizational groundwork for the
Urainian Orthodox and Oatholle ohurches was sompleted.
,gy 1947 there was the Catholic ohurch of 8%. Michael's 5
,f'/on Tberville st. (se@ fig. 2 ), ahd organized oongregations
in Point 8t. Charles, Laohine and Ville I"mard gerved by
the '.Baailia.n Fa.thers, an.d the Orthodox ohureh of 8t. Sophie
on mlormier aves, . ;M._,“____Jend the ma.veriok parish of
St. John of Soohawa on 5th- avenue in La.oh[ine. (see fig. 11) :
On the pe:-iphery of thia Ukrainian ?ommunity wae
-&he Ohuroh oi‘ All- Na.tiona and thau Ukrainiat Fa.rm-Labor

Temple whioh oame to" Montrea.l i‘rom Winni&:eg in 1923 27 S
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In the 1920's the first Ukrainians that came 05,

.37, Montreal were embroiled in their religioue controversies

\\ﬁznd preoccupied with the organization of their churohes.;%

\Jburing that time another, group of Ukrainian immigrante

‘- PYegan arriving to Montreal between 1922-29.:Meny of these - .
immigrante were . ex-servieemen and edkdiere in the Firet
World War. By the 1930'8 the attention of the‘ﬂkrainian

b oommunity in Montreal had turned and become f cueed on
these “eovereigntiets“ who had been involved in or had

’ observed at first hand,the fight for %he independence of

Ukraine during 1917=20.. After ‘the arrival of thie greup,

virtually no more Ukrainians were to gome_gp hontreal until

after 1947. L S : )
This 1s a brief eyntheeie of the treetment given

the Ukrainian oemmunity in Montreal by Mamohur, Bayley

and Hrymak-wynnycky. All, three studiee were eaeentially

of a sociologioal nature, Their work was a very useful

end necess f exeroieé\in the recording or’faote, placee, ;'

dates, evenps, numbers arid staﬁietioe. HoweVer, their,
studies are étnictiy deedﬁiptive; They are not analytioal.
Furthermore, with the exoeption of Hrymak~Wynnyoky who
ends her study in 1964, but who on the other hand deals
only with the rise. of*ﬂkrainian dhurohee‘in Montreal, the
,other authore deal exblnpivexy nith the pre=vorld War II
period; Other than roeuaing: nw‘ attention .at the: later, -
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period betweerb1947-1967, I hope to provide what they »
laq'i(ed, namely,: a broad theoretical or conceptual frame- B!
work for tho indefstending of immigrant communities and ’
begin dealing with the “intellectual be.ggage" of the )

4 Ukrainiqn immigre.nts to Montreal. In ehort, I want to

“take a.step i‘rom dealing with thes "outnide" to dealing-. -

2 %

‘with the "inside" of an historical phenomenon. ' B
In order to expla:tn the phenomenon of Uk.rainian

‘:meigre.tion to llontreal Imﬁll use Louts Hartz 8 "theory >

of . colonial h:i.sﬂ:or;sr"\‘z8 The Hartzien approach 15 to- 1

‘gtudy rew sooieties founded by Eu.rofaea.tm (the United

‘ ‘.Statee, Englieh Gdnada, Frenoh Canada, ‘Latin America,

Dutch Souwth Africa,, Australia) a8 fragments t}%pown off.

'Irom xmroiie—‘m{e—ltey 0, ‘che unaeretana:mg [ 1a€o¢og10a.t.
develapment” in a new soc:l.e‘l:j)r is its point of depg_tur
from Europe: the idedlogies borne by the fo,undere of the

‘new society are not represeﬁtative ~of the hia;téric ‘ . /o
‘1deological epeotriam okf the mother’ country. The eettlere |

represent only a rragnent of that’ spectrum. ;

| . -

. .f.%though Louis Hartz used hie theor&\ of oolonial

.

. approach can .,be(p,pplied to immigration hietory. Diffe,;ent ',

dia.oemible waves of immigration can Ye - sefn as fre.gpnen'bs , .

thrown oﬁ‘ from a delivering eociety e.t a peciﬁe hietori--
. ‘ K(’L\\?' /

. cal point of depa.rture. The Ha:rtzian approe. K can be
effect;tvely utilized i‘or mderatanding eeoh ’re.gment
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" of Ukrainiens that ‘deme to-Montreal. ’In‘ doing this one .

- runs the risk of ove'rgen‘ere/l/izat'ion‘and oversinplifioe-

~tion.. However my purpos”éri/e t'c introduce and sketch a

. ocame to Montreal between 1899 and 1967, :

" broad outline of the basic intellectual outlook a.nd the
) leadi,ng ideas of the leading :Lntellectual element of . each

wave or fre,gment of immigre.nts. None of my oategories
are intended to be exhaustive or definitive. Nor ~am I .
pretending to preeent coherent ideologioe.l syetems of '
thought I will only attempt to convey aome” of the .

,central notions and core ooncepts in the "intellectual

baggage " of each successive fra.gment oi“ immigrants that

There were three waves of Ukrainian immigrs.tion to

‘third group ‘IL have designated 'Fragment III',

""pioneere" or Drahomanov Man,. Fragment II ce.me between o

; Montreal. 1899-~1914, 1922-1929 and 1947-1954. To the

firet wave that ceme I have given the label 'Fragment 1'.
The second cluster I ha 3led 'Fragment II' and the

 Praguent I came between 1899-1914. They. were the

1922-1929, They were. the "immigrs.nts" or 80vereigniat

. the “.rei‘ugees"r or Natienalist Men. s

Man. Fragment III cs.me between 1947-1954. They were
I am purposefully ueing the at-erminolngy of "pioneere"
"immigrs.nts" and "remgeee" in this context. Perhape I Co=

* ~‘_‘I‘.—
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am making too mu\n of semantios. However, in my view
these terms oonnote different psychological attitudes

to the newoomers. These terma’ are derivatives of differ-v

ént ‘historical contexts andlpolicies. It appears to me

that "pioneer" (or "oolonist'l) is a .derivative of imperial

policy. The "immigrant" is a \creature of nationalist policy
and "refugee" is the result of humanitarian or {nternation-

a\iat policy. - M o -
, ' B " .
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“The Ukrainian pioneers.who left their country for P
. ! r"\“-h 1 ' ¥ ’
the "eldorado" across the ocean had to be among the most -

S

enterprising and adventurous of their class. In the late
19th century, 1t was t‘hey who felt the social and econo-
mic in;]ustioes in their native land most aoutely. Theix
forma.tive years in the Ukraine were the {870‘5, 1880'

._and the 1890'8.' - B RN

Their intelleotual mentor waa a Ukrainian thinker
who en;]oyed a wide popularity among the Galicians at
the close of the oentury, Miohael Drahomanov (1841~1895).m

. Drahomanov vas a univaraity prdi‘essor. Beaides his. own

popularity, his ideaa inflivenced a young stnden‘r. by tho s
name of Iven l‘ronko (1861~1916) Pranko tum,ed out to ba' L . ,




-a rather prolific writerxr with an extraordinary capacity .

- \5\;«“J
/

: o with e variety 0f literary ganres such as shoxrt sto ies,

narratives, poems, letters, sketches, satirea and ocial

people, parti\‘oularly in Galicia. In orter to-unde stand -

S Co T o , /

some of the central notions in the intellectual baggage , - ———

/

of ‘the Ukrainians who' ceme %o Hontreal before 1914, we.
"tust look at the writings end teachings of lic
E Drahomancv.w ' ,' R M

According to E. Borohak in Ukraine. A Concise anyclo-- ,

e A s e

[ ¥

TN pgedig, Drahomanov's social idegs were based upon democracy,

the positivism of Auguste Comte, the socialism of Pierre

R e T

S Proudhon, and federa},ism.ﬂ In his writings he advocated
\ ideaa such as "the renewal of Ukreinian literature and
learning", "4he study of the Ukraine", "the advancement

: of xb@sses thrdugh rational @ropaganda not bloody uprisings"
' "the study'of European languages“ “"reading and’ literaoy"
" "the preaervation{ of faith, custom and traditi'on“, "'t,he .

" organization of co-bperativeé,and seli‘ i'eiiance assldciationa“'

.the importé.nce of "the househbld" "demooracy“ and "sooialism"

Some of his phra.aea Jwere "zenmlya 1 volya" (land and Ireedom ~
"activism" and "nationality", 32 Drahomanov ‘believed in the | i
democratization oi‘ Rusgsia and an - eventuhi"federation of

autonomoua Sla.v etates in plaoe oi‘ the Tearist and .A.ustro--




T Hungarian empiree, the two empires which ruled over SN
Ukrainian territories. The Tearist empire was to be .
trensformed into & federal republic gomposed of twenty
sté%ea; four of uhioh would constitute the Ukraine'.33
Drahomanov dismieaed the idea of Ukrainian "separatism”,

£

S which had begwn to be advocated, as "ompty talk' and did
‘not see the Ukrainian national eituation as being divoroei

from the Bystem or complex of Russian affairs. < - b \j,

The three main tenets of Drahomenov's politiecal , - -

B

philosophy were humaniterianism, cosmopolitanisn and

- socialism,. His principleé were, "humanity and nationality" ' '

‘putting humanitarian interests above national interests.
'uater——wri%ing_in_the_inter=war neriod. the Ukrainian

nationalist theoreticien metro Donzow aocueed Drahomanov s

" ot having a "ruthenian complex".and of excessively sub- - -

’ecribingy along with the poet Ivan Franko, to ra

P

, . anti-olericaliem, materialism and soeialism. In ehort,

L~\ -+ Drehomanov was a demooratic agrarian socialist who hed

%4 , S bpgn influenced by the politioal a revolutionary activity - E ; B
;* ' of Rueeian democretio oirclee. Hi:QiQeae were at the oenteri E
.of ‘the intellectual baggage of’ the'ledding element of B
. onrainian pioneers who came "to Montreal %i‘ior 1o the . ( .
' First World War. o ‘,:'”;‘. o ~ f_
Although its origins are. obscure. vy 1920 there . i - |

was a very eotive and well organized Drahomanov Sooiety

l
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in Montreal ‘with.its headﬁuaftsrs and meeting place at

417 Ontario street.34 Thefe was ajso an ;Iven Franko

Society which used the hall of th

Catnglic St. Michael's
35

parish ‘on Iberville street. The Ukrainien Catholic clergy
. took a dim view of the ideas of Drahomanov end Franko,

It is possible that thb popularity of Drahomanov 8 end

Franko 8 teachings among a significant portion of the {
Ukrainian ploneers in Ibntreal, and the Catholig clergy's

R 'opposition to them, oontributed to the religious schism

of 1925, There is some’ suggestion of this in that one of

the more active and articulate spokesmen ofi the Drahomanists/
vas Yurij Drahen who had come to- Nontreal fron Pleasant

Home, Manitoba to study medicine at MoGill in,1924-25.

in having the dissident Ukrainian Orthodox Brotherhood
‘formed 1 1935.%%
Furthermore, if: Drahomanov 8 and Ivan Franko 8 ideaa
‘ were at the center of the intellectual baggage of the .
first Ukrainian pioneere o Montreal the seme may have’ |
'~ been’ trug for the Ukrainians who went "out west". Sinqs/’;/xv h
,rahomanov 8 views were not unique ¢Q the Ukraine and o ,)

Galicia but were winning acceptanoe in.mmch .of Europe' - ////
at -the turn of the century, these views'may have influanced "
other European immigrants that " endéd up in ‘the Oanadian
west, If so, this oould heIn,explain th& more faVorable

| reoeption that Ganadian "third parties" and the "progressiVa"
. movement reoeived in western Oanada., R
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P The second fragient of Ukra;lnians that ceme to

I'Iontreal between 1922-1929 18 more difficult to desoribe.
One,cannot under.stg,nd‘the point of vi‘.ew of Fragment II
Ukrainiens unless one Qprecigqu thé_d,evelopfncnts in the
Ukraine since 1914. ‘i‘hgse immigrants were largely people ,
who oame as a reeult of the "vyzvolnij zma.ha.nnya" (1iberation

o ,

RS TET e R - g

contest) during the First WOrld War and the Russian Revolu-
tion. |
g . 0

w B. lMarunchek describes th,e situation in the IDcra,:Lm 9
out of which they came to fanada in- this way‘ , .

-#Por six full years, %\eine was the terrain
for war operations. In the beginning, the front

battles were waged between Russia on one side  ° P
. end Austria end Germany on the other, to see ' .
2 which side would have the right to control Europe. SN

Ukreintanr-patriots were waiting for the moment

.« “wheh ‘these two contending sides - both occupying

. Ukrainian lands —~-would weaken themselves. enough
' ‘for the rightful owners of their respective .
territories to raise their voice end take p‘ossession .
of their lendeMSuch a long ewnited moment arrivead .
with the downfall of .the Russian empire in March
1917, A constitutipnial assembly. gathered in Kiev’

' which called into being the po itical leadership,

#  which became "the Ukrainska Centraelna Reda! ‘- ' ,
Ukrainian Central Councll = with Irof, Mykhaylo ’ )
Hrushevsky as its head. This move called upon

' the Ukrainian National Congress then allocated @
%0 ‘the Ukrainian National Council, a wide ra.nging
akg_jzhg_natinnal_aﬂaim_m:hn_i:he r

___authority "to %

" own hands", and in November, 1917 the Council’
proclaimed the Ukrainian Ne.%ional Republic, on -
ethnographic Ukrainian lands(territories). On : ¥
January 22nd 1918 the Ukrainian National Council : .
"proclaimed tfxe independence of the Republde -
of Ukraine, Kiev. Red Russia, which had
stren hened | its osition in the north; wes not
at. a.l pleab d wi h the oraa.tion of the Ukrainian

Ve
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Nationgl Republic that had always, both politically =~
and x_nilitarilyyweightﬁd the scales of its inter- .
ests toward the West. The ink had barely been €S
dry on the proclamation form of the "Chetvertey
Universal® frourth Universal) vhen a sudden need ~ -
arose to defend Kiev, the pcapital of Ukraine, from §
‘the advancing Bolshevik army. The Bresti-Litovsk. °°
-geace treaty of February, 1918, signed by the
R | Central Powers, Germeny Austro-Hungary Bulgaria .
- m——————| and-Turkey,—strengthened the-powers of the young . _.____ ..
: . - republic. But the new allies abused the confidgnce -
' of the youn% partner and with the aid of military
force established in Ukraine, a system of govern=-
ment with Hetman Pavlo Skoropadsky at its headies
, ‘In the meantime, with the fall of Austria, Galicia
: ' ! ‘and Bukovina which had been under Austrian rule,
o ?ﬁlmd to form, in November 1918, the VWestern o
reiriian National Republic, which in January 1919, .
" in Kiev, proclaimed the union of all Ukrainian ,
- lands -as an independent state under the rule of
~  the.Uktrainian, so called Directoria, headed by-
N * Symon Petlura. Poland, reborn during the First
World War - and strengthened by France - went - -
to war with Western Ukrainian National Republic
—at—the—same—time-asthe Red Russign Army attacked
Ukraine from the east. The old story was repeated. .
Russie and Polend "shook hands" in Rige, in ‘1921, a
. .+ - and parcelled out Ukrainian lands between themselves, -
L ‘ setting up the common border at the river Zbruch.
' Roumenia, which had been helping Poland in its
war with Ukraine, annexed Bukovina, while the .
remaining part, known inolden days- as "Karpatska
Rus" (Carpathian Rus) and by its modern political .
> ° name of Carpetho-Ukraine, went to Chechoslovakifees . v
, Instead of two pre-First Wprld.),!ja.r ocoupants, o

(\ o . there were now four of them,"

As a result the second fragment of Ukreinien came to

" Montreal, These immi grant e ‘were more politicized and _ - "’ | 'y
- ‘Apatribtic thaﬁ the first fragment of pioneers, but 'n'mc'h |
R less sdo;al'istic.;mhé'legding elem‘en’t.i)f'—‘bhis, i‘:ggagment.
were ex=-members of the Ulfrainian Army Orgenizatioi or

» other militery fqimat;éna and ex~soldiers who had in L




one way or another participated in the unsuccessful

defence of Ukraine. In a eenee, these Ukrainiene were

o~

the first national autonomists who, due to their proximity

' to the developmente in Ukraine during the Fiz\et World

A War, had tumed/ag/ :Lnet Ukraine 8 "prO\ren enemies" and
e *pe.rtf ularly against the idees of the Ruseian Revoftution —
| " “. and the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics. Thése

Ukrainian patriots wanted a "sovereign and cultured"

Ukrainia.n nation state. In the best eense they were

"govereignists" who had been pereorially involved in

Ukraine's defeai: because Ukrainians were "unprepared".

(The "unpreparedneee" theeie is the most- popular explane-

‘tion for the fallure of Ukrainian independence in Ukraini-

an historiography ) And they were "unprepared" because
thieir ldeas and ideology was \mdeveloped end murkey.
Tliey e,inmiy had" an independentist notion and stood fér
-phraeee such as "enlig‘hfeninent and culture", "educai:ion" ,'
_ the ';tridenf" (the Ukrainian nationel emblem or gyudol)
- end "God e,nd the Ukraine" Their patriotiem wes not '

‘ nationalistic end their ’chinking was somewhat eoleotic.

[ ——

These Fre.gment II Ukre.inia.ne were coming %6 I*Ion't;ree.l

o i‘rom 8 Galicia where any mode of consensus.that may have
' ‘existed prior to the War was deetroyed with the loss of

Ukrainian independence and the reeultent pos%mor‘bems, s

ellegatione, reoru:lnatione, bitterneee a.nd comple.in‘be.

. J¢ i
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-from the life of the Ukrainian pioneere in other pe.rts

Thjy were proud,' patriotic and defeated‘. Upon arriving

in Montreal they organized themselvee within the Ukrainian

National Federation, soon to be loce.ted on Prince Arthur

street in the Central-SIum settlement, sonfewhst removed

of the oify.38 ‘ T
’Bhe Fragment III Ukre.iniane who came to Montreal

after the Second World War were from a Galicias where’

there existed an enjeiz"efepectrum‘of opinion ronging from - -

left to right. This divérsity end intensity of opinion

was the result of‘ the unsuccéssful "yyzvolnyj zmahannya" .

(1iberation ga.me) enid the falled Ukrainian Revolution so

the deabates were livm )
These refugees were very dirferent from the "staro

kanadyjei" (old Canadiane), as they were soon to be called. .
This fragment was & younger ?eéd of Ukrainien with a
different outlook on 1ife. The circumstences end conditione
in the Ukraine -which '!;hey ha(; lei’t were also different,

~ Although the differenoee were not immediately apparent,

T

mey—soerrieeeeme—deﬁneﬂ*_h_ua_ evident tha‘c the "staro
kanedy;]ci" ceme to Canada for le.rgely eeonomio re\asons. ‘

They were eeonomie imxhig,rante who oame for opportunity/ oo

end largely eobnqpio dreeme and hopee. Hany of them had
planned k1! atay temporerily, to earn and. then retum,
The newly arrived poet Worltl War II remgeee were pre-




S e ——-— . and better skilled than thg old,Ganadiana. Idke their _

S 30
dominantly politidE}<n\fugees.,They had political hopea
and ideas and a well grounded fear of political punish— y
mentvand persecution at the hands qf the §talinist regime
if they went back to Ukraine..They‘appeared to be more
¢ politicized, better educated, more literate and articulate . ';
 predecessors to Montreal, most of them were also from
the western parts of the Ukraine and the region of” Gali- © .
) cla. o g . °
Between the two World Wars eastern Ukraine was part
of the U.S.S.R.. Western Ukraine and Galicia were part
.of Poland. After the Second World War, the Sovieta acoomp-f
o lished what the Ukrainians were not able to aocomplish

for centuries; the.Soviets "anified" all hietorioally

- v Ulkrainien territories aﬁh all Ukraine became part .of °
 the U.8,5.R. @s & Soviet Republio. When Stalin ":anited“
all Soviet ciizens vack: to their homela.nds after the - '

war, western Ukrainians argued that having been Polish

not Soviet oitizena before the var, they ghould not be

oompelled 1o return, mhe Allies agreed and thousanda of

the United Statee._ oo o T _ :’f 
These refugeea reqdnvigorated Ukrainianalife -
wherever they aettled. mhey reinforced. Ukrainia:n oommunity

.-

: lite and postpanxd énd atalled the progqga of assimi&a&ian.:‘1
!I!hey :tnetigated a proceea br oultural re-afrirmation

Y D



-Ukra.in‘ian oonimunities which they joined. This wes the

. by meny enalysts, among them the Ukrainian soclologist,

. R 5

t

and they did this .‘b'y becoming the leadership in the

case in Hontreal after 1947.

The Fragment ITI Ukrainians who' came to Montreal ]
after the Second World War spent their formative years: |
" amidst the paesionate devates of the 1920 8 -nd 1930'8, L
that raged in ‘Galicia and which considered ihself to )
be the Piedmont of Ukraine. At this time a new end unpre-
cedented intellectual trend emerged and\ won the.: ‘allegiance
of a large segment of Galicien youth, many of whom would
eventually émigrate to Canada and Montreal.

This intellectual trend has been Varicusly described

Mykola Shlemkewych.j 9 Shlemkewych argues that The "pathoe" =
of the unsucceasi‘ul Indepemdence Movemant encompassed
‘bhe whole of intellectual life in Galicia. But this
"pathos" crea'l‘;ed two basic tendencies; one was directed
to the East, the other tumed toward the West. -
The contemporary Wést, 'the . West of Entente, of

3

French ‘and British democracy, was the one that gave

Galicia to Poland after the First World- Wai“én‘d—lteipe‘L
Poland with armenents .to_effectuate 1ts p1an.4 The

- ccxitemporary West -was also that. of Prague, whcse hcspi-

tality was endcyed by many Ukrainian emigres. ‘The Wcat s

' m alac Mially warsaw, where the govcrnmant cf the
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defeaﬁed Ukrainian National Republiq was establiahed

in exile. With the possible exoeption ofi Ozechoslovakid,

> all thgae democratic foreés and powers s8tood on the saide

of Polend end s such @14 not atirest the sspiretions

and hopes of defested. Galicia and Ukreines |
Howev;r,'thére wes another W'e-éf, the West in

which new forces vere 'bging born. There wes I'gﬂian

-

Fascism and Na.tional—Sooialiem in Germany. These. ideas
beca.me attraative to the intelleoctual trend among Galician ,
youth and intelligentsia in the 1930' s.f’l
National-Socialism public.lx ;proolaimed trEt its |
first enemy vas Commnisn and it was aucoesafully smashing

Communism in Germeny. It demanded the revision of the

‘!ersgi-l—Le.s_mr_eaty_aq.d_i:hﬂ_mmeentW agreements aumong

- . il . » x - -
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: ’.’}': wljich was the annexation of the western pants of Ukraine
to Pola.nd A% that time Galiclens were- subjeeted to oy,
. severe diaorimination at the hands of the l’oles. Furthér-— s
more. having been long under Auatriegx rule, Galicia saw

an arbitrator in Vienna who was Been b have been an

honest “;iudge" in Ukraine's confliots with the Polee.
.m_muzim_gxm&_i_a (high schools) a.nd universi;biea,

the Galioian intelligentsia canme out with 8 respect and
adnd}ation toward Geman oulture. COnsequently, GJmany 8

_demands about the neceasity to reviseﬁt*he world order _
tended to be reoeived hoapite.biy in Galicia. The weatem
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Ukrainians were also hostile to anything emanating from
. NP

N
-.

eastern Ukraine, which at that time was a "republic!

within the Sovi’ei: ﬁnion. These Nationé.if'Sooi;aliat deas

found an eloquen’t voice 1n the person of Dmytro Donzow, (1883-
42 : s

In his intellectual biography of one of the most
influential thinkere and publicists :ln the Galicia of

Ty

- the 1930's, Michael Sosnowsky describes the/:l.ntelleotual

developméint. of Dmytro Donzow from socialian/x, through
various shades of nationalism, 'and i;inally"'to mysticism = ¥

¢

- in his old age in exile at St. Faustin, ‘north of IVon'd;rea.l.43

Soanowsky showed how Donzow 8 intelleotual evolution

related to Mistoricel developments :I.n the Ukraine “in /.

“which he gave expression to notions suoh as the "will

the first ha.lf of the 20th century Soanowsky argues

*tgat, in reaction to the fail‘ed» and ;Lnooherent :Lndependenoe
movement in the Ukra:l.ne during the First World Vlar,:by
-1926 an-t'ro'])onzoyw developed an ideology whiéh"waa to -
gerve as & guide in the next attempt at independence :Ln

. Ukraine, This was his theory of “Active Nationaliam" mn

ALY

To-Tale", "Voluijarisu", "the TTutH of-ancestors”, "the

irrqﬂtmnal will to ,freedom" "Blind action not eubject

.- to the chain of reason" "will as the law of SI.ife“ "'will !
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. -
. ' A
P o
. T e
N >

o4 k . .
~ . e ., N
BN \ \
e ’ - b Lo ¥
- <, - . -
. N KRt RN PULERTEE T AN
B - K4 t D
L e . oy " i
L . ey s " . N SN
: A . el T U R . -
~ 7 4 d e I Y (AN
“ ’ s o W + oy
v .. N - " .t e Wt b x
[N n.a - . . _4" P L S R L
D LN Lo I8 N y
T 8 B . N -
v Shtd . , R e ey g
v M
. . B . o Lt

as - the motor foroe of history“ "aurvlval of the fitteet"
"pa.ked affirmgtipn." "tha doy 'bo killn, —'Lthe will to rule"
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. no doubt out of context. It is not. intended to be a \de-

thought and has uni‘airly aeoribed "borrowing and ecclecti~ 7

was -8 "fe.eéiQ" or "nazi" :Ln the Vulger sense oi‘ those

) ‘Donzoiv's theory and political phi\'l.oeophy as "active e

S T ' , .
. . N R .. Y
N 7 < . . e . LN . “J L.:..»

[T V- S

"the necessity for: a ruliﬁg caste', "romantj.cielL "mission",
"faith", "dogmatism" and particulﬂ' emphasois on xthe notione ‘
of "na:tional sovereignty" "$he imperial idea" \the gaw= .
paration of churoh and etate" \"occidentaliem" 'capita- -
lism" nprivate property" ‘and, "eociel hierarchy".x ‘ )

- Thig brief cheracterizat.{on of Donzow's thoug};t is

fi.nitive charaéterization of the extremely eomplex thought
of Dmytro Donzowe Furthermore, I have seleoted most of |

the more "drematic” ingredients of his thought as portrayedf
by Michael Soanowslcy in order to highlight his thinking.
Soenowsky 8 'book is also beginning to be the subject of

a vigqroue diequeeion. Some* critice say that So ws\‘ky

hae not ~suffioient1y appreoiated the depth of hie subject's ,

cism" ‘%0 Donzowhthrough a- "meterful weaving of quotationa"
These oritics algo’ feel thet Sosnowaky 8 ﬁnel p;lctu.re
of Donzow ag. '8 "Fauatian mratio :Ln St. Feuet:ln" is totally
wnfair. | i
On the other hasd it”ehould be made’ eminently plea&‘
do not intend to leave. the ’impreasion the.t Donzow

worda. Neither doee mchael Sosnoweky. Sosnowsky, describes '

el

nationaliem" Whether this theory ,uae borrowed by Donzow»

Lor. whether 1t was hie own 1s an open question. I)onzow. 8y

MR
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. . . Bath Shlemk\awych and Sosnowsky agree that Donzow

o
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crities’ tend to say it v"ras borrogodf from: phi‘loBOphicalA .
precursors to 'national;-socialiam.‘ Donzow's sympathizena
argue that hia views were simply "spiw zvuchnyj'k (similar
. sounding) to national-socialism and its apologiste. Iy
point is simply’ that borrowed or not; Donzow's’ideas Jare
more akin to national soclialism than' to intérnati_onal

aooialism or communism.

was the most influential: publiciet during the 1930's in
Galicia., His philosophy was accepted by most of the Galioisan
youth and intelligentsia at the time. ‘The most important
i.ngredients in this system of ideas were; anti-oommunism, ‘
the revision of the Versaillea —’rreaty, conservatism, an
admiration for German culture and an "excessive looking

I ) | ’td Vierina", hostility t4 things coming from communist

S - H \ .
ocoupied eastern Ukraine and a non~-acceptance of democracy

a\s a means of gaining independence 44 /

.
In 1929, in Galicia, the Organization of Ukrainian

Nationalista (O.U N.) was formed as a mass ‘orgenization .
with, what Shlemkewycn‘Oalla, g totalitarian ideology".
'Whethbr the ideology 7oi‘ the 0.U.N. was totalit arien 15 |
- debatabl\e. Defenders 5 s 0.U.N, olaim ‘that their
’ ideology waa not totalitarian butrfrather based on "thé
= s . military pri!\ciple with all ita ethical oontent“ Theﬁr‘.

.aay that the central idea of the "military prinoiple"
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was "vidprave" (dispatch or discharge). Dr. Olynyk-Réchmanny
particularly stresses the ethical conient of “the military
principle and differentiates it from theaunethical'and l
value-less "feuhrer principie". |
"'\ of the 0.U.N. was a "Biblical nationalismn,*?
In any case, Shlemkewych says that in the 193%0's
the Organization of Ukrainian Nationeliete became the
spiritual and political antithesis of all other organized
forces in Galicia ghd Ukraine.4 It was this force thdt
moeht ardently demanded a sovereign and independent Ukrainian
national state. During the Second World War it was thie
force and its eympabhizers whose prime target was the
Soviet regime in the. eaet and the Polieh government in
the west. Their aims met with those of the Axis powers,
‘ to the extent theﬁ at that historical moment- they were
?. somewhat similar. But they were not totally similar in
that their quest wae not empire snd congquest but national | |
1iberation. -In epite of this, the simildriiy has led
people in‘some circles to conolude that Ukraini 8 were
widely "fascist" or "nazi" during the becond WOiSd War.
Parts of early Italier fascism and early German netional- .
gocialism mey have been.attractive to Geiicia‘for its
' own. historical reasons. Hitleniem an any fime, was most ’
zdertein}y not.;ihe Geliciane may'heve'been‘impneeaed'with"
)Nhseolini'erpoiicy of attemnting to halt publie‘urinating;

\ L)

‘He argiies that the nationalism
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at church-walls by the construction’ of public urinals,

. but the Gelicien intellig'en'ﬁsiz_a.- did not regard what was °
happening in Germeny and Italy uncriticélly»f? In spi’ce
of Shlemkewych's claim that Galicia looked exce(ssively

- to Vienns, London was also a "center of attention" for -
:Galioia.48 In Londor, Galicia saw "the monarchy", "the
imperial idea", "socialism", "the orderly society", the
"concept of compétiftion" end "fair play".49 ) )

. Wh'en'thé Soviet aﬁnies were prolviné to be victorious,
it was this fragment’ of Ukrainia.ns which found the impending ‘

status quo in the Ukraine a.nd Galicia most da.ngerous and ] N

. threatening. The ob;jective condit:.ons that Stalinism a

was to impose were to be most hazardous to them, It is
L this fragment that would be most wanted . end hur\zt'ed by
e the hew Soviet regime in Galicia. Their point oi‘ depa.rture
- was “the impending Soviet victory.
This is not t0 say tha'l: all post World 'Iar II
. refugees were membexrs. of the 0.U.N,, but rather that a \ '

prepondera:nt majority of those who emigrated were active

~in or subsoribed to the fundamental tenets and perceptions
of ihis viewpoint. They had also ad a taste of Soviet . .
governmgnt in bthe ‘period betwe‘enl the cynicel partition
of‘I’ola'nd in 1939 (Galidia fell into Stalin's shp'erq)'

.and Hitlexr's imras;lon of the UdS.54Re in 1941,

Most dr the Ukrainians who arrived :Ln Montreal a.ft'er

1' .. . il ! .
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| tent intellectual-political division of the war and post- .- <

' unity of outlook among. the Fragment III Ukrainiene béoauee

and tectiogiv with. rege,rd to the "liberation of Ukraine" § "
- It was essentially a peychological oonflict and not a

"Montreal after the Second World War, as it no doubt d:ld
' prescribed the 1esues a.nd conceme of the *tfommunity for . »l |

' | written. !Ehe "Melnykiv‘ey" tended, to etreas the evolution )

(. | TS
\ '. N

1947 had: spent the ‘med 1ate—p t-wa.r years in various l. ' L

,

. .Dieplaced Persons cemps in Europe, largely Germany. These B

D.P. camps were veritable beehives of activity and politice.l
debate. Certaiily the most heated point of diecuesion '

- was the split which occurred w:lthin the Organization of .

Ukrainisn Netionalists into twid fe.ctione, the 0.U.N, (m)

o;' Melnykivey and the 0.U.N. (b) or Banderivey, 'in,Feb.ruary
i94l, which did not become public lmowle'dg'e until the

end of the war. This eplit was éertainly' the most impor=

e

0

war ere. and had ‘a dicieive effect on the patterns of -
community organization, development and eoheeion "in
diaspora". However, this split does not affect the essential

the intellectual beggage of both factione wes fundamen<:

~?
x

tally eimile:r. The differences were perasonal, strategic - -

-

oollision between outlooks.
This split certainly domine.ted Ukre.inian life in

in many other plaoes. It set the themes :t‘or debate and’ ,

years,’ The hietory of th:l.e oonflict has not yet been . / e
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‘of Ukrainian é;tatehood, emphasize alliances, negotiation,

‘o - @nd "mo'deration"'- The"Banderivey" atressed revolution,

)

e "going it alone\", partisan war:['are, non—compromise pnd
s preparation for ‘'war. In short, it was a conflict similar

%o that betweeh the Menshéviks end Bglsheviks, S
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' When Ukrainian refugeea began arriving ir; iontreal in

iv

© 1947, the exist’ing Ukrainian quarters swved as .natural

¢

receiving socief;ies _for them, As a resulﬁ “bhey predominently

. séttled in kthe Cenyral Slum, \Frontenac, Point St. Charles
and the ’ﬁachine and Ville Emard settlements.

. It is difficult to establish the ‘exact, number gf refugeea '
Y that arrived in Montreal. Thie Ukrainian population in the
Province of Québec in 1941 was BOOL. By 1951 the official
census showed the Ukrainian popuiation\to be 12 921, ’
increase of epproximately 5000. of th.ese 12 921 Ukrai:nian Y
11,154 1ived~=in the metropolitan Montreal area.. WMS ‘
. inorease wes ’mo’ei;' probably largely due to immigration. o
\ ‘ T M f:l,xgst the refugeee were treated warmly and sympa=
. thetically. The exieting Nold Oanadian" parishea nd or
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o ' However‘éiese.orgaﬁizatidns'aid not fit the needs nor the

° . ~ poliéical'outloek of the'refugeee. Although attempts were

| made to accomodate the refugees, by the early 1950's many
‘conflicts arose between them and the "old Canediens", f
B The pioneers expected the refugees to accept their
, leadership in the parishes, organizations, associations ,
» Shat thay fbunded, end to ;oin the rank and file; But -

‘ this was not the case. Thie business of accomodatiqe and
integration of pioneers, immigrants-and refugees was a 4
curious thing interwoven with problems of education, up~
bringing, accent, polse, religion, experience, political'
conviction and family, . A ‘

PO Although there was, discord Between the gtaro kenadyjoi
’("old Canadians") and the novo;prybuli (e errivals"), a

BN

mofe intense conflict emerged among the emigres themselves, -

It was the factions tkey formed that were gventuaI;y joined
: or\fgnored'by the "o0ld Cenadians". All emigres are quarrelsome,

,Q —— and the Ukrainien emigres that came to' Montreal after the
////f: Second World War were no different. The conflict among the
C emigres tended to dominate Ukrainian political debate in.
-the 1950'8 and 1960's, It had a very enliVening and educa—
tive effect, It put the*ﬂkrainian community in Montreal p
into a new realm of ideaa and oontroversy.
' At the eenter of all controversy. was the, oenflict
. between the "Banderivcy" wid the “Melny oy“. Within jthe“‘, -

¥, . C o . N
- . v . ‘ , o
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>generation of people and their| acerbity and stubbornness i

'scene. Their "vyzvolnyj gpahannya"' (liptration contest)

Ve

foo L4
. - ‘ .

;'oontext of & broad "enti-communism"-and the common goal

of an independent Ukraine, these two factions found little

$o agree upon. These differénces however,. were within a

decrglised with the rise of a new genenation'to "a voice"
in pkrainian community effairs end debates. '.

p The politically involved segment of the new generation
of post-War babiee increasingly began to talk the language
not of revolutionary partisan warfare or liberation, but
rather the. language of the American civil rights movement

and of other emerging minorities on “the North American '

‘became patterned more on the peace and civil liberties ,

movement than on either of the two historical Ukrainian -
nationalist factions. )

If oultures and peoples haVe, §§ Margaret Atwood says,

, "informing symbols", then,that of the Ukrainiane, old and

new, is that of the "Oonquered Groseroads" whish has %o ‘ ﬁ)
be 1iberated fron under its latest treepasser, the Soviet
‘government. In spite of all the internal diffez:noes within o
the Ukrainian community, there ie one unifying force and
thet is the sentiment.of "anti;oommunisnw, which in the
-ﬁkmainian mind and historioalfeiperiencé'hae become synony-
‘mous with Rugsian imperialism. That is something about

‘which the,manority of Ukrainiane do not dieegree. ' ." L




U sense: of obligation to do what they could and what their

| Montreal in the 1950's and 1960's, The prime attention -
[of the refugees was\directed at the existing Ukrainian

!

. period was dne or renaacenoe ‘for the ‘Ukréinians in Mbntreal.

their native land- "united" and integrated iﬂto the. victori-

,and the Cold War. They considered themselves ambassadors
of anﬁvencaptured" Ukraine in the "free world", with a

-imprisoned brethren could not do on beﬁalf of their own

‘chemistry it crested within the-Uk;ainian community, an

, They subjected the community to an*active process df a

redistributicn of deference and’ power and oommenced a

'demonstrated its esaential oenservatism by direoting its

.
0
B ¢
N - . 1
3 e .
'
. Y.

’

This anti-communism was most prevalent among the new

emigres, for they were political outcasts who had witnessed

ous Soviet Union and on the "wrong" gide of the "iron curtain"

country. They felt a sense of duty to inform-the western
world about the real fhoe of their "noble ally" and to ask

that world for sympathy and - support,
" Due, to the intensity of: these sentiments an&~the

explosion. of activity took place among the Ukrainisns in |

settlements and institutions and they subjected them to

o

a‘most intense effort of politicization and Ukrainianization.

process cf ethnic re—affirmation. Without eny’ doubt, this

Qne can Judge the nature of. & commmnity or society
by the goels toward which it dizects its’ energies. In the
" period after 1947 the Ukrainian community in Mbntreal

¢
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.Ville Emard qnd Lachine- settlements.

"Ukrainian Orthodox community in the area and fell out of .

43

-energies tqward a arametic construction of ohyrches, the

re-founding of its traditional -"old country instibutions"

and the elaboration of its heritage and oultural lire.

’

A
In 1947 there were three Ukrainian churches in Nontreal, ]
~ St. Michael's, st Sophie's and St. John of Sochawe, St.

Michael's Catholic church at the ccrner of Iberville and

- Hochelaga streets in the Frontenac settlement served the 4

Ukrainian Catholic constituency. At 1899 .Delormier averue
Just ‘below Qntcrio streef, stood St. Sophie's Ukrainian
Orthodox church. These two chirches were the centers for

the Catholic snd Orthodox constituencies in both the Frontenac
and Central Slum settlements.xit the same time the’ Catholio

priests of St. Michael serwed the congregations or as 3

thet were ocalled "mission stations" in the Point St. Char%%s,

‘In the Lachine settlement there was the‘old Orthodox
Bukowinian church of St. John of Sochawa. However, having
long ago been assigned over to the Jurisdiction ot the

" Russian Mission it attragted only a small part of the

the mainstream of Ukrainian 1ifes The Catholic consti@uency
in Lachine used the Proswita Reading Society's hall on.
Sth avenue<whioh had been purchased in 1939, renovated
and made ready es a oommnnity oanter by 1941.5}

"By 1948, Just @5 the refugees were arriving, the. = <
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Ukraidian Catholic congregation in Point St. Charles
complleted its first church on the -corner of Shearer and
' ' N 1
Grand Trunk etreets,.‘,Like the previous three churches
this church of the Holy Ghost was ‘largely built through _ .-

%he efforts of the eld.~pioneers who came to Mont \éa-l before

the Seoond Yorld War.sz' ) ' ’ T

With the/influx of new Ukrainian refugees into every
Ukrainian settlement in Montreal the Ukrainian oomnnmity

- was strengﬁhened not ‘only in numbers but in vigor, talent

and.- activity. Between 1951 and 1967 there was an outburst
of Ukrainian church construction in the Montreal metropo-
litan srea. - ; ° -
In 1951 the Ortﬁodox community in Lachine which had

separated :f.‘rom th,e congrege.tion of St.-John of Sochawa

'oompleted & new St. George s church at the corner of St.

Antoine and '9th avenue. (See Figure 15)
In 1954.5t. fuohael's Ukreinian Ca‘bholic Church in

- the .Frqntena.o settlement was renovated and a new super-

In 1956 the. ainian Oatholic "miseion station" ir(it‘ a

the Ville EmaL‘d se‘ll;tlement which. had been a v:tellite of

atructure erected. (See Figure 2 ) , ' -

. 8te Miohael'e vias . organ:l.zed :Lnto en independent parieh -

and built its own ohapel of St. Joéephat on Denonville
street.. (See Pigure 6)
In 1950 the Ukrainien Catholic bishop (Boreeky) i

. Toronto established the first Ukrainian catholio pariah 3 o
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of St. Basil t\he Great in Lachide. By 1956 the perishioners
had erected a church on the corner of Provost street and |
9th avenue. (See Figure 7 ) : , B ' \
7 In 1957 the largest Ukrainish church, the Assumption
"of the Blessed Virgin Mary, wes constructed in the Rosemount
settlement’ on the corner of Bellechasse and 10th’ avenue. (See
Figure 8-) This we the result of the fact that mjority of
| Ukrainisns in Montreal began moving into this generdl vicinity. 3
In 1960 the sub-structure of St. John the Baptist )
churoh was constructed by the Ukrainlan Catholics in Park . |
e .‘Extention .on the cormer of Stuart and Ball avenues.(See -
' . 7 Figure 9 ) Also in 1960 St. Sophie's Ukrainian Orthodox
| Cathedral was built on the corner of St. Michel and Belle-
chasse streets., (See Figure 13) The old church on Delormier
avenue was s0ld a,nd the congregation moved to -its new oathed-
rals, . " , .
. In 1961 another Orthodox churéh Mary the Protectress,
. largely for Ukrainiens from the Central} territories in
| . Ukraine, was conetructed on the corner of Rosemount boulé~

_ vard‘\? Iouis Hemon street. (See Figure 17) o ‘
- . In smmary, between 1947 and 1967 nine Ukrainian ohurohea

- g

T . - were. either etarted, renovated or constructed in tthon- 4

treal metropolitan a.rea. probably more churohes than in
a1l of Ukraine: By 1963 the stats of the Ukrainian Catholic . ¢ .

. Church in Montreal was as follows;. 53 . .7“ .
* ~ B ‘ b . .
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St. Michael 600 families 3 prieeta T ‘
-Assumption of the B.V. M. 1750 2.
Holy Ghost 348 " 2 e
o - " Ste Basil the Great ) 110 " R S
3 . _+  St. John the Baptist 10 "o T
, : ; # 8%, Joaaphag .25 o ‘
o Ascension -4 % i

\
. - \ .
In the same yearlthe state of the*UkraLniqh&Orthodox

_ Chure was- as follows; ¢

° ~ 8t. Sophie | . 650 families é priests
Mary the Protectress . 170 " 1
St. George _ ' ® " Al n

The rise of these churches and. the pla%eé‘bf their

_ construction demonstrated that the Ukrainien community
) wae qnite decentralized and multiple oentered. T4 also -
shpwed a pattern of demographic movement among the Ulrai-
| niane in antrea;. By 1960 it was evident tha? an increasing
h amount of Ukrainians were ahandoning their "fmrst aettlement"
© areas and moving into the more affluent "aeoend" end "third
/ateas of settlement". °(See Maps3-5) Except for | lachine,

s nich remgined a rather stable’ community,«Ukrainians in-,
creasingly moved’out of-the Frontenac, Central Slum,, Pbint
_S8t. Charles and Ville Enard settlements. Altho it is
dirfic' t to provide evidence of thie generallyrthe Ukratni-

‘qne rom the Frontenac and Central Slum settlements moved




On the other hand the Ukrg;nians in Point St. Charles end .
Ville Emard moved west into Ville IaSalle, A number of
Ukrainiens had also began to move into the West Islend, =
the South Shore and Chomedy. (See Map 5 ') But the densect
‘and most visidle areas of Ukrainian’settlement in Montreal
by .1967 were the Rosemount settlement (pérticulax:;y St

.+ TLeonard), the Tachine settlement and the Ville LaSalle

Ll -
oo '
:&1 Ja p—

- *Tgettlement. .
’ An 1mportant factor in the direction of Ukra.inian ,
drift have Deen Ukra:l.nian entrepreneurs who came to I'Iontreal '
as part of Fragment 111 efter the Second World War and |
‘started their own construction companies., There were four |
-major Ukrainien owned .cone,truotionééﬂpanies which played N

' a rolé in this demographic drift, 1960 the Dnipro Cong~

truction Company was formed. This qompalny bought land in
Villg LaSalle and built apgroximoa.tely' 150 ?xonies '40%' of
which were purchesed by Ukrainiane.ss" The earl'y ’1960\'8

" also saw the formation of the Bukowina Construction Company' |
_which likewise bought land in ° alle. It built 104\

S0

houses, & "significent" percentage pf which were $01d %0 -
Ult:ra.:ln:l.m'm:.56 ’“ | , >
‘In 1963 the Zerkap Oonstruotion Compe.ny was founded

and purohased\\bod in St. Leonard. This company buily ~ .°
approximately 120-homes in that area 25% of which vere "
purchased by Uk mim.sq These conatruction, oompaniea @ e

s




| 4 were very. instrumental in setting -the pattern of Ukra:m:ian
; movement into ekeas of second and third settlement. The
Dnipro and Zerkon construotion companies were e.mong the
first to start developing and building in the Ville La.Salle
. and St. Leonard areas. They were the "spark" that 1it "the_ )
fire" in these new. areas of urban developmen'l:.5 Manyd

- Ukrai.nians bought homes from these Ukra:mian entreprerieurs

\  and were sunsequently followed by other upwardly mobile -
3 ’}J s Ukrainians. This was ;,n important fe.ctor in thc ULrainian -
'\“‘:.‘ L community and the determination of new areas of settlement
".? o in Montreal.’ T

. s
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An important aspect of Ukrainian community life that

ik
)

emerged 'd1istinctly between 1947—1967 is the.Credit Union

pEr e,

e
Nt ik
I,

%
hd P

movement. During this period four Ukra:i.nian credit unions
h . wibe instituted and developed. The first of these was
2, : : - .
g ® - founded by the "sovereignists" who came prior to World War

;\ S B 8 fg%se‘ soveréi'gnlsts adhered to the basic worldview

o ) : ~ ' ‘ : L e —
‘ : "of the Fragment ‘II Ukrainians and:were more enterprising.

15, " ‘ ' than the~orig'ine.1' Ukrainian pioneers to Montreal. In 1944 e
they Founded the Ukreinian Montreal Fetional redit. Union.

;o In 1945 this credit union was located on Prince Arthur
street. (See Figure '21) By 1956 they had moved to their

avy &

e T

. new headquarters on Hutchison and Fairmount streets. (See v‘ .
Figure22) R S .
' I 1952 ‘the Ukrainien Savings and cred:u; Un,ion as .

~ - . , ) 1
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‘ iounded as an affiliate of the Caisse Populaire Desjardins.

p)

PR ‘ : ' o,
This new Credit Ynion started in a small store on Napoleon A
and Hote‘I—de-Yille streets in the Central Slum area, ‘then , P
moved to 52 Bagg street and’ event'ually to 120 vDuluth street

‘eaet.vRec.pntly this credit union purchased a building at -
—3960 St. Iawrence, Blvd. (See Figure 25) o Co

These two oredit unions were la.rgely the economio
formations of the two ‘major political camps in Montreal
a,fter 1947 s the Me].n{kivcy and: the 'Banderivey, The Melnykivoy
(Mdlny‘k-—ites) generally gravitated to the earlier and'
older Ulcrainiam Montreal National Credit - Union. The Ban-
derivoy (Bandera.—ites) on. the other hand gravitated to the
newer Ukrainian Savings and Credit Union. In this period
both credit, unions have been. helpful Mpp,r:tive ﬁ.nancially

,, e
T T LT —

to ‘t;he culf/_&l,__pnliﬁ:cﬁl, 1iterary aotivities oi‘ their
espective sympatico organizations and institutionﬁ.
| There wvere two other credit ‘unions  developed by Ukra'i- o
niens in Montreal, both eerv;i.ng 1grgely the Orthodox con- _.
stituenciee and both affiliated with their mespective ;
Orthodox ehurches :ln Mon.éraal. !L‘he Hetman Mazeppa Oredit
Union was ren) ed in 19§5 -in the church at Deloz‘mier and

%hat oongre tion moved to its new St Sophie 5

Gathedral the credit ion mcmed with it. The aeeond wa.a

ihﬁl{iev Oredit Uni started: :Ln 1963 by the parishioners’ Cret

. oi‘ bhry the Protettress church on Roaemount Boulevard. . o

9 . '
oo NI
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Therefore by 1963 there -werme four Ukrainian Credit - . ,

Unions founded by, and serving vgrious ideological or

- religious constituencies of Ukrginiens in Montreal. These

credit union® showed a progressive growth and development:

dui'ing the period under study. Theizj”g’rowth in membership

and a'ssej:s demonstrated s readinéss and .éapécity on the

‘part of the Ukrainians to develop and~elaboz'at§ verious

dimensions of their social 1ife in Montreal. This develop-

ment was largely led by Fragment III Ukrainians who brought

this noticn of salf-help from their country of origin. The

following Table of Assets shows the increasing growth of

the Ukrainian oredit union movement in Mont,ree\i‘between 1953

‘end 1967 .59

v . Ukrainien Savings and

o Credit Union
(St., Lawrence Blvd.)

Assets 1953 $ 51, 109
.. '1955 , 148 122
1957 175,829

. 1%L . 389,143

© 1963 906 055 -
1965 - 1.391 889

1967 2,076,208

Y

~
g

" Ukrainian Montresal
National Credit Union
.(Hutchiadn st.)

$ 167 550
410, 346
501,438
618,

WS
9269,3 ,
1’788'4 . \\/

2,328’076

) ¢ o

If ﬂicrgj,niana .were ~inoreaéing1y’"enjoyir£;g :bhe_, benefits .-

_t:hioh almost - exclusi*raly eenred their ethnic community in |,
- Montreal. ' R 22 '

of at‘fluence'énd upward-s&cial mobility a further indication
of th:ls was the emergenoe of Ukrainian reaort areas in Qngbeo
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' Vihen the Fraé{eﬁt III Ukrainiens came to I~Ionj:rea1
after the Second Vorld Var "there was only one Ukrainian
\ - wned oountry or resort area, a children's cemp owned
. by S't;. Michael's Catholic parish which had been purchased
I8 " by Reverend Timochko in 1938.°C This was the first children's
'} T R camp of its kind in Canada. In the post war period many =

g ‘ “of the new refugees bega.n sending Their childr)en there
in the summers and when possible visiting it themselves.

LRl

Camp Ukraina was an important meeting place for Ukrainians
- of every generation and outlook. The cemp was under the
administre.tion of the parish oommittee' of St. Michael and
thereby largely of Ukreainian pioneers or "old Canadians"
- ‘ - Hence the mode of behavior, style, mores and general elimate
at the oamp was ;et by the pioneers and immigrante end their
ohildren. 'Again there was this chemistry o’f’ language, style,
il R class, education and upbringing among'the Ukrainians of
-ﬁgi y , ' m frag;n"ex;ts. The new refugeea found ,meny of the
b o " pioneers' ways disagreeable a.nd/ offenaive‘. So with time
a . .. they began to look fo? alternate places of recreation where
‘ _ 'their preferenoea would dbe :t‘oremost and’ domina.nt. |
e . One of the first conatituenciea %o turn away from St. o
Michael's Comp Ukraina wes S.UiM. (Spilke Ukreinskoji Molodi
"or Ukraihiah Youth Unjjoa? a youth\organizatio:} founded
by the Banderivey as the sympathigers of the 0.U.N. (b).
',\rvere oalle&. In 1955 @his .group bought a emer ce.mp not




far from Camp Ukraina in St. Theddore. They called their
canp Verchovyna. In 1957-58' the Orthodox _commmity of St.
Sophie s parish bought a summer CMp of their own also.
’rheir camp was also in St. Theodore just dowm’ the road-from:
VerchoVyna. _ ’ ' .

In 1959, Ll_g_s_g, another Ukrainian youth organization h
modeled on Baden-Powell's soout:lng bought a camp in the
eastem townshi,pa because the people at‘ Camp Ukraing did
pot aopeal' to them and neither did the more politici;ed ,
and nationalistic "upstart" S.U.M. organization. Plast’
considered itself an politioal ideologically undoctrinaire
organization for the upbringing of an "elite"

As a result by 1959 there were :f.‘our publicly owned
Ukrainian oountry areas, “three in the northern Laurentians

end one in the eastern towhships. (See Map "6 ) For those

- Ukrainiens who preferred not to be to0 cloaelg\r associated
w:l.th organizations cemps, there existed other summer ret-—, P
Teats owned by Ukrainian en*t;reprene\:cre:.6 All of these o
atimmér véoation areas served as community‘meeting places
for Ukrainians :Ln NMontreal, They were places of worsh.ip,.

~ education, recreation, rest, goosip and helped maintain .
the oohesiveness of ea.ch group and the 1:!,vely friction
within ‘the Ukrainian community.

Ukrainia.n 1anguage radio 'broadoasts firat began i -

13 i) .

Montreal on August 19, 1954.6.2 ﬁzeee broadcasts weére the .




:

first of their kind in this city. The initiaton of these -

broadcasts was a newly arrived Fragment III Ukrainien refugee

MR

. \ to Montreal, Eugene Oryshchuck.

‘e ?

In August of 1954 Eugene Oryshchuck started a weekly
\ Thursday evening half-hour broadcast on the French station |
JGJMS (128(7{ « Shortly aftef he expanded his broadpaet to a ,. /
one ‘hoﬁr fo:fmat and by 1957 tc'; four per week. When :Ln’ig‘j"?’

——— P S,

cancelled by GJMS, Eugene Oryshchuck moved his Ukrainian
programs to St. Jean D'Iberville s CHRS (1090) where he

,had three weekly broadcaats, two afternoon programs on
Saturdays and hednesdays end a moming program on Sunddy.
In 1957 Eugene Oryshchuck encountered some competition.
One of his e_x:-eniployeeg at QJI-]S,,I'E-. Kostiul;, bégan .
another Vkrginian broadcast on CHLP (1010), He competed
\  with Oryshbhuck for two years after which his broadcasts
‘ cegsed. o L . |

\'o ' '(‘x

In 1964 a new multi-lingual radio station cm (1410)
was ‘starte in Montreal. Here Kostiuk made a seoond attempt
at tro 'casting in compe'bition with Oryshcbuck but after

. one year the management of CFMB invited Eugene Oryshohuck

to take nis place. Oryshchuck began broadcasting from CFMB
in 1965 with four weekly Ukrainian broadcasts, Saturday
mornings and afternoons, Wedneede.ys z/md Thursdaya. ‘.Ehat
year Oryahchuck gave one quarter o/ his a:i.r time to 8
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new Ukraipian aspirs;t to broadoast:l.ng, Victor Hledun. . |
Hladun carried one broadcast on Saturday ai‘ternoons while
l Oryshchuck produced the other three. Hladun continued until~
1966 while Oryshchuck stayed on until 1967. T
‘ D&ring his stay et CFIMB Eugene Oryshchuck gave another
quarter of his air time %a his\ vife Maria, who produced
a women' 8 program on .'Jednesday‘evenings called Cvity a
| Ulrrainy (Flowers of Ukreine). This was quite before the S
w.omen's movement became more wide“ls' populaTr in the 1970'3.'
, In 1967 Gordon Panchuk, [} native Canadian, undertook
the production of Ukrainien broadcasts on ijb.

Several
years later he was sucoeed’ed}byaJom Opariek-who continues
with.éne Ukrainian broadcaét ;on Saturday afternoons.

' The aim of Oryshchuok'e broadcasts wes to.have a

"national program not reflecting any particular fpolitical
outlook or party. "63 He wanted to give expression to Ukrainian ’
oulture, religious life, customs, songs and newa about
Ukrainis:n goings on in Montreal.64\
Broadcasting to- Oryshohuck was a full time occupation. |
His programs were self-financed through advertisements from :
oompanies like Dupuis Freres, Labatt, IIolson, Greenberg , L
and Steinberg.65 There were salso smaller adveryers such’ |
as Sepps and Henry Hoj and some “travel agencies who saw.

a market in the rather stable -end growingly affluent Ukrai-

_.nlan commmity., Thexs
rising grovzof'}lkrain

ersonal advertisements by a

professionais, ' lawyers, dc&tor‘s, ’




* insurers and entrepreneurs..

(\

The "heyday" of Ukrainlan broadcasting in Montreal
were the years 1954 to 1957 ;: (JJI*'B.('36 Oryshchuck reme;ibere "

'when he first played the Ukrainian national enthem on one
: ?f his early broadcasts he was beseiged 'Ikr listeners Twith

hysterical enthusiasm and congratulations” for the broadoast467
He ascribes. the success and popularity of the prog;‘ame in
these yee.r's‘ to the nostalg’-ia-,ar;d _gsense of anony':mlty felt
by immigrants and refugees. For the first time, these ‘peq‘pl.e
felt they had an audible voice in Montreal. Oryshchuck's |
broadcasts were a first .step out of the culture of&gce.

‘No doubt the }JrOadoaste dia not eschpe criticism. Onz8
of the most recurrent points of complaint was "languag "

Being a newly arrived Fragment III Ukrainian from Galicia

‘ he’ epoke "Galician" and his iisteners heard him through the

6
ears of ﬂxeir .oWn aecente. 3 The constituency which' was most

fcritical were those Ukrainians who ceme fro Centre.l‘* Gkraine
.and . the Orthodox oommunity.,Therefore it :ls ot eu.rprieing

3 "‘ru

that virtually #11 of Oryshchuck's "competitora" were Ortho-
dox Ukrainians from Montreal. ) T

A survey made on the percentage of Uktainians who listened .

o to Ocryshchuck'e broadcaste shoWed that when he vas at OJMS

: 'between 80 and 90% of the U‘krainiane in’ I*Iontreal etayed tuned.

By the time he moved to CFMB the percentage of Ukre,in:lan

| 1ietenexje dropped to approximately 6055.7 Oryahchuck'e programe

.‘," ,




they were an-importent factor in the Ukrainienization of

|

| 88 well as those of the cther Ukrainian broadcasters were
\
an important communications outlet for Ukrainians m Montn‘eal.

They provided a forum for the Ukrainian language, Ukrainia.n

' thought, activity ang- culture. As a result Ukraini g had S

an audible voice and & nev sense of prestige.
However theee broadcasts were the volces of Fragment
III Ukrainians and it w,ac their dec:i.sions w_hich shaped the
programs and their content, Tﬂrocgh then the ideas and
values of Fragment III Ukrainians became puJ‘bl:ic. They
evidenced the presence of a new Ukrainien element in ‘Montreal
which was becoming increasinél& dominant in the patterns |

of thought -end activity in the'lkrainian commmity. As such

Ukrainians :Ln Montreal.

When Fragment I1I Ukrainians came to I'xontreal there
rwere sthree elementary "schools" for Ukrainian children in
“the city. the’ Proswita (Enlightenment) Sohool in Point St.

Charles, the 'St \Sophie s Orthodox Church School on Delormier
‘-street, a.nd a school run by Ukrainien nne effiliated with
St. Michael's parish in the Frontenac settlement.n Other
‘than Prosw:lta these schools were under the aegis of the
Orthodox and Catholic parishes. The instmctors in these

a "Saturday schools" were usually nuns or°priests and miniaters. ,

But among the newly arrived refugees there were g number '
'or ex-teavhers and peda.gcgues who soon turned their a.ttention
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to education, Through their efforts shortly thereafter a-

network of "schools" emerged to serve the mﬁzjeaeed Ukrai-
various

nien population _in hontrea.], scat.tered in fhe_'

settleniente. Between 1947 and 1967 seven sc _ools were

*, orgenized and sta%fed by the refugee teachers 'S his movement

|/,.

of school, organization was part of the ,transplantegj)heno-
menon of "Ridna Shkola", (Nati’ve School) in Galicia. .“Ridna. ‘
Shkola" had been the name of an eduqational journal pub].is,hed

" in Galicia in the 1930's and 1940's. I%s‘purpose was to -
implement the idea Of a’na“tiohal" or nativ,e.a‘ed_ﬁcatioh for
Ukrainian youth which wé.s being d;scrimlﬁafed ageinst by'
the Polish sdministrators in the sbnool.system@;f Galicia.
The "Ridna Shkola" was éheréfez*ga 8 lform‘ogj "underground"
'o.'g.}: "alternate school" ss'rsfem.‘T'his Wé.s also its nature in
Montreal. o

. A "Ridne—Shkola" under the name of Metropoly't Andry
Sheptycky;j wa.s organized in 1950 hy Rev. N zarko and Mr,
We Bryniawsky. Then theNﬁﬁed *M:t high school h

. level courees or kursy ukrainoznawstve (courses of U'krainian-
ology) also under the na%e of Met. A Sheptycky . These .
"schools" used varigus provincial educational .facilities'

on off-hours. The "Ridna Shkola" of St. Sophie's church

| 'was revitalized and staffed with bette:\gnd more trained -

y

teaohers. S.UM, the Ukrainian youth organization oz’ganized
"Ridna Shkola" for its children :l.n 1959 and h:lgh eohool .

e
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. in Montreal employing appro:;imately 50 Ukrainian teachers.

level courses in 1964, The Ukrainian National Federation
organized enother "Ridne Shkola" in 1949 and high school
level courses in 1964. By 1967 there were eight elementary

."Ridna Sh.kolas" and five different high school level "Shkolas"

T2

- In-this period also, Rev. Dr. Zaleskyj was given a chair

of Ukrainian Studies in the Slavio Department of the Univereity '

 of Montreal,

[

‘These "schoole" were almost entin'ely steffed by Frag-

) ment III Ukrainians and their &.mpaot’ was to secularize,

<pr.ofeseionalize and’ Ukrainianize’ these schools. This meant

that the concern of Ukrainian "alternate schools" was no

longer only the learning of liturgy, religion, rite, “langu- Y

age and custom but also the 1earn:ing of history, 1iterature, :

' politioal ideas and geogra.pgy.

The ethmic press in Canada has shown a constant morease
during thia century. In 1905 there were two Slavio publi- -
oatione in Cahada. By 1965 there were fifty-four and of theab
thirty—three were Ukra;t.n:lan.'z3

T&e period between 1947 to 1967 ald not wit

«"/

“upon pu’olicatione :r’ro?x Toronto, New J ersey, w:lnnips‘g a.nd
from European centers . suoh as Munioh and - Londonf"' An -
- analysis of the editor:[.al oonte,nt snd issues discussed in




it Ry - A~ * VT

MLl

A R AR
.

‘and e subject in itself..

_* organizational life of;the Ukrainians is the most diffioult

" these pupl’icatf hs is béyond the pu:rv ew of this paper

15
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In the gg_g dian Ethnic Studies Bulletg of the Research
Center i‘or Ca.nadian Ethnic Studiee, Vol. I, No. 1, 1969 from

. the University of Calgary, Alexa.nder I\Ialycky has published

a "Preliminary Checklist" of Ukrainian-Canadian Periodical
Publicatiox}s. TlE'fg/,are 549 titles listed, of which 36 A
inor ones come from I’Ion‘t:réal.76 An analycsis of_the4 36 {k ’
Montreal ti’tles and thelr dates of publication shows that
30 oommenceg publication betweew.e’years 1947-1967 . Only
6 were ‘publisghed in the period bei‘ore 1947 and the coming ‘
oleragment III U}craind.ans to _m:ceal. Many of these 4
minor publications té’nded 1;'0 appear irregularly ‘but ethe ‘
proloferation of Ukrainian periodicala inh Montreal spea.ks
of the advent of a better eduoated, more_lite;'ate and “
politicized fragment of Ukraifiians. ////?/ :

In 'surxfgying Ukrainian secular or lay organizations"
oﬁe gets the impreésion that Ukrai;lians 'a.ré a %ery over~—

o —
institutionalized ethnic group. The inst:ltutlional end .

to wnderstand and gescribe. Although no accurate statistios .
are a.va.ilable :t;or the- yea.rs 1947 to 196,7 %eru& existed

anywhere ‘be‘l{ween thirty to aixty Ukrainiah organizationa o
real. It :la imposs,i{ble ~ ’) b

.

in any. 6ne of those yea.rs in
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, conversion" Most of the OJ:"f;hodcx Uk/x;einians by "birth®

orgacize.tims, ‘the’ méinbership of eaoh or' the intricate
interrelationahipa among them, That would constiﬂbute a
ecparate end independent study.«But in attempting 1;0 find A
one 8 way through this complexi“t;‘y ‘gome oi‘ these guldelines
should be kept in nind. It is important ‘t;o remember that -’

_ the Ukrainian community in Montreal s religiously divide% { _“
the/ two most important and 1argeet grou?ps being the Catholics |
and FOrthodox. (See Table.l ) The Orthodox are mtn@r *v{ii;icedf
between those who are Orthodox .by "birth" and lergely <£rom

the Central territories of tne Ukraine and the Orthodox by
"choice or com?ersicm" most of whom are Galicians or Buko-
winians. The ‘i'ounders of the Orthodgx church in Montre;al

LA

were the JUkrainians who became Orthodox by "choice oy

=4

came only after the Second World War.
The oxfigm of the Orthodox church in Montreal was *

not only 8 pure religious "echism",but e.lso a form®of

political protest snd the result of political disaffection ~
with the Ukreinisn Catholic olery in the 1920's.T' These

d:lssentere were : “more na‘biox}abminded than the ultramon'tane

. Ukrainian. clergy. Gonaequen;ly, hfter the "schism" of 1925 .
“ these diasentere tended to set up lay organiza:tions and |
matitutiona cloeely aseociated to and supported by their - . ’
new ohuroh. With the church as thelr center, the. orthodox

commnity founded the:.r oym political aseociationa, ‘women's . ¢




. more evidently baged on the separatipn of church and state.

v Orga.nizatiof of Ukrainian Nationalists' Banders i‘action, ‘and
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auxiliariea, youth olubs, financial Anstitutions, choirs
and whatnot, That which is Caeaar s and that which is' God's

1s not grfi-mtly divided. -

“‘Ehe Ukrainian Catholic constituency in Montreal is e

The. secular organiz‘ations of the Catholics pre not as close-

. ly ai‘filiateﬁ«with the Catholic churches., Although there

y\.‘.‘

are quite a number of thése orggnizat‘ions (the 75th Anniversary
Book of Ukrainzans in lontreal published in 1967 lists app~
roximately 25) the two most importa.nt., end act,iv,e forma-

tions are the cluster of organizations sympathetic to _the

the other clua'ggr ‘of orga.nizations which are- generally

(}_

ayxppathet ¢ to the Organizaticm of Ukrainian Nationalists® a
;_zg > ction. The exact nature of their differences :i.s N
imx)ossible to establish 'becaus(; the sympathetic

Q

rank ghd file are not. atttmed to the nusnces of ideological .

ﬁb the Melnyk faction is the Ukrainian Iiational Federation.

' The most active organiza.tions adhering to the Banderwfaction

are. the League for the Li‘beration of the Ukraine qnd tle s ‘
Ukrainian youth organization S.UM. S -

-

On the periphary of th:l.a basic division are the various
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‘ " Ukrainian organizations such a8 -the Veterans' Associations,
}‘ ( . (Ukrainia.n aend Canadian) Pedagogues' Union, WQmens' Auxiliaries ™~ !
| | @v\hich are most “often associated with parishes, Church Cogmittees,
i . the Sport Assoclation, Students'\Clﬁbs, Insurance Companies o
“ which Ysually ‘have Yi'.hei:u' head offices in the U. S'A'? Mens' . .
o Cdubs, Technical Association of engineers and businessmen,
Reading Sbcieties, I’IedicalfA'ssc)ciation and Youth Organiza-
‘b'ions."ehi ma;]onitﬂr of ‘these orgahiaations wer‘e.'eitner
‘ founded ar impor’tantly transformed as a-aresult of the. - o
- in%lux of Fragment 111 Ukrainians. to Montreal. ,
o Perhaps the -best method oﬂ sumreying Ynds poli‘bical

. organizaticm of Ukrainians in Montreal between. the years «

1947-1967 is 2y looking at the "supréme'* Ukrainien Canadian
' Commit'bee. Prior to the Second Waorld Yar there was no such .-
L ,oentralizing oz‘ganization o body. Wwith thef ontbreak of |
WOrld, (!ar ‘II the Caﬁladian gqvernment became interested 111
s " belng a‘b’le to s;ieak to the Ukrainians through some sort
of sihgle official c‘hannel. This \was for the purpose of

>

alh o allineduis ool
3
.

he}.ping mobilize thia ethnic group for the war effort. I&n

%~ N
ot ?4940 ei‘forts were initiated to pursuade Ukrainians "to \1\

A

1 —

o-ordinate, co-operate and eventually to centralize" mem-
[E: By 1943 thé first: Ukrainian R
~ Canadia.n Congi‘ees was held in Winnipeg and the Ukrainian " (

sélWIes 1:1 Canada and Mon'l:real.

=

Ganadian Oommittee was organized. 80 It was to serve as a

]

oo-ordinating executive for all Ukrainian organiza‘bions.

: .
fle - RS T




expired, the Ukrainian Canadian Committee stayed on and
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A "branch" of this Committee was created in every major
center where Ukrainians could be found including Montreal. .

. In its early stages the Montreal Branch of the Ukrainian

Cenadien Comnittee was in the henfls of Fragment I and Frag-
ment II Ukrainiane. Its first president was lir, Andri;j

Hu,calo who served from 1943 to 1956.
, A.fter the war, when the Fraguent _III Ukreinians began N
. 'arriving"\"t;(;“l&ontreal 'they' saw ‘that Ukrainians - were already

organized and "oerit:x‘alizedwt' along the general pattern created

during the war. Since the Ukrainian Canadian Comnittee did

| not allow foi* individual private membershipe but only

for aeeociation. club o inetitutional membership, the .

P ‘\‘

Fragme_nt III Ukrainians 'began t6 organize and institutionv-

alize themselves eo ae to win access to the federation.

As the refugees' organioz‘e.tione began tozmerge and Qe
£ the Uk'rainian‘
Canadia.n Committee. VWhen the war ended and the oetenei'bl -

formed they becanme conetituent members

reason for the formation of the Ukrainian Canadian Oommi te

like _many other oreaturee of the war period in Cana.da bec

" permanen$- fixture in Montreal life. With the coming of the

new refugeee the Connnittee became a polyglot of new political

parties, x-eoldiere, women 's auxiliaries, church oonnnittees,

b

Isporte olu'b, youth organizatione, reading socleties and
.‘other groups. Not only were there new organizationa but
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. several of the eatablishe@ organizations. became'%evitalized.

with the influx of new members. Some of these associationa
were highly aotive and well organized while others were

simply "paper tigers". Gragfially the Fragment ¥z Ukreinians
became dominant both within their particular associations -
and in the federating e'xecuti;re. A,e this process of ascendancy
took place between the years 1947-1967 the Firagment III
Ukrainiana becanm increasingﬁy;;ummnnent—and-influential

in the ethﬁie ‘commmity's life in Mbntreal. By 1956, when

. Mr. A, Hucalo retired from the presidency of the Montreal
Branch e::;\Bi\Pis successdrs was a ‘Fragment I1I Ukreinien =

82
who came to Montreal after world Var Two. In orfanizing
the Ukrainiens for the war effort the, Canadian government
helped the Ukrainians form a siﬁgle "parliament" at which

they could discuss common proﬁlems and have a forum for

'matters of common concern, It was in effect the formation

‘of an 'effective lobby of Ukrainians in Montreal and other

cities which Fagment III Ukrainiens succeeded in;permeating e

and gaining control of. This made it possible for them to -

' have a decisive effect on every aspect of oommnnify life

{*

end shape its pattern of development and give it "publio

N e

face" between the years 1947 and 1967. ,
. A - N : !
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U ' © Conglusion

I prefaced this essay%with a brief survey of reasons

why Canedian historiens have 1argely neglected the study
> of Canadien social history and particularly immigration.

Until recently there was simply no room for immigrant%

among ‘the conventional historical wisdom in Canada.

In my Introduction i stated what my reasons were for
studying and writing aboutithe Ukrainian community in
antreal between 1947 and 1967, how I intend%d to go
about this study and what were its 1imits. ' '. g

A In ohapter one I reviewed the only three existing
‘etudie}x t0 ﬂate‘ of the Ukrainians in Montresl. Through
8 review of this literature I traced the earliest origins
o? the Ukrainian community, ‘the Canadian national context
= | into which they came, the factors which determined their
source,'emergence, nature end number, the locus of their.
. settlement and the character of the vicinitiea in which
_they- lived in Montreal. This was- fpllowed by a brief survey
of the most inoertant aspect of their life, religion, and
the importanﬁe of the "schism" which occurred in the
:‘S" . commumity in[1925. o . o
. The thr e existing eociological studies were charaoter-
' g dealt with a pericd prior to mine, as‘ha?ing

descriptive, etatiatibal and sociological and

)
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lacking a jbheoref)igal framework. }y study was intended to

be more analyticaLl. I intended it to be based on not only

what‘can be observed but also on what can be heard. My
intention was to move from the "outside" to the "inside"
of the phenomenon of immigration. |

;ﬁ order td do this I applied Louis Hartz's "theory

* of colonial history" to the phenomenon of imigration.

This epproach suggested the treatment of discernible clus~ |

ters of immigrents similarly to the "foundi.ng colonists',

namely, as "fragments" thrown off from their country of

¥ 4
|

origin The key to understanding the "intellec*t;ual baggage" '

of such."fragments" is ‘their h:lstorica.l point of_departure..

(\Then I returned to the origins of the Ukrainien commu- -

nity in Montreal and argued that there were three distinct
periods of Ukrainia.n immigration to this city between ’

' 1899-—1914, 1922-«1929, and 1947-1954. Hence there were three

discemible frag,ments each with a different intellectual

Abhggage. ' / L )
Chapter II of nmy study/ deale with the European 'ba.ck-

.‘ground of each successive wave of - anigra.nts a.nd charaoter-

izes the dominant ideas among the leading sector of each
ne Aeedtie ¥

fragment. It proygldes the' reaeorfs why I d;signated Fragnenf R

I"'a;s Dz;ﬁhomanov anko Man, )Fragment II a,s Soveroignist Man
and Fragment III a8 Na.tionalist Ma.g I don't ~think it is

tqo much to say that in thﬁey ‘lighj; oi‘ their'European back~




A ‘ aceompiishments

' N \ . .
ground and each successive frdgment of Ukrainiane that

came to Montreal had ‘been to the "right" of the previoﬂs
fragment along the "left—to-right" ddeological spectr‘um
It Fragment I1II Ukrainians considered themselvéé "revolu-
tionka.ries" it was because their program would have -‘neen

, sufficiently transformative of 'the Soviet realit,m in Ukraine

*

for them' to merit the ne,me.

 In chapter three I dealt with the number, nature end
"chemistfy among t'he three fragments of Ulrainians in Mo‘nt-
real and their joint efforts in this city. I ergugd that/

AN

among other tensions the preveiling nrebccupatieﬁ was the
191d country" argument between the Fragment II1 Ukrainians '
who divided into two formatioris; the O.U.N. (b) or Banderivey

'a.nd the. 0.UN, (m) or Melnykivey and that these tensions’

ei@iﬁcantly oontributed to a 11vely, dynamic and absorbing ’

?

commnity life. . '
. The dynamis ‘o'f I‘bhe cenmmnitz; was evideneéd" by its-
c&!weeri 1947~1967. These were the organi--
zation, renovation and construction of nine Ukrainian churohes,
the general trend $o move out of first areas of settlement Y

)
.

-dn%o- more affluent secend and third ereae of settlement,

" “the acq&etion of property, “the emergence of Ukrainian

-

_entrepreneurs, the development of four cred:'d; un;lona, the \

bl purehaee of four commmity obimtry estetes for the med;bere

df‘“the oomunity, *t:he support and/attent:lon given to s

.,ﬁ(‘»,
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s Ukrainien radio bredcasts and progr -the organization
a of a network oi‘ seven Ukrainia.n "alternate aohoqls" for
é | the "national" education of thelr children and youth, the y

i

prgliferation and subsczjipti,on to a large number of Ukrgi— ;
, nian publications and periodicals and the fotinding of X
seéular political, professional, recreationesl, social,
' . ,cultural end financial institutions all centralized by .
an elected exeoutive called the Montreal Branch of the
Ukrainian Cenadian Committee; : o -
In ar’gui.p.g' the impact that Fragment III Ukrainien
refugees had on the garlier pioneers or immigrants, I
attqmpted to show 'cha'b in the periocd between 1947-—1@
the Ukra‘inian community in Hontreal undcrwent a process
L ' 'o;t‘ cultural renaseence and e’chnic ge-affirmation which
cI described as modemization and Ukrainianization which
 were largely the Tesult of the. "intellectual beggage"
" that Fragment I mc’rainiq"na ‘brought with them and which
wa.s vi“sibly dexnonstrated by {)vha'b the Fragment III °

Ukr inians led the U'la'ainian comxmmity to accomplish.

Not |all men b.lways “.Live by y;read alone.
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receive his $25.00 which was tp.
his new, country. Instead he chose to forfeit this
méoney and remain in Montreal. Although this was |
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Bayley, p. 12. Bayley does not icentiff the Teal - .
estate agent., However in my interview with O, Diachyshyn

-in February 1975 he told me that = very enterprising

real estate agent at thet time was a-man by the name

of Chortkiwskyj. He bought land in.the Rosemfbunt area

of DesErables and DesEcores strects. Diachyshyn claimed

that Chortkiwskyj built virtyally every house on that '

street at that time, . '
- By the way, Diachyshyn also remembered Bayley

as a student who came around to mary of the Ukrainian

. community activities in the‘late 1930's because "he
was writing something at McGill about Ukrainians in .
~Montreal". 1 ‘
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Kubijovyc, Ve, {ed.) UKRAINE: A GONCISE ENCYCLOPAEDIA, V. 1,

. %qandwsky;‘M1ohae1, DMYTRO DONZOW: A POLITICAL PORTRAIT

. thought of D, Donzow,

Study .in Ukrainisn Nationalism), see p. 405 for ~ - = .,
Drghomanov. 8Sosnowsky eloquently argues the lmportance ‘
of Drahomanov at this time and es a precursor to the -
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31, ,Kubiﬁovyc, Pe 685.J.‘ :

32, Sosnowsky, pe Ts 30, 34, 38-48, 55, ‘59, 61, 88,
97, 99, 117, 155, 161, 162, 203, 221, 239, 240,
249, 260, 287, 366. (It should be noted in advance
that Sosnowsky's book is written in Ukrainian.)

33. ° Sosnowsky, (see pages on Drahomenov). (above)

.+ 34, . Interview with I, Andrij Hucalo, March 1975. - .
) In my interview with O. Diachyshyn he also corroborated

the fact that when he came to MHontreal in 1929 there:

was en active and dynamic Drahomanov Soclety in lMontreal.

When I asked him to elaborate he said they were the

most active "and attracted the best men and had the

best orgenizers of any Ukrainian organization".

35 :K_‘:Huc'alo‘,_ March, 1975.

36 GOLDEN JUBILEE BOOK OF ST. SOPHIE, p. 188-193.

37. Mz;,nmchal:, ;M.n., THE UKRAINIAN CANADIANS: A HISTORY, .
‘s, DPe 357<358. o . . &

8.  Bayley, p. 130. IR ;_j

39, hlenkewych, Mykola, HATYCHANSTVO, p. T8-81. (In

x ' Ukreinian) N
. Michael Sosnowsky in his biography of ‘Dmytro
Donzow ‘corroborates what Shlemkewych says aboui the
intellectual climate in ‘Galicia 'in the 1930'ss On
the other hand, in an interview I had with.Dr. M. -
Antonowych, Dr. R. Olynyk-Rachmanny and Mr,. O. Pavliw
' of the ainian Section of the International Radio
. % ' _ Service of the C.B.C. on November 7Tth'1974, all
o three interviewees emphatically insisted that Shlem=-
kewych's work was not "scholarly” but "populdr".
2 gg\;‘ever they did not say that the book was basically
wed., . - '

40. K InterView with Dr. M. Antono Ch’ Dr. R. omyk"'
: Rachmznny end Mr. O. Pawliw, November, 1974. '

. In this' interview Rachmanny vigorously disegreed
with this point. He sald that England never '"gave"
Galicia to Poland. Rather, England agreed to a twenty=-
five year protectorate over Galicia after which par-
= liamentary govermment was to be granted. However,

_ [ :'. ,  ‘the point. is that Poland had a protectorate over
- ' ~—Galicia and a lot of "digcretionary power", Murther-
more” only those knowledgeable in the Intricacies -
- of foreign policy bothered to make that ditinotion,
; The popular “"impression" was thet Poland ruled :
' . Gallcia. Popular imprésaions are not given mch -
o oeredelice to by Inte. léotunls but Mioall}' are .
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42.

43.

4,4-.'

45.

46.

47.
48,

,

49.°
50.

~  Antonowych, , Olynyk-Rachmmmy, Pawliw, Novem’ber, 1974. ~
-Shlemkewych, p. 78-81.

51, .

53.

52.

"Antonowych, Olynykg-manny‘anﬁ Pawliw, NOVember,' 1974.

Olynyk-Rachmenny did not like.that description

"of the situation. He sald that the ideas in Galicia

were not borrowed from Italy or Germany. He“argued ™
that . these ideas were native to Galicia and its ‘
thinkers and were simply "spiw zvuchnij" (similar
sounding to) the ideas of Itely and Germany. Sosnowsky,
of course, argues otherwise, I found Sosnow.,ky more
convincing. .

. Sosnowsky, ., DI’IITRO DONZOW. A POLITICAL PORTRAIT .

(A study in Ukrainian Nationallsm).

J

~ Interestingly enough, Donzow spent a lirge part of .

his post Vorld Var II years in St. Faustin, north
of Montreal. ‘

\
.

Both SQsnowsky and ShleMcewa:argue this in their
studies. '

-

Antonowych,' Olynyk-RacIuna'.miy’,- Pawliwy Novembez", 1974,

Antonowych, Olynyk~Rachmanny, Pawliwv, November, 1974,

Antonowych, Olynyk-Rachmanny, Pawl:tw, November, 1974,
Gensus or Canada, 1951.

' SOU'VENDI BOOKL’E’R OF THE DEDIOA‘I‘ION OF HOLY GHOS'J.‘

CHURCH, June 27th, 1948. p. 21~-27. ..
Heymek-Wynnycky, p. w09,

, JUZBILDE BOOK COMMEMORATION 75th ANNIV I(RY OF -

UKRAINIANS IN CANADS AND CANADIAN CEN nmL, Pe 55,
In writing.about Ukrainians end Ukrainian
churclies in lMontreal this 8lovak Parish of ‘Agcention

should be mentioned. Thereé .ere approximately 40%
of the parishioners who are Ukrainisns from the
Carpathien.rggion of Ukraine, They call themselves

. Carpethian rutheniens. However they were served .
.‘ for meﬁ years by a Ukrainiaﬁrgaator, Rev, Jean o

and are under the } diction of the

. ;m:i-amian Eparchy of !Doronto-lﬂ’ontreal.

) . -t '
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55.  Interview with Ifr. Rosfyslaw Zerebecky, Februai‘y, 1975.

3 -

—756+ Zerebecky, February, . 19%\//‘{2“
57.°  Zeredbecky, Februa;y, 1975, ‘ | o

58. | Zerebecky, Pebruary, 1975.

~ 59, ‘From the Annual General Reports of the Ukrainian - '
° Savings' and Credit Union and the Ukrainian Montreal :
. National Credit’ Union, 1953-1967.. . >

’ 60, . GOLDEN JUBILEE BOOK COMIEBMORATING THE 501'5 ANNIVERSARY S
OF ST. MICHAEL'S .UKRATNIAN CATHOLI CH IN MONTREAL, .
: C Hladylowycz A., Pryszliék Jy end-TewyckyJ J., (eds.)
-, o ‘ p. 350 . L Ce S . .
61. See lMap 6 s . '
62, ‘_,I.nterview with Mr. Eugene Oryshchuck, February, l975. o -
- 63,  Oryshchuck, February, 1975.
| 64, ’Orysho@pk, Pebruary, k~1975'. SR | o (\\
- 65. - Oryshehuck, February, 1975. o Co
| 66, . Oryshéhuck, Februgry, 1975. = °- S | '
. N : ) . ' ¥ o
e 67, Oryshchuck, Fg:br@ry, 1975. . .»\
68,  Oryshchuck, February, 1975. R L
| 69.  Oryshchuck, February, 1975. .
I, (VA Oryilfhuck, February, 1975.  ° o ‘ T
- - Tle Oryshchuck, Is“ebrﬁary, 1975. . ' ,
’ .'_72. In%‘erview with Mr..R. Brykowych, March, 1975.’ , S o

.73, . KEPORT OF THE ROYAL OOMHISSION ON BILINGUALISM AND
BICULIVRALISH, 1968, ps 173.

74. Ma.ny Ukrainians in lontreal subscribe: )be newspapers o - ‘
published in these cities. There is at least one - ‘
. major Ukrainiasn periodicel or newspaper published
in each of 'I:hese -cdtien. -

75, Borovyk, thailo, "The ‘Ukrainian press in Eastem S
.. .Oaneada" (MiA. Theaia) ; '
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,76/.»‘ CANADIAN ETHNIC 'STUDIES B LETIN OF THE RLSEARCH
CENTER FOR CANADIAN ETHNIC STUDIES, Malycky A. (ed )
. VO].. 1’ NO. l’ 1969. p 72—1420 .
1. %{E GOIDEN JUBILEE g OK OF ST. SOPHIE, 1§975, P 149-
4, ‘
78. Meni'oership Lists of the Ukrainia.n Canadia.n Gommittee
s Montreal Branch, 1960—67. ’
19 Hucalo, March, 1975. |
80. . Hucalo, March, 1975, N < 4
VAR :
81.  Hucalo, March, 1975.. ’
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Table A-11. Ethnic Origin of thé Population of Quebec, 1871-19611- \}
. " o | o « .
18 ml 1901 1911 1921 1931 1941 1951 N}‘t'”‘ .
Totd - 509,816 1,389, 021 1,648,898 2,008,776 2,30,510° 2,874,662 3,131, ssz 4,055,681 5.259‘211
British " 13,041 200,538 . 290,169 318,799 - 356,943. 432,729 . 452,887 491,818 567,057
French 929,817 1,073,820 1,322,138 1,606,535 1,889,269 . 2,270,059 2,695,032 3,327,128 4,241,354
Duich |, 78 “126 1,554 ' 1,513 1,412 1,824 2,645 3,129 10,442
German . 7,963 8,943 6,923 4,667 10,616 8,880 12,249 39,457
Italian , 539 745 2,80S 16,841 24,845 . 28,051 34,165 108,552
Jewish , . 74 330 7,607 . 49,977 0,087 66,277 73,0 74,671
Polish , .. 274 3,264 ,. 9,534 10,036 16,998 30,79
Russian ’ 186 300 4% 2,802 " 3,574 3,433 1,909 .69J\
- Scandinavian » 454 648 | 1,350 2,219 . 4,932 4,840 5,390 11,295
_Uknainian ) . 6 1,176 4,340 _ 8,006 12,921 16,58
Other Edropean | 72 429 2,053 9,204 28,398 26,977 35,078 96,1
“ Aslatic 7 1,600 5,218 7,034 7,119 7,714 14,801
Indian and Eskimo 6,988 7,518 10,342 11,234 . 13,878 13,641 16,620 21,343
Others and not-stated 1,338 4,976 2,259 6,984 2,818 '4,050 11,543 13,049

Source: Censuses of Canads,

1 Dats for 1874 and 1881 sre'incompiete, particularly in the treatment of small numbers of those from central Europe, 1891°is omitted decausd of lnsur

ficient data.
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Table A-86. Religious Affiliation and Bth_ni'é Ori'gin-'-Q?cbec, 1961

o

/

0

=

. -

/

J’

"
L ) 4 . ] R Scandi. ] - Indisn and
Church | - Britsh . Freach ° Dutch  German  ltal Jewish,  Polish . oavisn ‘Uksainiss Eskimo
Anglican, 162, 9,76 1,344 3,128 93 631 ° 1,868 6,044
t 10,214 2,496 190 4l 12 133 146 - 28 .
Greek: Oribodox w4 .42 16 / A4 7 X g8 6
Jowish. . S 2,168 T 134/ 10 73,45 1,446 . 24 13
Lutheran 1,206 8 B . 11,50 2% 21 3,420 6 |6
Mennonite . 11 !g/ N 3 € .
Pentecostsl — 2,609 L3 152 3 7 S . B | 7
Presbytesan 45,641 448 . i 1,162 36 1 N 1] . ;
. Roman Cathol 202,80 4,200,6) 4,341 . 16,59 1. 19,6 3,755 uou
/ Ukrainiah (Omk) Catholi¢ 28 489 % 4 5 409 15 i~
United -, 25,91 9,14 2,97 3,684 76 8BSt 2,058 042 | 670
. : 12,197 7.811 2 1,993 276 3% 390 | 383

Source: Hensipin, Chatbonoesy,. snd Mmcnc.

Canads, 1961, Csl 91-”’.
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Table A-B7 Percentage Distribulion of Selected Bthnic Origm éategonn, by Religious- Amlmuon-Qnebec, 1961

L

"

-

R N . Scandl- ‘ Indian and
v C!mreh_ British * French Dutch . Oetmul lulju Jowis_h. . Polish navian  Ukrsinisa Eskimo
Anglican i as.? 0,2 . 12.8, . ‘I , . - 0.6 0.1 2.0 . 16.8 .42 8.3
ist <L . 1.8 . . 0.4 1.2 0.4 — 0.1
Gresk Onthodox . . 0.2 ‘ 0.3, . . 2.5 = 0,3 23.2 L
: 0)‘ . . ‘o’ 2. . 0. ‘ ”53 uo' ,’/ 0.2 '.z ’ _. »
) © 0.2 . 2.5 Bl . . 0.9 21.4 0.4 e
ennonite . . 0.2 K . N g . ;
0.5 o 0.4 0,5 0.6 - e 0.6 0.4 0.3
. 8.0 0.1, 3.7 2.9.. 0.4 .’ 0.6, -4, 1.0 0.1
. Roman Catholie .- 38.7 9.1 aS - 49 967 o8 . 638, 332 i . &9
© Uksainisn (Greek) Catholic, - © . o . 0.1 Bk 1.7 .0 2%y i
Uniid . . | - 2.2 0-3 ’ 4.3 ,07’ * 0 O.I 2.7 18.2 - ",1 3.1 ° h\
Olhgr o R X 1 6z - 8. L 40 08 .04 8.2 e ¥4 1.7. .
Source:. Henripin, canbonm mm*ﬁwu MW&mHmmmaNummhwdum MCunmnl
M' '“'. Clt. -93.599, . A , ok

4

L

“Biude des Jvmdmanpmuu d‘nmmma ethaiques et :muuquu duCuuu. and Census of -
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Tablc' A-114. Religious Affiliation and Ethni¢ Origin—Mectropolitan Census Area of Montreal, 1961 - Voo
Church R Britibh- - French  Dukch  German  lwlan  Jewish Potish ségndma'mn! Ukrainjan -
o Vi U et
Anglican 110,688 "8,838 863 32,087 . M8 84! 499 T 1,132 ‘ 567
Baptist . 6,685 ' 9138 17 .. 296 8 1] 12 88 83
Greek Orthodoa . IN 3)9 14 100 4 48 ’ 709 25 ) 3)
Jewish 2,0m 238 1. ‘818 126 < 12,00 7,320 24
Lutheran 73 366 L 244 9,392 L1 U 234 1,998 | ‘61
Mennonite : K1) 9 “ 1 32 s . 1 N
Pentecostal o . 1,599 1,013 " 144 629 <X 22 47 ‘ 8
Presbyterian -~ 35,808 2,504 @90 - 917 376 n 160 358 143
Roman Caiholic ' 126,668 1,332,315 2 684 10,210 9! 91 - 412 15,873 1,961 E 4,612 '
= Ukeainian (Greek) Cathotic 128 192 36 19 s, 343 I v 1 A
United 82,682 5,086 1,820 2,508 . 150 60 s ~ 1,388 —_— {2 4
Other ,,.,» 8,894 4,342 12 1,269 4 448 < ~2% . 3% e 241
Sourcc Henripin, Charbouncau, and Mcncm, “Lrude des upecu démocrapblqucs des prob'bmcs cthniqncs et tinguistiques du Canada,” and Census of
Capada, 1961, Cal, 92-559. i e
R R - o "L
Tablc A-1 IS Perccntngc Distribution of Sclectcd Ethmc Ongm Categories, by Rchgnous Afﬁhauon——-Mctropohtun Census
“Arca of Mon!rcal 1961 . - .
Church . ' ' British French Dutch German flian Jewish Polish Scindiuqvgnn Ukrainhn;
Anglican = - . 29.58 Lo.4 12.0 1.7 0.5 6.4 1.3 15.5 3.9
Baptist . 1.7 . - 1.6 1.0 . i 0.4 $.2 0.4 !
Greek Otrhodox . . 0.2 0.4 ¢ ¢ ‘2.6 ,0.3 23.7
Jewish 0.6 . 1.8 " 2.9 0.1 - 93.7 27.7 0.3 1.3
Lutheran 0.3 .- 3.4 33.6 L . 0,9 273 -, 0.4
Mcnnonite . * ce 0.2 0.1 .. :
Pentecostal a 0.4 i 0.4 0.5 0.6 ’ . 0.6 0.4 »
Prestyterian 9.4 0.2 6.8 ¢ 3.2 0.4 . 0.6 ‘48 | L0
Roman Catholic 3.5 98.4 3.6 6.6 96.3 0.6 n 60.2 26.8 v 31,7 -
Ukrainlan (Q&eek) Catholic . . 0.1 . e 1.3 ' t .9 .4
United 21.8 0.4 . 25.4 8.9 . 0.7 ,* 2.7 18.9 3.9
Other 2.3 0.3 10,2 4.3 0.4 0.4 1.3 . 3.8 1.6 '
Source: Henripin, Charbonneay, and Mertens, “El;udrdﬂ aspects démographigues des pr‘oblémetl'ethniqucs [ lln'guhllqucs du Canada.”” and Census uf
Canada, 1961, Cat. 92-559, ) : . o
*Percentage less than 0.1, , . L <0 i » ’
. ) . {
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~ 4, e Unpub}dghed I-Iater:iﬁfals N

Kelebay, YeGoy- 13 formal interviews with 1cnow1ed oable and

e competent Ukrainiens in lMontreal and a considerable number

of informal conversations with members asctive the Ukrainian
community in Montreal. The formal interviews we with,

1/' o . “ Dr., M. Antonowych (historian and broadcas‘ter) Novembero7, 1974.
. Rev. W, Bryniavsky (minister). June 4, 1974. o . .«

I, R. ‘Brykowych (teaoher&'and M.TyC, employee) February T 1975.‘
'.,I\Ix‘. 0. Diachyrhyn (retired menual- laborer) Februnry 50, 1975.
Mr. A Huoa.lo (retired manual la'borer) I.arch 14, 1975 '

. Rev. J. Hawryluk_ (minister) May 21, 1975. S

X Mrs. N Hrymak-.fyrmycky (housewife) April.8, 1975.

' C M. Ko Kelebay (grocer) April 10=-11, ]§% -

Dr. R, Olynyk-Raohmanny (historian, wiriter eihd broadoaster)
. November 8, 1974.

IIr E.- Oryshehuck (producer and accountant) February 164 1975.
Mr. O, Pawliw (teacher and broadoaster) Novamber 10 & 11, 1974. \ :
" Mr. R Stefan:l.uk {bank menager) September 24, 1974.

‘M Re Zerebeoky (huilding oontmotor) February 4y 1975.

C.

P PR e e e = LA, U - -

. - - ———r . - —— - - - - — e e

Bayle% C.M., "The Social Structure of the Italian and Ukréinian
mmigrant Commwnities in Montreal“ [(M.A. Thos:ls, MeG111 '
University, 1939). .

Borovyk, Mykhailo, "The Ukramian Press in Eaatepn Ganada" (M.A‘
.Thesis, University of . Ottawa. 1960)- ..

. Davidgon, M.H,, "The Sooigl Adjustment of the BritTah Immigra.n’t“
. Families in Verdun and Foint S%, Charles" A Thesis,
14061%1 Univereity, 1933). '
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Gibba.rd, H.A., "The, leans and lodes of Living of European ) =

g Imigrents in Hontreal" (M.A. Thesis, MoGill Uniyersity, .

1934 \ T
ymak-xlynnyoky N.Asy "Les Eglisea Ukrainiennes a ion'treal"’ oY
(Meh o Thesis, 1'Universite de Montreal, 1964) -
Ma.mohur, S.l1., "The Economic and ‘Social Ad;justment Q&Sla.vic
. Immigrents in Canada With Speciesl leferchce to the Ukrainians )
in Montreal (M.A+ Thesis, MeGill University, 1939).

‘Ukrainien Canadlen Committee, Montresl Branch, (Membership Lists,

1960-1967.)

Primary Sources

- L.
K / . , L

L. - ¢ - &

-, - ’ . *
[y

Beskyd, . (ed.), IN THE VINSYARD OF GIRIST (Yearbook of the
Eparohy of Toronto).-Toronto: 1964.

Government ofi0snada, CENSUS OF CANADK, 1931,
'Government of Canada, CENSUS OF CANADA, 1941.'
GOVernment of Canada., GINSUS or OANADA, 1951. 3
Govemment of Canada,. GENSUS OF OANADA, 1961.-
Government of Cenada, OENSUS OF CANADA, ’197,1.’

4 . . , .
T 4 "Is Hietory Relevanrt?" The Economiat,, January 17,.
. giGQ . ' .

GOL'DEN JUBILEE BOOK OF THE UKRAINIAN ORTHODOX OATHEDRAL oF
. ST, SOPHIE PUBLISHED (N THE OOCASSION OF THE 50th ANNIVER-

SAI%'!; BY ST. SOPHIE'S" U‘KRAINIAN ORTHODOI OATHEDRAL. I'Iontraal. ;
L1973, )

S

R

~

A ﬁGOLDEN JUBILEE OF PROSWITK'UF Tms SHEVCHENKO I MONTREAL — -~ |

AND POINI‘ ST. CHARIES, 1913-1963. llon‘breal‘ r‘1963. .

' JUBIIEB BOOK OOI\MIIIORATING THE 75th ANNIVERSARY oF UKRAINIANS,,IN

CANADA , AND OANADIAN OENTEIWIAL:. Montreal' 19617, _ |

 JUBILEE BOUK OF THE UKRAINIAN GREEK ORTHODOX CHURCH ‘OF s,

GEORGETHE CONQUEROR.. Panchuk, G- (ed.). Lach:i.ne: 1971.

The MontrEal Star, (Editorials), January 6, Onto'ber 12, Ootober

18, 19 5. ' C

' R i’ Doy, . R “...




3 . ]
SOUVENIR BOOKLLT OF THI DEDICATION OF HOLY GHOST CHURCH.
Montreal: 1948.

SOUVENIR JUBILE; D 'OR SACERDOTAL DU TRES REV. PERE JOSAPHAT
EAN, 0¢SeBo Mo, Montreal: 1963‘0 '

[y ;&M ‘
Articles '

Careless, J.M.S., "Limited Identities in Cannda", Censdian
His%orical . Heview, March, 1969.

Smith, Allan, "Mbtaphar and Nationality” Canodian Historigal -
RBVieW, Ilol, 197

X Lijphant Areénd, i"Cultural Diversity ‘and Theories of Political
Integration" Qanadian Journal of ?alitichl :Science, 1V, N# I,
|
l
!

-1971.

Vengenheim, Elizabeth "The Ukrainians' A Cége study of the
+ 'Phird Force'" in NATIONALISM IN CANADA by the University
" League for Social Reform, Russell, P. (ed.), Toronto
hoGraw-Hill Co. Ltd., 1966 .

N ©
\\

Secéndary Soﬁ}ces( o : ' C
SR ANS ‘ - I

.;ﬁi&wood; M., SURVIVAL. Toronto: Anansi Press, 1972. . !}

Armstrong, John A,, UKRAINIAN NATIONALISM. New York and
.London: Columbia University Press, 19 3

. Berger, Carl, THE SENSE OF BOWER. Toronto. University of
Toronto Press, 1970.

3

Qopp, Terry, THE ANATOMY OF POVERTY. Torontc: licClelland
- and Stewart Limited, 1974, -
e B S,

Dafoa, John w., LIFEORD SIFTON IN RELATION TO ] HIS TIMES.
‘Toronto: ge MaoMilla.n  Company of Canada Irbd., 1931.

Fowke, Vernon, THE NATIGNAL POLICY AND THE WHEAT ECONOH!.
Toront0° Uhiversity or Toronto' Press, 19587, .

Gordon, M.M., ASSIMITATION IN AMERICAN LIFE. qu Yo oxford
. Univereity Presa, 1964.
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Hartz, Louis, THE FOUNDILJG OF NEW SOCIETIES. New York:.Harcourt
Brace 'and.Jovanovich, 1964. . ,

Hrushevsky, Miohael, A HISTORY 'OF UKRAINE. New Ha.Ven. Yale
Uni\mrsity Press, 1941, :

. Handlin, _Oscar, BOSTON'S m«xmmms. New York- 1968. )

Ka,ye-Kysilevekyj, Vods, SI:AVIC GROUPS IN CANADA. Slavistica L
! ‘ * No. 12, Winnipeg: Ukrainian Free Academy of Sciences, 1951.

Kaye, VeJe, EARLY UKRAINIAN SETTLEMENT IN OANADA, 1895-1900.
Torontu- University of Toronto Press,. 1964, .

‘Kubigovyo, V., (ed,) UKRAINE> A CONCISE ENCYCLOPAEDIA. Torontos
: University of Toronto Press, 1963. (Vol. l)~

B " ' . Leacock, Eleanor. Burke, (ed ). THE CULTURE oF POVLRTY. New
| . York: 1971. .

Mal'yoky, A., (eds), CANADIAN ETHNIC STUDIE BULLETIN OF THE
RESEARCH CENTER FOR CANADIAN ETHNIC ST IES. Calgary:
. University of Calgary, 1969.

t
Marunchak, M.Hiy THE UKRAINIAN: GANADIANS . A~HISTORY , "Winnipeg-
- Ottawe: Ukrainian Free Academy of Sciences, 1970. X '

. =
M:Lrohuk, I., (ed.), UKRAINE AND ITS PEOPIE. Mmich: UkreZnian :
Free ‘University ?ress,,l949. , ' .

Porter, J., THE VERTICAL MO'SAIO. mordmoz ‘Univ‘ersity‘of Toronto 3
: Press, 1965, - st

REPORT OF THE ROYAL commsszorr ON BILINGUALISM AND mcumummsm. -
o - Ottawas Queen B Pr:i.nter,» 1967. o ;3

Richmond, Anthony He, POST WAR IM!*IIGRANTS IN CANADA. moronto. o
" University of Toronto Press, 1967. , .

sl -~~l—-——8kotheim,_R.AH (ed.),_TH:E HISIORIAN AND ‘1@3 CLIILATE OF OPINION. ‘ !
S .Toronto: Addieon—-lesley, 1969. L T P

. Shlemkewyon, M., mwcmsmvo. (In Ukrainian) New ror‘k«-moronto. "
o - Kluchi Press, 1956. :

SLAVS IN CANADA: PROGEEDINGS QE THE FIRST NATIONAI; CONFERENOE
ON.QANADIAN SLAVS, Eamontom;’ Inter-rUniversi‘ky Oomm ttee :
,on ca.nadian Slavs, Vgl. l, 19 66,
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~/7\ SLATS TN CANADA. PROCEEDINGS OF THE SHOOND NATIONAL CONFERENGE

o} CANATIAN SIAVS, Ottewa~Toronto: Inter-University Committee ‘
' on Cengdian Slavs, Vol. II, 1968. - .o

‘ N
N Sobnoveky, lichael, DUYTRO DONZOW (A POLIFICAL PORTHAIT, A .
C Study in Ukralnian Nationalism). New York: Trident Press,

WOodsworth, Sedey STRANGEBS WJTHIN OUR GATLSb Torongo: The .
: Dﬁﬁsionary Society of the Methodist Qhurch, C ada, 1908.

Wchhenko; Olga -THE, m&ﬁﬂ@ ANS IN CANADA "ﬂnnipeg. Trident
"+ Press Ltd.: 1967, !

. Young, C.H., "THE UKRAINIAI CANADIANS “Toronto: Thomas Nelsoh
. -+ and Sons, 1931, - o

| Yuzyk, Paul, THE PIRST UKRAINIANS IN: MANITOBA. Eﬁpers read ' S
‘ * before thetHistorical and Scientifig Society of lenitoba)
Series III, No. 8, Vinnipeg: Historifal and Soientific
Society of Manitoba, 1953, .. . ,

Yugyk, Paul, THE UKKATNIANS IN MANITOBA: A SOGIAL' Hxsmomt.
. -Toronto: Univeraity of Tororito Press, 1953,

: - Yugyk, Peul, UKRAINIAX CANADIANS. THEIR PLACE AND "ROLE, IN
“ CANADIAY LIFE, Toronto:’Ukrainian Canagian Buainesa
© '+ vand Profes*ional Federation, 1967. .
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Note.on ‘Sources

»
v

1 ‘ . .

The :Cirst two parts of this essays are lar{rély based’

omaourcgs. isted in the bibliog,raphy. However, due 'bo

its nature the third part wasg lazjgely based on oral. nterviewq

R
..

with ‘selected members of the Ukrainian conxrrfunity in hontreal. o
These people were selected on my own familiarity with the
comxmmity and with a view of éoliciting those peonle who I -
ttrusted to have an’ informed opinion of the wvarious aspnots of ' ,
‘Ukrainizm conununity life in lMontreal, Some of those who were ' :
L . mosg+t gracious ‘to oblige my questions were~ Dr. M, Antonowych, ) &
Rev. .I. Bryniawsky, lre R. Brykowych, hr. O, Diachyshyn, M, . |
A, Hucalo, Rev. Jo Haowryluk, Mrs. N. Hrymak-«ly:rmycky, Mr, K.
Kelebay, Dr. 01yny1c-nachmanpy, M. E. Oryshehuck, Mr. 0, Pawliw, |
" lr. R. Stefan‘iuk,"mr. 1. Zerebecky . ’

4 A yioxrd or specjal thanks goes to Mr. B. Welkiw who was T
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S extremely helpful with 'bhe nap work and photography. T
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