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Preface

Communists operate not only through their party organizations
but also through a series of front organizations which act as “trans-
mission belts” for the party. In a multi-national society such as
Canada the communists also operate through organizations that
group people according to their national origin. Such associations
are called “language mass organizations”. The largest and most im-
portant of these was the Ukrainian Labor Farmer Temple Associa-
tion (ULFTA) and its World War II successor, the Association of
United Ukrainian Canadians (AUUC), both of which had subsidary
organizations under their control.

Their history is important for a number of reasons. They had an
ethnic base that included about three quarters of a million of Can-
ada’s population; they were the largest of three language mass or-
ganizations (the others were the Finnish and the Jewish) that
formed the basis of the Communist Party of Canada (CPC) and the
source of most of its funds; and their members came from a
colonial nation that had been dominated by other powers for
centuries.

The purpose of this study is two-fold: to examine the orgin,
the ideology, the composition and the activities of the ULFTA
and AUUC and their subsidiaries, their impact on the Canadian
community in general and the Ukrainian in particular, and
their relations with the CPC and the USSR; second, to relate these
factors to the growth, development and decline of the ULFTA and
AUUC and their subsidiaries. The major emphasis of the study is
on the period from World War II to the decade of the 1970s.

vt



In writing a history of the Ukrainian pro-communist organiza-
tions, one is faced with the difficulty of obtaining sources. Internal
documents of these associations, intended for members only, are
as guarded as state secrets. Consequently, few are available in
public’ archives or private collections. The problem is further
complicated because the leaders and activists did not keep any re-
cords. Some, more by chance than design, preserved a few docu-
ments among their books.

By canvassing dozens of members and former members, the
author was able to amass the documents which, together with his
private collection, were used as part of the source material for this
work.

Data pertaining to the Ukrainian pro-communist organiza-
tions of an official nature was even more difficult to obtain. The
personal papers of ministers and government departments, which
might have provided information, could not be located or, more
often, were not open to researchers. In some cases documents that
would normally be available, had been lost or destroyed.

Although the CPChad ten language mass organizations, no scho-
larly study has been made of any of them. References to the Ukrai-
nian pro-communist organizations in histories of Ukrainians in
Canada are limited to a general outline of a page or two. The
several works written by members contain some useful informa-
tion. Their value is limited, however, by the tendency to glamorize
the organization’s activities and achievements, to gloss over embar-
rassing aspects of their past, to make sweeping generalizations on
the basis of isolated events and to impose interpretations that con-
form to a preconceived ideology.

The basic data used was obtained from various sources. The
newspapers of the pro-communist organizations provided some of
the essential information on their activities, their relationships
with the CPC and the USSR, and some statistics on membership
and press circulation. The reports of the annual and bi-annual con-
ventions of the ULFTA and the AUUC, all of which were located
after considerable effort, contained policy decisions, reports on in-
ner life, membership statistics and information on the general state
of the organizations. Various other publications of the associations
provided useful information that was not to be found elsewhere.
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The data from published sources was augmented by information
obtained through interviews with members and former members
of the CPC, the ULFTA, the AUUC and the WBA who were will-
ing to shed light on the behind-the-scenes aspects of organizational
life. Among them were former members of the National Commit-
tees and the National Executive Committees of these organizations.

Care was taken to distinguish between what the interviewees
stated as fact and what was merely opinion. Identical questions
were ‘discussed with more than one person. The information eli-
cited was carefully checked against the author’s lengthy personal
experience as a member and activist of the CPC and the Ukrainian
pro-communist organizations.

A distinction is made in the text between party and non-party
members of the Ukrainian mass organizations. The members who
were also in the party (this included the leaders) are referred to as
communists; the non-party members are referred to as pro-com-
munists. Similarly the mass organizations and their press are des-
cribed as pro-communist.

There is no uniform system of transliteration of surnames. The
spelling used is that adopted by each of the individuals mentioned.
Transliteration of surnames and place names from Ukraine is made
from Ukrainian rather than Russian (which is the common custom
among Western scholars) with a few exceptions where a generally ac-
cepted English transliteration has been used. As is customary in re-
ferring to countries, the name Ukraine is used without the definite
article, the use of which denotes a territory rather than a country.

John Kolasky
Toronto
November, 1978
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The End of an Era

B Y 1939 the Ukrainian pro-communist movement in Can-
ada had been in existence for over twenty years. The formative
years were important. It was during this period that the Ukrainian
communists laid the foundation of their organizations, evolved the
organizational and ideological patterns, acquired numerous halls in
which they conducted their activities and forged a hard core of dis-
ciplined members and trained cadres.

The movement developed among a segment of Ukrainians who
began migrating to Canada in 1891 and settling in what is now Al-
berta, Saskatchewan and Manitoba. From a trickle, the influx grew
to astream in the first decade of the twentieth century. Interrupted
in 1914, the flow rcsumed after World War I to subside again in
1929 with the advent of the Great Depression.

A few came from the area that was part of the Russian Empire.
Most were from the Western Ukrainian provinces of Galicia, Volhy-
nia, Bukovina and Transcarpathia, which were under Hapsburg rule
until the breakup of the Austro-Hungarian Empire in 1918, but be-
came part of Poland (Galicia and Volhynia), Romania (Bukov na)
and Czechoslovakia (Transcarpathia) after the war.

The newcomers, especially those in the earlier migrations, were
illiterate or semi-litcrate peasants from overpopulated areas. Sub-
jected to economic and national oppression at home, they came in
search of land and a better life. Among them were few townspeople
and fewer intellectuals.

The newcomers settled on homesteads or found employment in
mining, lumbering or railway construction and maintenance where
they worked long hours at low wages under primitive conditions.
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2 The Shattered Illusion

A few came to the cities where they were employed as unskilled
laborers or swelled the ranks of the unemployed.

In most cases, failing to integrate into Canadian society, they
were destined to the lowest rung of the social scale and a life of
isolation, privation and hardship. Their unenviable plight was fur-
ther aggravated by Anglo-Saxon chauvinism, discrimination and
sometimes outright hostility. Nevertheless, the majority, especially
those who settled on the land, resigned themselves to the hardships
of rural pioneer life. A small minority among those in the cities, in
mining towns and on railroad construction sites embraced socialist
ideas which were being disseminated by a few Ukrainian immi-
grants.

The spread of radicalism was restricted mainly to Ukrainians in
the urban and industrial areas for several reasons. The Marxist ap-
peal was directed to the proletariat. In Western Ukraine, where the
new ideology began to take root in the 1870’s as an avenue of pro-
test against national and economic oppression, it found converts
mainly in the cities. Those who brought it to Canada also settled
in the towns and cities from where it spread to members of the
working class.

Gradually these minority sentiments began to crystallize into or-
ganized radical, cultural and political activities. In 1904, the first
of a number of local socialist cultural organizations, the Taras
Shevchenko Society, was formed in Winnipeg with a membership
of 400; in 1907, the first Ukrainian branches of the Socialist Party
of Canada were set up in Winnipeg, Portage LaPrairie and Nanaimo;
in 1909, a conference of Ukrainians resolved to form the Federa-
tion of Ukrainian Social-Democrats, which joined with Jews and
Latvians in 1910 to form the Social-Democratic Party of Canada.
In 1914, the federation was renamed the Ukrainian Social-Demo-
cratic Party.!

The first socialist paper, the weekly Chervony Prapor (Red Ban-
ner), was launched in Winnipeg in 1907. After eighteen issues it
ceased publication. In 1909 it was succeeded by the bi-weekly,
Robochy Narod (Working People), which eventually reached a cir-
culation of 3,500.2 Another socialist weekly, Robitnyche Slovo
(Word of Labour), was published in Toronto from 1915 to 1918.
In Montreal, an active member of the party, Ivan Hnyda, estab-
lished a private publishing firm, Novy Svit (New World), and pub-
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lished an annual almanac and numerous popular pamphlets on
social, economic and scientific themes.

The Russian Revolution stirred the emotions and fired up the
imagination of many Ukrainians. It was interpreted as the prelude
to the establishment of a universal socialist order. Consequently,
dissemination of socialist ideas and membership in the Social-
Democratic Party increased. By 1918 the Ukrainian federation had
1,500 members.3

On March 1, 1918, at a special mecting, members of the Winni-
peg branch launched a campaign to build a Ukrainian labor temple*
as a centre for its activity. The structure was completed in Feb-
ruary, 1919. It had an auditorium with a seating capacity for 1,000.
However, since political parties did not own real estate, it was de-
cided that the building should become the property of a mass cul-
tural educational organization which would include in its ranks
those who were not members of the party. Consequently, in 1918,
a broad mass organization was formed, the Ukrainian Labor Temple
Association.?

When the Social-Democratic Party and its organ, Robochy
Narod, were banned in September 1918 for anti-war and pro-Soviet
agitation, the Ukrainian Labor Temple Association was transformed
into a national organization which replaced the Social-Democratic
Party as the disseminator of socialist and Marxist ideas among
Ukrainians. The establishment of Soviet power in the former Tsar-
ist Empire, the rising revolutionary wave in Europe and the un-
settled post-war conditions in Canada favoured the growth of the
new organization. Many independent local Ukrainian cultural so-
cietics proceded to affiliate. Its organizers travelled widely and set
up branches in some of the most isolated Ukrainian communities.
In 1924 the new organization was incorporated nationally as the
Ukrainian Labor Farmer Temple Association (ULFTAY), a central-
ized cultural-educational labour organization whose activities were
directed to the promotion of the communist cause among Ukrain-
ians.

From its centre in Winnipeg the new organization spread to the
industrial mining, lumbering and railroad centres, first in the west
and then in the cast. Membership growth among farmers was rather
slow. The greatest successes in rural areas were in Alberta. Some of

*The halls were officially designated as “labor temples”.



4 The Shattered Illusion

the farmers in that province had worked in mining and railroad
construction where they had become imbued with socialist ideas.
In Manitoba, inroads were made in the poverty-stricken northern
area between lakes Winnipeg and Manitoba. Saskatchewan, the
most agrarian of the three prairie provinces where the Ukrainian
Greek Orthodox Church had established a solid foothold, had a
small ULFTA membership, although its Ukrainian population was
large.

A few incomplete reports made at its conventions indicated that
the ULFTA experienced a slow irregular growth during this period.
By 1939, it had 113 temples, 201 branches and about 10,000
members.®

In 1922 a second organization, the Workers Benevolent Associa-
tion (WBA), a fratemal society, was formed. It was incorporated in
the province of Manitoba but functioned as a national organization.
In 1928 it acquired the property of a former country club outside
Winnipeg and transformed it into an orphanage and a home for its
retired members. For a few years the number of members and
branches showed a steady increase. The onset of the depression
had an adverse effect on the WBA. A decline in membership, which
began in 1929, was not checked until 1936.

Basically, its membership was made up of adult males. Most of
the branches were located in the urban industrial and mining areas.
In 1931, the largest concentrations were in Manitoba (2,137), On-
tario (2,054) and Alberta (1,173).°

Circumstances prompted the ULFTA to form another satellite
organization. Repressive measures against the native Ukrainian
population in Poland and Romania aroused the post-war im-
migrants and particularly former Ukrainian soldiers who had par-
ticipated in the armed struggle for an independent Ukraine. In an
effort to exploit this circumstance, the Ukrainian communists
launched the Tovarystvo Dopomohy Vyzvolnomu Rukhovi na
Zakhidni Ukrayini (Association to Aid the Liberation Movement
in Western Ukraine or TODOVYRNAZU) in March, 1931. It was
designed to appeal especially to the former Ukrainian veterans.
Ostensibly its purpose was to render moral and material support to
the radical movement in Western Ukraine, but the new organiza-
tion also served to divert the attention of the Ukrainian immigrants
from the struggle for Ukrainian independence and to extend com-
munist influence among them.
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Branches of TODOVYRNAZU mushroomed in all large centres
where Ukrainians lived, drawing in members who had no direct pre-
vious contact with thc¢ communist movement. By 1939 it had
eighty branches and 4,500 members, made up almost entirely of
those who had migrated to Canada after World War L.

The three organizations, the ULFTA, the WBA and TODOVYR-
NAZU, formed the Ukrainian Labor Farmer Mass Organizations
(The term became current in the mid-thirties). The parent body
was the ULFTA in whose halls all activities were centred. The other
two were auxiliaries or subsidiaries. TODOVYRNAZU limited itself
to dealing with questions relating to Western Ukraine. The WBA,
on the other hand, participated jointly with the ULFTA in its acti-
vities and campaigns, made financial contributions to the press and
often maintained on its payroll people whose functions were not
confined to the WBA.

The Ukrainian communists also launched cooperative enterprises
(some in partnership with the Finns) through which they attempted
to extend communist influence. The largest of these were located
in Winnipeg, Fort William and Northern Ontario. They included
coal and wood yards, grocery stores, bakeries and dairies. They
also acquired in Edmonton a student’s institute with accommoda-
tion for out-of-town youths attending various schools in the city.

The Ukrainian pro-communists used various publications to dis-
seminate their views throughout the Ukrainian community. In
1919, a weekly, Ukrayinski Robitnychi Visty (Ukrainian Labour
News), was founded in Winnipeg. In 1920, it became a semi-
weekly; in March 1922, a tri-weekly; and in January 1935, a daily.
The name of the paper was changed on September 1, 1937, to
Narodna Hazeta (People’s Gazette). An additional weekly, Farmer-
ske Zhyttia (Farmer’s Life), was launched in May 1925. A monthly,
Holos Pratsi (Voice of Labor), made its appearance in April 1922,
and Holos Robitnytsi (Voice of the Working Woman), in Feb-
ruary 1923. The two journals were merged in March 1924 into a
semi-monthly, Robitnytsia (Working Woman). The youth had its
own monthly, Svit Molodi (World of Youth), which began publica-
tion in March, 1927. Its name was changed in 1932 to Boyouva
Molod (Militant Youth).

Danylo Lobay was the first editor of Ukrayinski Robitnychi
Visty. In March 1920, Matthew Shatulsky was added to the cdi-
torial staff and cventually became editor-in-chief. John Navis
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(Navizivsky)* was business manager for the entire life of the paper.
Among others who worked as editors, the most prominent were
Matthew Popowich and Myroslav Irchan. Ironically, Robitnytsia,
the women’s journal of an organization that advocated women’s
liberation and equality of the sexes, was always edited exclusively
by men.

Table 1

CIRCULATION OF THE UKRAINIAN PRO-COMMUNIST PRESS
FOR THE YEARS 1925,1927 AND 1929

1925 1927 1929
Ukrayinski Robitnychi Visty 6,800 8,700 10,000
Farmerske Zhyttia 2,500 4,800 5,500
Robitnytsia 5,800 6,500 6,700
Svit Molodi 3,700

Source: Zvit deviatoho zyizdu . . . January 23-25, 1928, p. 49: Zvit desiatoho zyizdu . ..
February 46, 1929, p. 66.

In addition to newspapers and journals, which experienced a
rapid growth in the 1920’s (Table I), the Ukrainian Labor Farmer
Publishing Association, established in 1924, produced a variety of
other literature ranging from school texts to books on economics,
politics, history, Marxism, literary works and popular propaganda
pamphlets on topics of current interest.

A great deal of money and effort was required to maintain the
association’s press. Accounts of local activities and events were pro-
vided by branch members designated as ‘“worker correspondents”.
Subscription rates were kept low to put the paper within reach of
those with limited incomes. Since this did not cover the cost of
publication, it was nccessary to raise an annual sustaining fund.
Consequently, the membership was mobilized each year for a cam-
paign to collect funds and at the same time solicit renewals and
new readers.

The communist leaders were particularly concerned that their
press reach the new immigrants who began arriving in the early
1920’s. These were generally of peasant stock, with some elemen-

*Brackets have been used to indicate the individual’s original surname.
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tary education. Many had taken part in various military campaigns
on behalf of an independent Ukrainian state. Others were politi-
cal refugees who had participated in illegal nationalist and radical
movements and were forced to flee persecution. All in all, these
newcomers were not the rather docile, illiterate peasants who came
in the pre-war period, but aggressive young men with wide experi-
ence in life.

Unlike the pre-war immigrants who settled on the land, those
who amrived in the 1920’s came to the cities. Many, especially
those from the lower rungs of the social scale, were recruited into
the ULFTA and its subsidiaries, increasing the number of branches
and swelling the membership rolls. The intellectuals and profes-
sionals among them, together with the small proportion of im-
migrants from areas occupied by Russia—most of them from the
better-off strata of the population—were generally hostile to the
Soviet regime. Consequently, they gravitated to the nationalist or-
ganizations.

A small number of adult members of the ULFTA were Cana-
dian-bomn. Their backgrounds and the circumstances of their re-
cruitment varied. Most came from the rural arcas of the prairie
provinces. Some had had earlier contact with socialist ideas through
their parents; others were swept up in the frequent recruiting cam-
paigns.

Like the membership, the leadership was made up mostly of in-
dividuals from the lower social strata, some of whom had advanced
beyond the elementary level in their education. The founding and
growth of the ULFTA is linked with four men: Matthew Popo-
wich, John Navis, Matthew Shatulsky and John Boychuk.

Although Popowich was the most erudite and refined, Navis, an
able administrator, emerged as leader. However, it was Shatulsky,
the national secretary of the ULFTA, who gave the movement its
ideological direction, carried the greatest burden of work and dealt
with many of the day-to-day problems. Boychuk became the cent-
ral figure in the Ukmainian pro-communist movement in Toronto.
Other pre-war leaders of note were John Stefanitsky in Toronto and
Ivan Kolisnyk, Danylo Lobay and Toma Kobzey in Winnipeg. All
were from Galicia.

Among those who emerged from the ranks of the post-1918 im-
migrants as leaders, the most important were Myroslav Irchan,
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Peter Prokop (Prokopchak), Peter Arsen (Krawchuk),* Ivan Sem-
bay, Phillip Lysets and Michael Dushnitsky, all from Galicia; Olek-
sander Mankowsky and Michael Korol from Eastern Ukraine; and
Stepan Macievich from Bukovina.

The ULFTA also developed a number of leading functionaries
from the Canadian-bom and those who arrived in Canada as chil-
dren. Among these were John Weir (Weviursky), John Boyd (Boy-
chuk), Tom Chopowick, Anthony Bilecki, Andrew Bileski, Stanley
Ziniuk, Nicholas Hrynchyshyn, Michael Seychuk, Constantine Kos-
taniuk, Mary Kardash (nee Kostaniuk), Helen Weir (nee Kuchurian)
and Mary Skrypnyk. Three leaders, W.A. Kardash, Michael Mokry
and Mitchell Sago (Michael Saramaga), became active in the Ukrai-
nian field after they had become prominent in the party.

These younger leaders were distinguished by a deep and abiding
faith in, and a complete dedication to the cause they espoused,
which is perhaps the most important characteristic common to
them all. As a group they exhibited few of the outstanding quali-
ties of the founders. None possessed the capacity for work and the
versatility of Shatulsky, the erudition of Popowich, the administra-
tive skills of Navis or the expertise in community relations of Boy-
chuk. Some, however, stood out. The ablest was probably Weir.
Others of particular note were Boyd, Kardash, Krawchuk, Macie-
vich, Prokop, Helen Weir and Mary Kardash.

As sons and daughters of poor immigrants they were unable in
those difficult times to obtain a higher education, but most re-
ceived special communist training under the sponsorship of the
movement they served. Some were trained at the Lenin school in
Moscow where they spent from one to three ycars. Among them
were John Weir, Martin Parnega, Michael Comishin, John Hladun
and W.A. Kardahs. Three others, Tom Chopowick, Peter Prokop
and Michael Seychuk, each spent a year at Institutes of Marxism-
Leninism in Ukraine in 1931-1932. Several attended special poli-
tical courses of six months duration during the 1930’s organized by
the CC of the CPC at a private summer resort near Grafton on
Lake Ontario.

Many of the younger leaders—teachers, organizers, journalists
and other functionaries—received their training at “Higher Educa-

*While using his cover name Krawchuk obtained Canadian citizenship on June 27, 1936.
He later reverted to his real name.
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10 The Shattered Illusion

tional Courses” organized by the ULFTA and the WBA and held
periodically in Winnipeg. There were five such courses between
1923 and 1938 which turned out more than 100 graduates. The
national courses were augmented by frequent district and provin-
cial leadership courses varying in length from two weeks to six
months.

Normally a few months would be considered inadequate for an
extensive curriculum required to train teachers and functionaries.
But the students were energetic, dedicated and mature, with wide
experience in life and an unquenchable desire to learn. Most took
up their positions as teachers, musicians, organizers, journalists
and functionaries in the Ukrainian pro-communist movement.

The communist leaders understood that the Ukrainian im-
migrants, cut off from their homeland and isolated from Canadian
society, yearned for their native culture. It was needed to fill the
void opened up by isolation and nostalgia and to establish their
identity in a foreign land. Consequently, great emphasis was
placed on educational, cultural and social activities as a means of
disseminating the communist ideology.

The role of the teacher, usually the only salaried functionary in
the labour temple, was very important. The teacher taught chil-
dren’s school, directed the choir and sometimes conducted the
adult education program, which included courses in the aims and
structure of the association, courses for speakers, organizers and
secretaries and frequent lectures on economics, history and a
variety of other topics. He was usually also the best qualified to
expound and interpret the faith and guard against the develop-
ment of heresies.

The smaller branches of the ULFTA were not able to maintain
teachers and did not have the personnel to carry on the extended
cultural and educational programs of the larger branches. This was
compensated for in part by the appearances of guest lecturers and
cultural groups from larger branches, which made extended tours
of smaller centres. In 1926 the Winnipeg girl’s mandolin orchestra
toured western and, in 1927, eastern Canada.

The crowning achievement of the ULFTA’s cultural activities
was its National Festival of Ukrainian Music and Dance held at the
Mutual Arena Gardens in Toronto on July 15, 1939. A total of
1,500 participants composed of thirty-eight string orchestras,
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2. The ULFTA Ukrainian girls’ orchestra in Timmins in 1937 was typical of such musi-
cal ensembles. In the centre is the conductor, William Kunka, a gifted musician. Photo
courtesy Multicultural History Society of Ontario.
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thirty-two choirs and numerous soloists, representing branches
from across Canada, performed before 10,000 spectators. The
event was unequalled in Canada in cither scope or pageantry.

The activities of the Ukrainian pro-communists also included
contact with and support for the USSR, which was leading the
way to the new social order. They followed its emergence and de-
velopment with interest and trepidation, voiced their full support
and mobilized their forces to render it assistance in its early years.

In 1921, when drought in the Volga region and in Ukraine caused
a famine, they raised over $65,000 to aid the stricken arcas.” Two
groups of Ukrainians in Winnipeg and Montreal, in their desire to
participate in the building of the new society, pooled their re-
sources, purchased agricultural implements and set up two com-
munes in Ukraine.®

The fourth convention of the Ukrainian Labor Temple Associa-
tion in January, 1923, resolved to set up a Central Committee for
Technical Aid to Soviet Ukraine to train, equip and dispatch
workers to assist in reconstruction.® As a result, a small number of
skilled tradesmen migrated to Ukraine in the years prior to 1931.
In response to an appeal from Kiev, the fifth convention in Feb-
ruary, 1924, agreed to assist financially in the erection of monu-
ments to Shevchenko in Kiev and in Kaniv where the poet was
buried. The succeeding convention in January, 1925, resolved to
aid the agricultural institute in the town of Uman by assisting it to
form ties with Canadian agricultural institutes and by sending it
literature on agriculture.!?

Since tourist travel was almost totally restricted by Soviet au-
thorities, the only contact the bulk of the Ukrainians could have
with Soviet Ukraine was through literature: books, journals and
newspapers. The ULFTA book store in Winnipeg stocked Soviet
literature and took subscriptions for periodicals. The Labor Farmer
Publishing Association republished Soviet books while the press
carried news on the USSR and articles by special correspondents
from Ukraine and reprinted materials from the Soviet press. The
ULFTA also imported films from Ukraine which were shown in
the labor temples throughout Canada with considerable financial
success. The first of these, Taras Shevchenko, a film depicting the
life of the Ukrainian national poet, arrived in 1928 and was viewed
with great interest and enthusiasm.



The End of an Era 13

The leaders of the ULFTA attempted to expand relations with
Soviet Ukraine. They hosted Ivan Kulyk, the representative from
Ukraine on the Soviet trade mission in Canada between 1924 and
1927, at several gatherings; sent greetings to governmental and
other bodies in Ukraine from their conventions; and hoped to send
the Winnipeg girl’s orchestra to tour Ukraine, and students to
various educational institutions. However, there was little recipro-
cation from Soviet authorities.

The first direct personal contacts were established in 1923 when
Shatulsky and Popowich visited the USSR. The latter was in the
Soviet Union again in 1926 to attend the Seventh Plenum of the
Communist Intemational in November and December and the Con-
vention of Poor Peasants in Kharikiv in January 1927. Navis was in
Moscow in 1928 to attend the Sixth Congress of the Communist
International from July to September. On April 11, 1931, a group
of sixteen delegates from the ULFTA, headed by Navis and includ-
ing John Boychuk, left for a six week tour of the USSR.

This was the only group from the ULFTA that visited the Soviet
Union before the second world war. The unfolding of the Stalinist
tyranny in the USSR in the early thirties limited contacts to cor-
respondence with the Ukrainian Society for Cultural Relations
with Foreign Countries in Kiev and the exchange of literature and
newspapers. ' !

The Ukrainians also involved themselves in the Communist
Party from its inception. The Ukrainian Labor Temple Association
sent ten delegates to the founding conference of the Workers Party
on December 11, 1921. It was renamed the Communist Party in
1924. Ukrayinski Robitnychi Visty became an official organ of
the party. At the first convention of the Workers Party in 1922,
Boychuk, Popowich and Navis were elected to its Central Com-
mittee. The new party had separate Ukrainian and Finnish sections
with their own language branches and general branches which in-
cluded all other members.

Party control over the mass organizations was maintained
through fractions* which were formed by party members in the
Ukrainian mass organizations. There were local, provincial and na-
tional fractions, cach responsible to a party body on the corres-

*The term was used to denote the secret caucuses formed by party members in organiza-
tions in which the CPC operated.
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ponding level. The national party fraction, made up of party mem-
bers of the national executive committees of the mass organiza-
tions, elected a national party fraction bureau whose composition
had to be approved by the Politburo of the CPC and to which it
was responsible. The number and composition of the bureau
varied. In 1939 the members were Boychuk, Prokop, Lysets,
Navis, Shatulsky, Woytyshyn, Korol and Krawchuk.! 2

Ukrainians participated in the campaigns and general activities
of the party such as demonstrations, mass meetings and various
elections, and sometimes were cast in leading roles. The first com-
munist representative on a public body in North America was a
leading member of the ULFTA, John Kolisnyk, elected alderman
in Winnipeg in 1926. Another member, John Stokaliuk, became a
senior official of the United Mine Workers Union in Western Can-
ada. But nearly all the work of the Ukrainian party members was
in the Ukrainian mass organizations. As a rule, they looked to their
national party fraction bureau for leadership and guidance rather
than to the district committees and the CC of the party.

In 1925, at its fifth congress, the Communist International
launched a campaign to bolshevize all communist parties. This en-
tailed the dissolution of the national federations and the language
branches and the setting up of factory cells to achieve better con-
tact with the workers. Non-industrial members were to be attached
to factory cells.

The Finnish and Ukrainian leaders in Canada opposed the break-
ing up of the language sections. Eventually, in spite of their dis-
approval, the party was reorganized on the basis of factory and ter-
ritorial cells and the language branches were dissolved.

In 1928, new friction developed after the VIII Plenum of the
Communist International decreed the intensification and extension
of the class struggle in its “class against class” formula. Since the
party was based on Finns and Ukrainians, the new policy could
only be implemented if these members, and especially the Ukrain-
ians who were often employed in key industries, were willing to
take the initiative. The Ukrainians were opposed to playing a lead-
ing role in the escalating struggles, fearing arrest and deportation.
The difference developed into an open confrontation between the
Ukrainians and other party leaders. In some localities Ukrainian
halls were refused for party meetings. Opposition to the party lead-
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3. Communist May Day meeting, 1922, in front of the Ukrainian labor temple in Tim-
mins, Ontario. The building is typical of ULFTA halls in smaller communities. The Ukrain-
ian pro-communists took an active part in, and their halls became the centres of, com-
munist activities. Photo courtesy Multicultural History Society of Ontario.
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ership was organized and a secret Ukrainian caucus was held at the
Sixth Convention of the CPC, at which the question of breaking
away from the party was raised. A pre-convention caucus of party
members, who were delegates to the Eleventh Convention of the
ULFTA in 1930, rejected a letter from the Politburo of the party
criticizing the ULFTA for inadequate participation in the “revolu-
tionary class struggle”’.

Normally, insubordination by party members brought immediate
expulsion. But in this case, because of the numerical strength of
Ukrainian members, such measures would have had catastrophic
consequences for the party. The case was taken to the Communist
International which, in 1930, sent out its representative, a Ukrain-
ian who travelled under the name of Mykhailenko. He had his own
funds and stayed in Canada for about six months. At the end of
1930, John Navis went to Moscow where he remained for three
months. On his return he was ready to follow the new line.! * The
Comintern worked out a compromise whereby no one was to be
disciplined in the Ukrainian section, but the Ukrainian communists
were to cooperate with the party leadership.

In the meantime, the world economic crisis, ushered in by the
stock market crash on Wall Street in 1929, resulted in widespread
unemployment. Gradually, the Ukrainians began to accept the
Comintern policy of participation in the sharpening economic and
political struggles. Early in 1931, the Central Executive Committee
(CEC) of the ULFTA issued a call to all its members to enter ‘“‘into
the general class struggle of the workers under the leadership of
the Communist Party of Canada”.!*

In the same year, the CEC of the CPC began publishing a month-
ly journal in Ukrainian, Za bilshovyzatsivu (For Bolshevization),
which carried on agitation among Ukrainians for a “turn” in party
work. It was edited by Popowich and produced at the ULFTA
printshop in Winnipeg. Typical of the articles was one by Michael
Korol, secretary of the Young Communist League (YCL) and a
leading Ukrainian activist, who wrote of

...the need to draw the mass youth organijzation into revolutionary

mass work, into the whirlwind of class struggle of the toiling youth of

Canada under the leadership of the vcL.'3

The ground was thoroughly prepared for a “tum to the path of
general revolutionary class struggle” at the Twelfth Convention of
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the ULFTA, held July 15-20, 1931. Stalin, Skrypnyk, Thaelmann
and Tim Buck were elected to the honourary presidium. Sam Carr,
a member of the Poliburo of the party (sentenced in 1949 for for-
ging a passport), sat in the presidium. In his address to the conven-
tion he prophesied:

The day is not too distant when . . . we shall take the government into

our own hands . . . All our labour organizations are accepting the call to

world revolution.

The convention listed among its most immediate objectives
“unity with the general revolutionary labour movement . . . under
the idcological leadership of the Communist Party of Canada” and
“membership in the Party”.!”

After the ‘““turn” the Ukrainian mass organizations followed
every twist in the changing party linc and increased their partici-
pation in all party activities and campaigns. They placed greater
emphasis on promoting the class consciousness of their members
and involving them in the class struggle. Ukrayinski Robitnychi
Visty gave prominence to reports of party activities, carricd on in-
cessant agitation on behalf of all communist causes and reprinted
CPC and other documents such as the Tasks of the Sections of the
Comintern which stated as one of its aims:

To achieve leadership by mass actions (strikes, unemployed movement,
demonstrations, etc.) which often errupt spontaneously, and lead them
onto the path of organized political struggle, especially in the form of
mass political strikes which will lead the working class to revolutionary
battles for power. 18

It was casy cnough to impose the new party line on the ULFTA
mcmbership. At the beginning of the 1930s the CPC membership
totalled about 2,500 to 3,000. Of these between 900 and 1,000
were Ukrainians,'® most of whom were also members of the
ULFTA. The latter’s total membership at the beginning of 1929,
including its women’s and youth section, was 5,483.29 Of these
ncarly one quarter were members of the youth section, leaving
about 4,000 adults. With 900 to 1,000 of thesc as party members,
it was an casy matter for the party to maintain control in the
ULFTA.

After 1931, duc in a large measure to the efforts of the Ukrain-
ians, party influence increased among the unemployed, the farmers
and the industrial workers. The votes of party candidates increcased
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considerably. Tim Buck, who polled 10,000 votes for Board of
Control in Toronto in 1932, received 45,000 in 1939, just 250
short of election. In 1936 James Litterick was elected to the Mani-
toba legislature from Winnipeg. Other communists were retumed
to municipal councils in Winnipeg, Calgary, Regina, Windsor, Tim-
mins and Toronto.

Ukrainians also formed the hard core of the communist trade
union organizations and provided a great deal of the local initiaitive
and leadership in most industries. (An exception was the lumber
and pulp industry where the Finns predominated.) In the com-
munist-sponsored Farmers Unity League they made up the bulk of
the membership. The highest party vote was usually polled in con-
stituencies with a large percentage of Ukrainians. The Ukrainian
labor temples became the centres for communist activities: unem-
ployed, farmers and trade union meetings, election rallies and party
gatherings.

Ukrainians also contributed a major share of the funds for carry-
ing on party work. In November 1934, the branches of the ULFTA
collected a total of $12,259.81, a considerable sum for the time,
for various party causes.?! This did not include money Ukrainians
contributed directly to party branches where they were members.

By the mid-1930’s, as more native Canadians were drawn into
the party and trained for leadership, they replaced many European-
born Ukrainians. Consequently, the proportion of Ukrainians in
the party declined slightly. However, they still performed most of
the basic routine work such as distributing leaflets, canvassing,
soliciting subscriptions and recruiting.

In their efforts to advance the communist cause, the Ukrainian
pro-communist organizations faced a number of serious problems.
Their support was based on the poorest strata of the Ukrainian
community, which could not provide enough financial support.
Even this inadequate base was eroded by the depression to the
point that in 1932 Ukrayinski Robitnychi Visty was reduced from
six to four pages, Farmerske Zhyttia from eight to six and Robit-
nytsia from a semi-monthly to a monthly. In 1937, Boyova Molod
and Robitnytsia were discontinued. The staff of the Ukrainian
Labor Farmer Publishing Association was trimmed. The wages of
the remaining employees and the salaries of the secretary of the
ULFTA and the secretary-treasurer of the WBA were reduced.

Another problem was the high attrition rate in membership. In
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1926, the ULFTA lost 283 members out of a total of 2,223 in the
men’s and general branches. In 1930 after the depression set in,
the number increased to 1,759.2? After the “turn to the path of
general revolutionary class struggle” and the sharpening hostility
of the authorities, so many began to leave that Shatulsky called for
a campaign against “cowardice, panic and desertion from the field
of battle”.??

Over one hundred Ukrainians from Canada, most of them mem-
bers of the Ukrainian pro-communist organizations, perished as
participants on the Loyalist side in the Spanish Civil War.2* A
number of members were lost through deportation, some by re-
quest, others because they had become public charges?® and a few
because of their participation in the communist movement.

Among the latter were Danylo Khomitsky, an employee of the
Ukrainian Labor Farmer Publishing Association, and Ivan Sembay,
rector of the ULFTA student institute in Edmonton, who were de-
ported in 1932, Khomitsky to Poland and Sembay to the USSR. A
few others migrated to the Soviet Union. The most prominent was
Myroslav Irchan, a Ukrainian communist writer.

Other losses were due to expulsions and defections over ideolo-
gical and other differences. The first significant rift took place in
1932 when a group led by William Bosovych, a former representa-
tive on the Agit Prop Department of the CPC and provincial secre-
tary of the ULFTA in Ontario; Nicholas Oleniuk, a former medical
student in his native Bukovina; Nicholas Oliynyk, an unemployed
worker; and others, were expelled for supporting the position of
Trotsky. The group formed an organization, the Workers Cultural
Educational Association, Kameniar:, with about fifty members in
Toronto and smaller groups in Hamilton and Montreal. The organi-
zation promoted plays, concerts and lectures and in October, 1933,
began publishing in Toronto a bi-weekly paper, Robitnychi Visty
(Labor News), which reached a circulation of about 2,000.?¢ Nu-
merically the organization remained small, but it was still a large
thorn in the side of the ULFTA, especially in Eastern Canada.

In 1935, a ncw and larger revolt, that had been brewing for
scveral years, errupted in thec ULFTA. Among its leaders were a
number of former social-democrats, steeped in the tradition of a
federated form of party organization, who had opposed bolshcvi-
zation and the dissolution of the language sections. As established
pre-war immigrants who were steadily employed, many of them in
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the railway shops, they had also opposed the “turn” in the
ULFTA in 1931. Consequently they came into conflict with the
younger post-war arrivals who, being unemployed or employed at
very low wages, favoured a more militant role in the growing com-
munist movement in Canada.

The liquidation of the kulaks, collectivization and the artificially-
created famine in Ukraine in 1932-1933 gave birth to certain reser-
vations in the minds of some members regarding Soviet policies in
Ukraine. These were intensified in 1933 by the suicide of Mykola
Khvylovy, a prominent Ukrainian writer and party member, and
Mykola Skrypnyk, a leading Bolshevik and Commissar of Educa-
tion in Ukraine, and by the arrest and execution of twenty-eight
Ukrainian intellectuals in Kiev in December, 1934.27 When it was
revealed that Soviet authorities had also arrested two former lead-
ers of the ULFTA, Irchan and Sembay, members bombarded the
centre with questions about the reasons for the arrests, precipi-
tating a serious crisis.

Navis was sent to Ukraine in the summer of 1934 to investigate
the two cases but returned in December without any information.
There was no attempt by the Ukrainian communist leaders to de-
fend their former comrades who had retumed to Ukraine and were
arrested. They did not even raise doubts about the latter’s guilt.
Instead they attacked Irchan and Sembay in their press as “enemy
agents” sent into the USSR to carry on disruptive activities. The
matter reached a climax on March 10, 1935, at a communist frac-
tion meeting of about 100 delegates who had arrived for the Fif-
teenth Convention of the ULFTA and the general deliberations of
the Ukrainian Labor Farmer Mass Organizations. Lobay, the first
to question Soviet national policy in Ukrainian pro-communist
ranks in Canada, condemned the attacks on Irchan and Sembay
that appeared in the Ukrainian pro-communist press in Canada.
The other leaders were not only reluctant to discuss the issue but
did not allow Lobay to attend the subsequent party fraction meet-
ing the following day.

The Ukrainian communist leaders were completely mesmerized
by the Soviet regime. They regarded themselves as the guardians of
divine truth. They would not allow such things as the death of
several millions in the famine in Ukraine in 1932-1933 or the
purges of a few more millions in subsequent years to interrupt their
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dream of a universal utopia. In his report to the conference of the
Ukrainian Labor Farmer Mass Organizations, Shatulsky declared
that

. . . the national policy of the party and the Soviet government in Ukrai-

ne is correct; we have full and unqualified faith in the party and the go-

vernment. . . . When the Soviet government punishes someone and does

not give a full or even any report of this it knows why.it does this and
we will not question it for this. We as communists, as members of the
working class, express, are expressing and will continue to express our

full faith in it [Italics in original. JK] .28

Lobay relinquished his post as editor of Ukrayinski Robitnychi
Visty and broke with the communist movement. He was followed
in September by ten other leaders, most of whom had been mem-
bers since the ULFTA’s inception, among them Toma Kobzey, the
national sccretary, and John Hladun. In January, 1936, the rebels
formed the Workers and Farmers Educational Association, with
a branch of seventy in Winnipeg, fifty-one in Transcona, and smal-
ler branches in several other localities.?®

A month later in Winnipeg they launched a weekly newspaper,
Pravda (Truth), edited by Lobay. It attacked Russian chauvinism,
Soviet national policy and the purges in Ukraine, which were inter-
preted as a campaign by the Kremlin rulers against Ukrainians and
their culture. The paper’s circulation remained small and the new
organization made little headway.

Lobay and his group were men of integrity but they lacked the
abilities, the appeal and the stature of leaders such as Boychuk,
Navis, Popowich or Shatulsky. Moreover, they set themselves
against a growing movement with an efficient apparatus, an estab-
lished press and an active, disciplined membership, steeped in a cru-
sading ideology and a faith that gave promise of a proletarian
millenium. Nevertheless, the revolt was a serious blow which re-
sulted in the loss of several dozen experienced leaders and activists,
especially in Winnipeg.

However, Lobay and his group were not the most serious chal-
lenge the Ukrainian communists faced in the Ukrainian community.
Their chief rivals were the Ukrainian nationalists who advocated in-
dependence for Ukraine and regarded themselves as spokesmen for
their oppressed nation which was not able to cxpress its will.

The nationalist camp was made up of the Greek Catholic Church
with a lay organization, the Brotherhood of Ukrainian Catholics,
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and several weekly newspapers; the Ukrainian Orthodox Church
with its lay organization, the Ukrainian Self-reliance League and
its organ, Ukrayinsky Holos (Ukrainian Voice);a number of smaller
lay and religious groups and the independent weekly, Kanadysky
Farmer (Canadian Farmer) and two political organizations: the
Ukrainian National Federation, made up of post-1918 immigrants,
most of whom had been participants in the armed struggles on be-
half of Ukrainian independence in 1918-1920, and its organ, Novy
Shliakh (New Pathway), and the United Hetman Organization with
its organ,Robitnyk (Toiler), which favoured the reestablishment of
an independent Ukraine as a monarchy with a hetman as sover-
eign.

Obviously, the communists had the support of only a small mi-
nority of the Ukrainian community.3® However, they were better
organized and disciplined, more aggressive and more vociferous.
The publicity they generated was greatly out of proportion to their
numbers.

After Hitler emerged supreme in Germany with his slogan of
Drang nach Osten and his rabid and bellicose anti-communism,
many Ukrainian nationalists were confident of an inevitable Soviet-
German conflict in which the USSR would be shattered and
Ukraine would achieve its independence. The communists branded
the nationalists as lackeys of a foreign power who wished to subor-
dinate Ukraine to German imperialism. They hurled charges of
“fascists”, sometimes singling out the Ukrainian National Federa-
tion and the United Hetman Organization, and sometimes blanket-
ing the whole nationalist camp with the charge.

The nationalists used every possible occaston to condemn their
opponents. They appealed to the government to take steps to pro-
tect innocent people who were being led astray by “‘agents of Mos-
cow’, to restrict communist activities, to cancel the charter of the
ULFTA, to close the children’s schools, to ban the Ukrainian pro-
communist press and to deport the members. Shatulsky complained
that:

There was not one convention of these fascist organizations at which

resolutions were not passed against us; there was not one affair of

any kind at which appeals were not made against our organizations

to the authorities that they curtail the Ukrainian labor farmer orga-
nizations.3!
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The problems of the pro-communists were further complicated
when the authorities, who harboured deep-rooted apprehensions
of anything communist or pro-Soviet, reacted to nationalist and
other pressures. Fears for the maintenance of “law and order” and
the preservation of the status quo appeared to be justified when
communist-indoctrinated students refused to participate in cadet
training in high schools, audiences failed to sing God Save the King
and O Canada at communist meetings and Ukrainian pro-com-
munists openly propagated atheism in their halls (See illustrations
4 and 5). Efforts by communists to organize unions and promote
strikes for improved wages and working conditions were often in-
terpreted as preliminary steps to revolution.

After the Ukrainian pro-communist organizations committed
themselves to participation in the sharpening labour struggles under
the leadership of the party, they were subjected to intensified per-
secution. In the anti-communist drives, labour temples were raided,
members were arrested and in some cases jailed and even deported.

Among the eight members of the CC of the CPC arrested in Au-
gust, 1931, and sentenced to five years imprisonment under Sec-
tion 98 of the Criminal Code were John Boychuk and Matthew Po-
powich.

The same year a raid was made on the Ukrainian Labor Temple
in Winnipeg, archives were seized and John Navis was arrested. On
July 5, 1933, police, on the order of the provincial attorney gen-
eral’s department, raided the WBA head office, seized its records
and suspended its charter. The court eventually dismissed the
charges in both cases, but the episodes dealt a severe blow to the
pro-communist organizations, especially in demoralizing some of
the members. In Montreal, the provincial police raided the labor
temple on January 26, 1938, under the provisions of the Padlock
Law, and boarded up the windows and locked the doors.

In spite of the many problems, the unfavourable public climate,
the temporary setbacks and the periodic declines of some of its or-
ganizations,the Ukrainian pro-communist movement flourished.
The reasons were many. It filled a variety of needs in the troubled
and unstable period of the inter-war years. The temples became
centres to which Ukrainians flocked for diverse reasons. Isolated
from the stream of Canadian social life because of language and
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4. A Soviet poster-periodi-
cal, The Atheist at His Ma-
chine, No. 19, 1929, which
was circulated in Ukrainian
pro-communist ranks. The
caption reads: “A Modern
Variation on the Subject of
Drunkenness in Caanan,
Galilee’’. At the bottom:
“The very first and most
wicked bootlegger was Jesus
Christ”.

5. Another Atheist at His
Machine poster, No. 20,
1929, used by Ukrainian
pro-communists in their
campaign against religion.
“God” is being swept out of
the factory.
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customs, many were drawn to the labor temples, which in some
communities were the only Ukrainian recreational centres, by the
rich and varied social and cultural activities. They sent their chil-
dren, for whom there were often no other provisions for after-
school hours, to become acquainted with the Ukrainian cultural
heritage. They also acquired musical and other training that very
often was not available for other children.

During the Great Depression, thousands werc deprived of the
means of eaming a livelihood, while many of those employed
laboured for a pittance. Farmers could not sell their produce and
many were forced off the land through the sale of their farms for
mortgage and tax arrears. It was the communists who condemned
such conditions and mobilized the underprivileged to fight for re-
dress.

In a world of hopelessness and despair, the communists offered
a simple and what appeared to be a logical explanation and a plaus-
ible solution for the deplorable state of the world’s affairs. People
who had been sinking into a state of demoralization and apathy
were given a vision and a faith and imbued with a cause for which
they could work. Individuals, who had been drifting aimlessly,
merged their individualities into and became part of an interna-
tional movement that promised to usher in a just social order with
plenty for all.

Moreover, they saw a vision of a vast land that occupied one
sixth of the earth’s surface in which the workers and peasants had
taken power, ended exploitation of man by man, abolished unem-
ployment and were building a new society with security for all.
Heaven for the Christians was in the hereafter; for the communists,
paradise was emerging here on earth now. Distance lent enchant-
ment to the dream. The initiated believed with a fervour and a zeal
reminiscent of the early Christians. Ukraine and the USSR became
the holy land and Moscow the Mecca to which they looked for in-
spiration and guidance.

For Ukrainians it was easier to fall under the influence of com-
munist propaganda than forothers. They were attracted by reports
of the renaissance of the Ukrainian language and culture, which
had becen repressed under the Tsars, and were convinced that the
national problem in Ukraine had becen solved. Their impoverished
pcasant background, lack of education and the centuries-long for-
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eign domination of Ukraine bred in them a deep sense of personal
and national inferiority. To them the USSR, in which Ukraine was
supposedly a willing and an equal member, appeared as a great
Slav power destined to a leading role in humanity’s march to a
new social order. Identification with the Soviet Union and its ide-
ology gave them a sense of strength and personal worth.

The Ukrainian communist leaders were able to exploit these
sentiments to build a dynamic movement, based on a hierarchy of
leaders, and a disciplined organization modelled on the Soviet com-
unist party. The cost of the achievements was high. It required su-
stained dedication on the part of the leaders and activists and sacri-
fice in time and money by the rank and file.

The change in the international situation in the 1930’s made it
easier for the communists to operate. After the Nazis came to
power and the USSR joined the League of Nations, fascism emerged
as the main threat to the Western democracies. Fear of communism
declined and the Soviet Union loomed as a bulwark against the
menace of Hitler. Communist prestige rose to new heights after
the Seventh Congress of the Comintern in 1935 called for a united
front with social-democrats and other radicals against fascism.

From outright pariahs who had advocated revolution, the Ukrain-
ian pro-communists were gradually accepted as promoters of cul-
ture, whose orchestras and choirs performed before Canadian au-
diences to promote unity against fascism and war. However, the
new popularity was short lived. Events in Europe soon brought them
into disfavour again and ended abruptly an era in the history of
the Ukrainian pro-communist organizations.
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Illegality and Revival

AFTER the outbreak of the second world war, the attitude
of the CPC and the Ukrainian pro-communist organizations to the
conflict influenced their fortunes. For years the communists had
condemned fascism and clamoured for concerted action against
Nazi aggression. They applauded the German-Soviet Pact, conclud-
ed on August 23, 1939, but called for the support of Poland when
it was invaded by the Germans on September I.

A month later the organ of the CPC reversed its position to con-
form to the new Soviet line of opposition to the war. It published
numerous Soviet articles and documents denouncing the conflict.
Among these was the manifesto of the Comintern, issued on No-
vember 7, 1939. It was addressed ‘“To the Proletarians and the
Working People Throughout the World”, whom it exhorted not to
believe

those who are calling upon you . .. to support the war under the false

pretext of the defense of democracy. ... It is not for the freedom of

nations that they are fighting. But for their enslavement. . . .!

On September 12, the Ukrainian pro-communist daily, Narodna
Hazeta, followed the Comintemn line in denouncing Hitler’s inva-
sion of Poland and screamed: “Destroy Hitlerism! Save Humanity!”
When the line changed the paper suddenly lost its enthusiasm for
saving humanity. However, open opposition to the war would have
immediately placed the organizations and their properties in jeo-
pardy. Consequently, the party and Ukrainian communist leaders
agreed that the Ukrainian pro-communist press would not openly
oppose Canada’s participation in the war.? The Ukrainian daily,

27
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however, conducted subtle anti-war propaganda. In an editorial on
November 25, it declared that

. . . this war is bringing terrible destruction and great war burdens for all
mankind, while the ruling classes, taking advantage of their position, are
restricting the democratic rights of the people and intensifying fascism
in their countries.

As the flames of war spread, the Canadian government directed
its attention to communist activities in Canada. On November 20,
1939, the Honourable Emest Lapointe, the acting Secretary of
State, banned the Clarion under Article 15 of the Defense of Can-
ada Regulations for ‘‘disseminating subversive propaganda”. The
party continued its anti-war agitation and on June 4, 1940, the
government declared illegal the CPC and several other organiza-
tions, among them the ULFTA.* Under order-in-council PC2667
it vested control of all property of the banned organizations in the
Custodian.®

The premises and facilities of the Ukrainian communist publish-
ing enterprise were then leased by several prominent nationalists:
Theodore Datzkiv and O. Hykavy, former editor and editor re-
spectively of Kanadiysky Farmer, W. Bossy, leader of the United
Hetman Organization, A. Zahariychuk, a Catholic and a member
of the Winnipeg School Board, and M. Mandryka, a writer.® They
continued to publish a weekly, Narodna Gazeta, the first issue of
which appeared on December 25, 1940, and sent it out to sub-
scribers on the old mailinglists. Because it was critical of the USSR
many refused to accept the new paper and retumed it. On April
30, 1941, it ceased publication and the equipment of the print
shop was sold to the Ukrainian National Federation.

The WBA, a fraternal society, was not among those banned, al-
though its secretary, Anthony Woytyshyn, was intered as a leading
communist. However, on July 6, 1940, W.]J. Major, the Attorney-
General of Manitoba, appointed a chartered accountant, A.G. Har-
rison, to audit the association’s books.

The report, submitted September 24, 1940, revealed endless ir-
regularities and contraventions of the Insurance Act. Chartered as
a provincial organization, the WBA operated illegally in other pro-
vinces, made false reports to the Superintendent of Insurance, lent
money without security and often without interest charges, gave
numerous donations to communist causes and organizations, made
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sizable contributions to the ULFTA as well as partial payment of
salaries and expenses of ULFTA organizers and officials (Table II).

Table 11
LARGER DONATIONS MADE BY THE WBA IN 1937, 1938 and 1939
1937: February 18 National Executive, ULFTA $100.00
May 26 ULFTA 250.00
June 3 I. Navis, Trip to Toronto 50.00
September 25 ULFTA, Organizational fund re Prokop 110.00
November 9 ULFTA, Donation re Spain 500.00
1938: January 13 ULTFTA, re salary for Prokop 174.00
June 18 ULFTA, Higher Education Course 2,000.00
August 30 ULFTA, Organizational fund 300.00
October 11  ULFTA, Point Douglas branch 200.00
October 22 ULFTA, Organizational fund 200.00
November 23 Clarion donation 133.00
November 23 Peoples Gazette 500.00
November 30 Donation to Clarion 166.99
1939: January 10 ULFTA, Organizational fund 347.18
April 1 Donation, 20th anniversary Peoples Gazette 100.00
April 18 ULFTA, Organizational fund 300.00
November 27 Workers and Farmers Publishing Association 500.00

Source: Narodna Gazeta, March 26, 1941.

The financial standing of the WBA was such, as a result, that its
bank overdraft was $20,769.17. The report concluded that:

the WBA was managed not for the purpose for which it was . . . but ra-
ther for the financing of the Ukrainian Labor Farmer Temple Associa-
tion, the Labor Farmer Publishing Association (which were declared il-
legal by the government), the Clarion Publishing Company, the People’s
Cooperative Limited and other organizations closely associated with the
ULFTA.”

As a consequence of the report the WBA was forbidden to accept
ncw members.

But it was the ULFTA that suffered the heaviest blow. Not only
was it the most active and the most militant of the pro-communist
language organizations, but the country of origin of its members
constituted an integral part of the USSR which had a pact with
Germany with whom Canada was at war. Consequently, of all pro-
communist organizations banned, only the leaders of the Ukrainian
organizations were interned.? Moreover, the ULFTA suffered even
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more than the CPC itself. Most of the top party leaders either left
the country or went into hiding. The national officials of the
ULFTA and its press stayed at their posts and were all arrested.
(They constituted about one third of the ninety-eight communists
interned.) (Appendix I) Consequently the ULFTA ceased to exist.

The CPC, on the other hand, continued to function even in the
face of repression. The party quickly took steps to establish a new
organ to disseminate its views. On January 20, 1941, two months
after the Clarion was banned, a new communist weekly, the Can-
adian Tribune, appeared in Toronto with A.A. MacLeod as editor,
assisted by several leftists and pacifists who propagated anti-war
sentiments.

In the federal election of March 1940, the communists were suc-
cessful in electing a spokesman to the House of Commons. She was
Dorise Neilsen, the wife of a debt-ridden farmer living on relief, who
ran as a ‘“‘unity” candidate in North Battleford, Saskatchewan. A
woman of great dignity and charm with uncommon ability, she
campaigned with vigour, conviction and considerable emotion. Ap-
pealing to farmers who had become embittered by poverty and
neglect, she received the support of Herridge’s New Democracy
Movement, the Communist Party and dissidents from the tradi-
tional parties.

On April 22, 1941, the communists scored another electoral vic-
tory. W.A. Kardash, a dedicated and active communist of Ukrainian
ancestry, a former member of the ULFTA and an officer in the
Mackenzie-Papineau Battalion in the Spanish civil war, was elected
to the Manitoba legislature in the ten-member provincial constitu-
ency of Winnipeg, replacing James Litterick who had gone into hid-
ing.

The party successes encouraged former members of the ULFTA
to resume some of their activities, especially in the larger centres.
They formed local cultural associations and rented accommoda-
tion, making it possible for some of the dance and drama groups,
orchestras, choirs and schools to continue their work. For public
concerts and plays, they rented halls and theatres. In some cases
they attempted to lease their own temples, but without success.
The initiative and leadership for the work among the Ukrainian

pro-communists was provided by the Ukrainian members of the
CcpC.?
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After the Ukrainian pro-communist press was banned in June,
1940, Stepan Macievich, an able journalist who had been employed
by Narodna Hazeta, launched, on the instructions of the CC of the
party, a short-lived illegal newspaper, Za Voliu (For Freedom).!?
Simultaneously, negotiations were begun with the Reverend M.N.
Cependa, a Ukrainian priest of the Russian Orthodox Church, who
was publishing irregularly a small newspaper, Holos Pravdy (Voice
of Truth), in Smokey Lake, Alberta. In the autumn of 1940, Nicho-
las Hrynchyshyn, formerly on the staff of Narodna Hazeta, joined
Holos Pravdy, which then became an unofficial organ of the Ukrain-
ian pro-communists. With their support, the paper became a weekly
in November. Its circulation rose rapidly from 300 to 7,000!'! and
its language became typical of the banned Ukrainian press as it
undertook to expose “the enemies of the people” but carefully
avoided falling afoul of the Defense of Canada Regulations.

The surprise German attack on the USSR on June 22, 1941, pro-
duced a rapid change in the Canadian public attitude towards the
Soviet Union. From a hated collaborator of Germany it suddenly
became “our gallant ally”. The communist line also underwent a
sudden about face from open opposition to outright support of
the war effort. On the day of the attack the Politburo of the out-
lawed communist party issued a call: “All Out for Soviet Victory
over Fascism”.!? Dorise Neilsen who had so recently voted against
the war appropriations declared her support for Mackenzie King
and appealed for the formation of “victory clubs to speed on the
Dominion’s war effort’”. On December 27, the Canadian Tribune
advocated “compulsory selective service that would assure Canada
of an army large enough to defeat the enemy wherever he can be
fought to our best advantage”. Tim Buck, in hiding, pledged full
and unconditional support for the war against Hitler and appealed
for the enlistment of 10,000 party members and sympathizers into
the armed forces for overseas service.

The sudden invasion of the USSR shocked the Ukrainian pro-
communists, but it also opened up possibilities for expanding their
activities. Within two weeks of the German attack, 1,500 Ukrain-
ians gathered at a meeting in Toronto and expressed their “solidar-
ity with the peoples of the Soviet Union and Soviet Ukraine now
defending their sacred soil against a treacherous aggressor”. They
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proclaimed in a resolution that the “defense of the Soviet Union
at this time is in reality a defense of Great Britain and a defense of
Canada”.'®> A week later a mass meeting of 5,000 Ukrainians at
Massey Hall in Toronto demanded that the federal government ex-
tend moral and material aid to the Soviet Union.

Simultaneously, Ukrainian pro-communists began forming com-
mittees to assist their native land. In Sault Ste. Marie a committee
sprang up two days after the invasion.!* On the initiative of several
able and aggressive young activists, Michael Dushnitsky, former sec-
retary of the Ontario provincial committee of the ULFTA, Michael
Mutzak, who was prominent in the association’s cultural activities,
Stepan Macievich, Nicholas Hrynchyshyn and others, a conference
of representatives of the local committees was called. It met in
Toronto on July 26, 1941. The gathering of fifty-six delegates
formed a new organization, the Ukrainian Association to Aid the
Fatherland, with headquarters in Toronto and elected Mutzak,
president, and Dushnitsky, secretary.

The formation of the new association was followed two weeks
later by the establishment of a weekly paper, Ukrayinske Zhyttia
(Ukrainian Life), edited by Macievich and Hrynchyshyn, who had
left Holos Pravdy because of misunderstandings with Reverend M.
N. Cependa. Another weekly, Ukrayinske Slovo (Ukrainian Word),
ably edited by the veteran, Shatulsky, was launched in Winnipeg
on January 20, 1943, to serve Western Canada.

The newly-formed association plunged into feverish activity in
aid of the USSR. Its press called for support of Victory Loans, in-
crease in industrial and agricultural production and enlistment of
all able-bodied males. Many of the leading members of the associa-
tion joined the armed forces. To encourage others, the names of
volunteers were published in the Ukrainian pro-communist press.

The WBA, which held its thirteenth convention on February 17-
19, 1942, also gave top priority to the war effort. The main slogan
of the gathering was: Strengthen the War Effort of Canada to Guar-
antee Victory Over Fascism. It resolved to aid in recruiting, to
work in Red Cross campaigns and to invest in Victory Bonds.

The cultural groups used their talents unstintingly in entertain-
ing military and civilian audiences across Canada. The Toronto
mandolin orchestra performed regularly in war factories and mili-
tary training camps; the Winnipegensembles appeared at least twice
a month in training camps in Manitoba; the Calgary string orches-
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tra staged about forty concerts for soldier trainees in a period of
two and a half years.'?

The women members organized special local projects in addition
to participating in the general campaigns. In Winnipeg they met at
the home of Mary Kardash and knitted socks for Canadian soldiers,
and sweaters and mittens for Soviet children. They also sent parcels
to Ukrainian servicemen and assisted in the United Service Centre
for armed forces personnel. Altogether there were fifty-three local
women’s committees which sent parcels to soldiers valued at nearly
$12,000.¢

When voluntary enlistment did not provide the necessary number
of recruits for the armed forces and the government announced a
plebiscite on the question of compulsory military service, in 1942,
the association issued an appeal for a “Yes” vote and conducted a
vigorous campaign on its behalf.

In the meantime the communists carried on incessant agitation
for allied military aid to the hard-pressed Soviet forces. Stalin’s ap-
peal on September 4, 1941, to the allies for a Second Front in the
West to relieve German pressure was immediately takenup by them
and agitation for military aid to the USSR was intensified.

In the process of participating in the war effort and the cam-
paigns to aid the USSR, the Ukrainian pro-communists cxpanded
their press and organizations. Ukrayinske Zhyttia, which started
out with a circulation of 5,000, incrcased to 12,000 in a few weeks.
Within a year it had grown to 15,000 and there were hopes that it
would reach 20,000.'7 Ukrayinske Slovo was also growing. In the
autumn of 1943 it launched a campaign for 2,000 new subscribers.
By the end of January, 1944, the quota had been reached.

The new organization, which had changed its name to Associa-
tion of Canadian Ukrainians at its first convention in Winnipeg on
June 4-6, 1942, registercd considerable gains in membership. It re-
cruited 1,900 new members during January-February 1944 and
2,579 during the same period in 1945. Over one third of these were
in Ontario and nearly one quarter in Manitoba (Table VIII). The
number of branches also increased from 200 in May 1942 to 248
by December 1943 and 315 by 1945 (Table IX).

The WBA which had cxperienced a decline after the outbreak of
war, losing 876 members in 1940, many of whom left because of
fear of persecution, also showed a steady growth. Afterits thirteenth
convention in February, 1942, it was given permission by thc au-
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thorities to accept new members. The WBA scored another triumph
in May when it received title to the main ULFTA hall in Winnipeg
on which it had a mortgage. Its reopening on June 28 marked a
great celebration with a packed house and many turned away. Over
$2,000 was collected to cover the costs of repairs and seventy new
members were recruited. On August 5, 1944, the WBA was grant-
ed a dominion charter by special act of parliament. This further
spurred recruiting and by the end of 1945 it had 98 branches and
7,757 members (Table X).

Simultaneously with their activities on behalf of the war effort,
the Ukrainian pro-communists conducted a campaign to obtain
the release of their interned leaders, the lifting of the ban on the
ULFTA and the retumn of their properties. They were actively sup-
ported by a number of representatives of the upper strata of the
Canadian community: leading businessmen, lawyers, editors, edu-
cators, rabbis, church ministers, parliamentarians, trade union
leaders and others whose politics ranged from Conservative, through
Liberal, Social Credit, CCF to Communist.

The first phase of the campaign was initiated within two weeks
of the German attack on the USSR with a demand by a meeting of
1,500 Ukrainian leftists for the release of all “‘anti-Nazi Ukrainian
leaders” and “the withdrawal of the order-in-council declaring anti-
fascist Ukrainian organizations illegal and confiscating their pro-
perty”.!” On September 29, a delegation of Ukrainian pro-com-
munists visited the Honourable Emest Lapointe, then Minister of
Justice, with the request that, pending a decision to retumn the pro-
perties of the ULFTA, the premises should be made available to
their association which would “utilize this property to carry on
war charities, promote recruiting and generally assist by all means
at its disposal to further the specific war aims of this country”.!®

The campaign was given greater scope in the autumn when a pe-
tition form, asking that the ban be lifted, was printed in the Can-
adian Tribune with the request that it be signed and mailed to the
government. Within a month, locals repesenting 40,000 trade un-
ionists had endorsed it. The Alberta provincial convention of the
CCF, held in February, 1942, added its voice to the demand that
the ban be lifted.

Ukrainian pro-communists sponsored a conference in Ottawa in
March, 1942, which dispatched a delegation accompanied by Angus
Maclnnis, CCF MP for Vancouver East. The delegates presented a
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6. Cartoon on the occasion of the beginning of the press campaign for
Ukrayinske Zhyttia in 1943 in which the communist leaders expressed
their confidence in vanquishing their nationalist opponents. As Ukray-
inske Zhyttia unrolls the newsprint on which is written “Truth”, it over-
comes Novy Shliakh, the UCC and a Ukrainian with the nationalist flag.
With an expression of horror on his face, Professor Kirkconnell raises
his hands in a gesture of surrender as he is about to suffer a similar fate.
The appeal reads: “Help the paper to write the truth and expose trai-
tors and enemies of the people.” UZh, November 18, 1943.

brief to the Honourable Norman McLarty, Secretary of State, re-
questing the removal of the ban on the ULFTA and the return of
the confiscated properties.

Simultaneously, a National Conference for Democratic Rights,
organized by the Reverend A.E. Smith, a long time activist and for-
mer secretary of the Canadian Labor Defense League, also sent a
delegation to the Honourable Louis St. Laurent, Minister of Jus-
tice, requesting him *“to release interned and imprisoned anti-
fascists, remove the ban on the Communist Party and other
workers’ organizations and make democracy work for total war”.!®

In the House of Commons in March, 1942, Victor Quelch, Social
Credit MP for Acadia, Alberta, twice asked the Minister of Justice
what action he was contemplating regarding the interned anti-
fascists “held merely on the charge of having been members of the

Communist Party”.2 0
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The House of Commons appointed a select committee to con-
sider and review the Defense of Canada Regulations. On July 16,
1942, the Canadian Tribune and several dailies carried a full-page
open letter addressed to the Honourable J.E. Michaud, the commit-
tee’s chairman, appealing for the lifting of the ban. It was signed
by over 300 prominent citizens across Canada, from all walks of
life, the first of whom was the Very Reverend Peter Bryce DD, for-
mer Moderator of the United Church of Canada and pastor of
Metropolitan United Church in Toronto.

In the meantime, former members of the ULFTA formed a com-
mittee to promote their organization’s case and approached the
Civil Liberties Association (CLA) which undertook to spearhead
the drive. As part of a broad campaign of pressure exerted on the
govemment, the CLA sponsored a public meeting in Maple Leaf
Gardens on July 17 in support of lifting the ban and releasing the
internees. Arthur W. Roebuck, Liberal MP for Toronto-Trinity,
was chairman; Very Reverend Dr. Bryce opened the meeting with
a prayer; J.W. Noseworthy, newly-elected CCF MP for York South,
and Arthur Hayes, a prominent American lawyer and counsel for
the American Civil Liberties League, addressed the gathering; J.M.
Macdonell, general manager of National Trust Company and a pro-
minent Conservative, thanked the audience.?!

The interned communists were gradually released in September
and October of 1942, but the ban was not lifted in spite of recom-
mendations by the select parliamentary committee to that effect
which were tabled on July 23. The campaign then entered the se-
cond phase with the demand that the government implement these
recommendations and lift the ban.

On October 10, 1942, another full-page open letter, urging the
implementation of the report, appeared in communist weeklies
and large dailies, addressed to the Prime Minister and entitled: We
Stand For Freedom. Again there were over 300 signatories, headed
this time by Mitchell F. Hepbum, the Premier of Ontario.

As the campaign gathered momentum, the CLA organized ano-
ther mass meeting in Maple Leaf Gardens on October 13 at which
13,000 were present. Among the many prominent members on the
sponsoring committee were A.Y. Jackson, of the Group of Seven,
and Rabbis Samuel Sachs and Maurice Eisendrath. The speakers:
Leopold Macauly K.C., Premier Mitchell Hepburn and Tim Buck,
all urged an end to the ban.?? There was another meeting in Massey
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Hall on February 10, 1943, presided over by Sir Ellesworth Fla-
velle, a director of National Trust, and addressed by other noted
public figures.

The CLA also sent letters to all MP’s urging the lifting of the
ban. It applied added pressure on the government through a drive
for signatures to a petition urging the return of the ULFTA pro-
perties. In its issues of May 3 and 4, 1943, the Toronto Daily Star
publicized the campaign with a photo of the members of the com-
mittee and a reproduction of the petition. Other dailies in Toronto
and Winnipeg endorsed the campaign.

A national committee of ULFTA members, headed by Boychuk,
worked with the CLA and simultaneously carried on a publicity
campaign of its own. In March 1943, it published a book, This Is
Our Land, by Raymond Arthur Davies, formerly one of the top
leaders of the Young Communist League, outlining the cultural
work of the ULFTA and the contributions of its members to the
war effort. The book generated considerable sympathy for the
ULFTA.

Two months later, the ULFTA committee issued a pamphlet,
Ukrainian Canadians Appeal for Justice, pleading innocence. (The
ULFTA was never charged with activities subversive to Canada.) It
contained statistical data on the original cost, sale price and in-
debtedness of each hall (10 were debt-free) (Table III). The pamph-
let which was widely distributed to organizations, prominent indi-
viduals and members of parliament, fanned the growing public
sentiment that an injustice had been done and the halls should be
returned to their original owners.

There were indications that the campaign was having its effect.
Mackenzie King replied to a union’s petition on behalf of the
ULFTA that “due consideration would be given to representations
urging lifting the ban’’. When the CLA pressed him early in October
for a meetingon the issuc, King agreed to sce a delegation on Octo-
ber 19.

Subsequent government action obviated the need for the meet-
ing. On October 14, the ban was lifted by an order-in-council which
stipulated

that all property rights and interests in Canada, or the proceeds thereof,
vested in and subject to the control and management of the Custo-
dian. .. be 5eleased to the person or organization from whom it was re-
ceived. . ..
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Table 111
ULFTA PROPERTIES SOLD BY THE CUSTODIAN

Location of Original Amount of Balance Liability
Temple Cost Sale to ULFTA against
Property
Toronto, Ont. $130,000.00 $35,000.00 $24,762.89 § 9,012.42
Edmonton, Alta. 16,000.00 5,291.00 3,540.00 505.42
Winnipeg, Man, 21,000.00 13,300.00 —408.19* 12,000.00
Hamilton, Ont, 16,152.15 5,650.00 3,243.41 2,398.57
Saskatoon, Sask. 16,250.00 1,500.00 299.80 352.03
Vancouver, B.C. 22,000.00 6,000.00 1,577.04 none
Lethbridge, Alta. 14,000.00 1,060.00 432.65 none
Bienfait, Sask. 8,000.00 860.00 55.59 400.00
Lachine, Que. 11,500.00 2,000.00 1,457.93 none
Brooklands, Man. 4,500.00 400.00 176.22 none
Libau, Man, 1,800.00 250.00 61.99 none
Arborg, Man, 2,000.00 356.00 89.06 none
Swift Current, Sask. 2,000.00 350.00 139.81 none
North Battleford, Sask. 560.00 210.00 79.52 none
Calgary, Alta, 15,000.00 1,500.00 1,073.72 none
Medicine Hat, Alta. 11,500.00 1,500.00 1,011.44 none
Timmins, Ont. (lot) 1,200.00 1,200.00 583.45 none
Gimli, Man. (lot) No data available none

* *This figure is a debit against the ULFTA.

Sourcc: An Appeal for Justice: The case of the Seized Properties of the Ukrainian Labour
Farmer Temple Association, (Toronto: The Civil Liberties Association), 1944, p. 8.
Note: The first three temples were sold to the Ukrainian Nationalist Federation, the next
three to the Ukrainian Orthodox Church and the seventh on the list to the Ukrainian
Greek Catholic Church. Ibid., pp. 22, 24, 26, 28. The Toronto, Hamilton, Saskatoon,
Brooklands and Libau temples were sold after the USSR entered the war. Ibid., p. 30.

Five days later, on the recommendation of the Secretary of State,
an advisory committee was set up by another order-in-council,
to consider and make recommendations to him with respect to the man-
ner and means which should be used in releasing the properties . . . and
advise him in respect to any objections or complaints in respect to deal-
ing with claims filed and any conflicting claims as to the ownership of
said properties or the proceeds of any properties which may have been

liquidated.24

Despite the orders-in-council, the properties were not released.
Their return was complicated by the fact that sixteen of the temples
and two building lots had been sold, some of them after the USSR
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had entered the war. In addition, several of the libraries had been
destroyed.

There had been considerable agitation on these issues for some
time. Dorise Neilsen had raised the question of the sale of the pro-
perties in the House of Commons on February 10, 1942, and of the
destruction of the libraries on July 5, 1943.25 Ten days later she
condemned government policy toward the ULFTA and read swom
affidavits of witnesses to the wanton destruction and burning of the
libraries in Toronto and Edmonton.2¢

The situation was embarrassing for the government. St. Laurent
disclaimed any responsibility with the remark that his ministry
“had nothing to do with the property of the banned organiza-
tions”.?? McLarty, the Secretary of Statc and Custodian, had “no
information as to what books, if any, were destroyed”. Regarding
the sale of the properties, he declared that

. . . not a single labour temple which was able to carry itself was sold . . .

except for one of three reasons: First, there was a mortgage against it,

and usually heavily overdue. The revenue was not sufficient to pay the
mortgage. Second, there were other cases in which there were heavy ar-
rears of taxes. .. Third, some of the buildings were in an extremely dila-

pidated condition. . . .28

Mutzak issued a public statement in which he declared that none
of the temples was dilapidated, that nine of the sixteen had no
mortgage or tax arrears and all were disposed of at a fraction of
their cost (Table III). In addition, the printing press of the Labor
Farmer Publishing Association, valued at $75,000, was sold for
$9,000.

Failure on the part of the government to return the halls trigger-
ed the third phase of the campaign by the ULFTA and its suppor-
ters. It began with a demonstration of 3,000 in front of the ULFTA
temple at 300 Bathurst Street in Toronto. The crowd, which tied
up traffic, took the police several hours to disperse. The press again
entered the campaign. In an editorial on October 16, the Toronto
Star labelled the lifting of the ban without the return of the pro-
perties, “Incomplete Action”.

In this phase, the issue was taken before the sessions of the Ad-
visory Committee provided for by the order-in-council of October
19, 1943, and consisting of Judge George W. McPhee, chairman,
and George A. Campbell and W. Gordon Thomson, members.
When the committee began its sessions in Toronto on January 10,
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1944, the Soviet armies were on the offensive and pro-Soviet fever
was at its height. The atmosphere was most favourable for the
ULFTA. Many leading representatives of churches, social organiza-
tions, business enterprises, trade unions and other prominent per-
sonalities appeared before the committee. They included musicians,
many in uniform, who had received training in ULFTA halls.
Arthur Roebuck asserted that the aim of the ULFTA had been “the
furthering of goodwill. . . and the spreading of education and cul-
ture”. Rev. J.B. Thomson, of Dufferin Street Presbyterian Church,
regarded the members of the ULFTA as “fine Christians”. John
Karach, a former ULFTA teacher, testified that ‘“no anti-British
ideas were ever taught at the school”.?’ The Committee was im-
pressed. It recommended the return of all halls, including those
that had been sold, the payment of taxes for the period the halls
were under the care of the custodian, and the reimbursement for
damages to the buildings.?®

In January 1944, the unsold buildings were returned to their
owners. The custodian made a payment of $13,033.79 to cover the
taxes and another $10,791.70 to cover claims for damages in accor-
dance with the recommendations of the advisory committee. For
the halls that were sold (there is no mention of the two lots, one
in Timmins, Ontario and one in Gimli, Manitoba), the custodian
mailed a cheque to cach local branch of the ULFTA for the
amount of the sale price minus the chargcs,31 a total of $38,297.16
for halls whose original cost amounted to nearly $300,000 (Table
III).

It was a critical moment for the ULFTA. The NEC issued instruc-
tions to the local branches not to cash the cheques and initiated
the final phase of the campaign for the return of the halls that had
been sold. On March 25, 1944, a delegation of four, Boychuk,
Navis, Prokop, and Dushnitsky, came to Ottawa where they had a
mecting with McLarty who made it clear that he had no intention
of repossessing the sold halls but promised to make a report to the
cabinet which could then decide on the issue. The delegates also
visited a number of MP’s and cabinet ministers and decided to call
a conference of representatives of the ULFTA and public figures
to press their case. In the meantime, while the conference was in
the process of preparation, Boychuk, on behalf of the ULFTA,
sent a memorandum to Prime Minister King, outlining the associa-
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tion’s case and requesting the restoration of all property without
any encumbecrance and compensation for all losses due to destruc-
tion or to the sale of the contents of various temples.

The press again took up the case with a fresh wave of criticism
of the government. The new attack was set off by an editorial in
the Toronto Star on January 13, 1944, followed by four others,
demanding the retum of the halls to their original owners. Others,
including Percy Bengough, president of the Canadian Trades and
Labour Congress, added their voices to the growing chorus. The
CLA issued and distributed an attractive, illustrated 36-page pam-
phlry, An Appeal for Justice, which outlined the ULFTA’s case in
detail.

On July 25-26, 1944, a conference of leading members of the
ULFTA, trade unions, churches and the press, with a number of
MPs in attendance, was held in Ottawa. It selected a delegation,
consisting of Rev. Dr. John Coburn, secretary of the Board of
Evangelism and Social Services of the United Church; Pat Conroy,
secretary-treasurer of the Canadian Congress of Labour; and four
Liberal MPs: Arthur Roebuck; Ralph Maybank, Winnipeg South
Centre; Dr. J.P. Howden, St. Boniface; and T.]. O’Neill, Camloops.
The delegation conferred with a sub-committee of the cabinet,
composed of four ministers, and asked for the return of the re-
maining temples.

Public pressure and the impending federal elections apparently
were causing some anxiety in Ottawa. In October, the government
“decided that every effort was to be made to restore its properties
to the ULFTA” and George A. Campbell was appointed to nego-
tiate for their repurchase. Just what transpired between Campbell
and the purchasers is not clear, but on January 25, 1945, an order-
in-council was issued ordering, for reasons of “security, defense,
peace, order and welfare of Canada”, the delivery of the halls in
Vancouver, Edmonton, Saskatoon, Hamilton and Toronto to the
Secretary of the State not later than April 30, 1945.32 The NEC
of the ULFTA was informed that seven of the sixteen halls would
be returned, namely: Lachine, Toronto, Hamilton, Winnipeg, Van-
couver, Saskatoon and Edmonton, with a proviso that the ULFTA
was to pay $6,000 for repairs to the Edmonton hall. The govern-
ment offered payment in the sum of $20,000 for the halls in Cal-
gary, Lethbridge and Medicine Hat but refused further compensa-
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tion for the other six halls in Brooklands, Swift Current, Bienfait,
North Battleford, Libau and Arborg or the two lots in Gimli and
Timmins.

The NEC of the ULFTA realized that a federal election was in
the offing and concluded that delay was hazardous. On April 7,
1945, it named a delegation of four, Boychuk, Prokop, Dushnitsky
and Mutzak, and empowered it to conclude an agreement. After
prolonged negotiations McLarty agreed to increase the payment
for the three halls in Calgary, Lethbridge and Medicine Hat from
$20,000 to $25,000 and to cover half of the $6,000 cost of repairs
to the Edmonton hall. On these conditions a final settlement was
made on May 10, 1945.33 Three days later, elections were called.
Separate negotiations were conducted between the custodian and
the Labor Farmer Publishing Association, and in January, 1946,
an additional $20,000 was allowed by the custodian for the print-
ing equipment that had been sold.

The successful campaign for the return of the ULFTA property
was accompanied by Ukrainian pro-communist revival and growth
during the war. Many factors contributed to this phenomenon. The
membership remained loyal, united and disciplined, continuing the
cultural activities (although on a smaller scale) after the ULFTA
was banned. Their unselfish involvement in the war effort, the Red
Cross campaigns and the recruiting drives after the USSR became
an ally won for the pro-communists wide public respect and sup-
port.

When the top leaders were interned, younger men stepped into
the breach to give effective leadership. Working endless hours for
the most minimal salaries, they set an example for the rank and
file by their faith, enthusiasm and dedication. After release from
internment the seniors resumed their posts, working with those
who had replaced them. In the campaign for the return of their
property an important role appears to have been played first by
Mutzak and then by Boychuk, a communist veteran who used his
experience and connections most effectively. Not only did the
leadership use good judgement, wise strategy and sound tactics but
it was able to mount well-organized and sustained offensives that
generated mass public support. According to Boychuk:

This was a campaign on an unprecedented scale. Tens of thousands of
pamphlets were published in Ukrainian and English. . . . These . . . were
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sent to all Canadian public institutions, to all municipalities, to trade

unions, universities, churches and to members of parliament and the

senate. There was not one significant provincial or national convention:
liberal, conservative, church, YMCA, druggists, adult education and
others, where the case of the ULFTA was not raised.34

In the campaign for the release of their leaders from internment
and the return of their properties, the Ukrainian pro-communists
had the support of numerous prominent citizens who were
alarmed by the arbitrary application of the Defense of Canada
Regulations, internment without charge or trial, the banning of or-
ganizations without a hearing and the disposal by the Custodian of
property held in trust. Convinced that an injustice had been done
and democratic and property rights infringed upon, they entered
the fray on a matter of principle, to right what they regarded as
wrongs, and played a decisive role in a sustained campaign which
the government could not ignore.

Labor felt a sense of kinship and sympathy for the ULFTA,
whose members in industry were ardent trade unionists. At the
same time, it harboured a certain apprehension that the arbitrary
application of the regulations was a dangerous precedent. In ad-

Moyanacb Yuctwa Bnacwoi Xatn Mpasuumu Bnacuukamu

7. Ukrainian communist gloating after the ULFTA halls, which
had been sold to the nationalists, were returned to them. On the left,
the labor temple in Toronto; on the right — in St. Catharines. The
cartoon is titled: “The rightful owners have begun a cleanup of their
home.” UZh, February 3, 1944.
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dition, many union activists supported the campaign because of
their communist convictions or sympathies.

Furthermore, Soviet entrance into the war, which gave hard-
pressed Britain an ally, generated a great deal of pro-Soviet sym-
pathy and created an atmosphere conducive to communist revival
and growth. Many prominent Canadian citizens considered it quite
anomalous that supporters of Canada’s new ally should suffer in-
ternment and loss of property.

Voices of gratitude, admiration and support for the USSR were
heard from various quarters. The Very Reverend Peter Bryce, in an
article in the Toronto Star entitled “Let Us Repay Our Debt to
Russia,” asked: ‘“What would have happened to us if Russia last
year had been fighting on the side of Germany instead of fighting
against Hitler?”35

In an article in the Globe and Mail on October 9, 1943, the Re-
verend 1.G. Perkins of Donlands United Church praised the USSR
for having “welded the countless races of one sixth of the world
into a unity and a brotherhood that has amazed the world”’.

Some became completely mesmerized by Stalin’s personality.
The Toronto Star called him “one of the great men of all times”.
Rev. Dr. Stanley Russell of Deer Park United Church in Toronto
described him as “a political and military genius of the first magni-
tude whose word is his bond and whose name will go thundering
down the corridors of history as a mightier and better man than
any who ever governed his country before him”. Leonard Brock-
ington KC rose to equal heights of eloquence. To him Stalin was
“indomitable, with an eye that sees clearly, a heart that beats with-
out fear and a tongue from which springs truth”.3¢

Apprehensions of the Allies about Soviet aims were dispelled
when Stalin declared:

We have not and cannot have such war aims as the seizure of foreign

territories and the subjugation of foreign peoples . . .37

The torrent of pro-Soviet propaganda was swelled by the pane-
gyrics to the USSR delivered at rallies on various occasions. On
November 25, 1942, a mass meeting of 17,500 in Maple Leaf Gar-
dens launched the Aid to Russia Fund. It was followed by similar

gatherings in other cities. On June 23, 1943, the second anniversary
of the German invasion, ‘“Salute to Russia’ rallies were held all

across Canada. The prime minister, provincial premiers, federal
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and provincial ministers, municipal leaders, church dignitaries,
trade union officials, military officers and other prominent indivi-
duals (including Eleanor Roosevelt) appeared at these meetings
and paid tribute to the USSR.

Ukrainian communists thrived in the atmosphere of admiration
for the Soviet Union. The leaders participated on committees and
rubbed shoulders with Canada’s elite. Their well-oiled machine
worked behind the scenes to advertise and promote the pro-Soviet
manifestations and to guarantee their success.

The titanic struggle betwcen the USSR and Germany was pre-
sented as a contest between good and evil, between Soviet armies
of liberation and Nazi forces of oppression. Aroused to a high emo-
tional pitch, people were able to identify with right against wrong.
When the Red armies began to advance and inflict defeats on the
Germans, might and success were added to right, making identifi-
cation with the USSR, the winning contestant, even more appeal-
ing and impelling. Those who were critical of the Soviet system or
its policies, or even reluctant in their support of “Aid to Russia”
campaigns, were branded “‘quislings” or “fascists”, working for the
victory of Hitler. The Soviet bandwagon was rolling and the popu-
lar thing to do was to climb aboard.

The fortunes of the Ukrainian pro-communist organizations were
also closely related to and influenced by the development of the
Canadian communist movement. On August 21-22, 1943, the com-
munists launched a new political organization, the Labor Progres-
sive Party, to replace the outlawed Communist Party.

The new party was soon chalking up electoral successes. Com-
munists were reelected with increased majorities to municipal posts
in Winnipeg, Toronto, and Timmins, where they had been repre-
sented before the war. Their candidates were also elected for the
first time to municipal offices in Saskatoon, Montreal, Oshawa and
Hamilton. In Ontario, two communists, A.A. MacLeod and J.B.
Salsberg, were successful in the provincial election on August 4,
1943, and on August 9, Fred Rose, a leading communist, was el-
ected to the House of Commons in aby-election in Montreal-Cartier.
Ukrainian communists supported the party candidates and were
among the candidates and the elected.

Communist growth was most spectacular in industry. Before the
war the communists had been active in promoting unemployed
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and trade union organization, developing a force of able and ex-
perienced organizers in the process. In many industries the com-
munists laid the foundation for the mass trade union organization
by the formation of small secret groups. In 1935, they disbanded
their trade union centre, the Workers Unity League, and assigned
their forces to organizing unions of the Committee for Industrial
Organization which often came under their control. With the out-
break of the war, industries began to boom and masses of workers,
among them many Ukrainians, flocked to factories in Ontario.
Due to the shortage of labour, employers abandoned the practice
of dismissal for union activity, a practice which was so prevalent in
the pre-1939 depression period. Consequently, the trade union
movement grew, with many experienced communists and their sup-
porters in the leadership. Their dedication, and self-sacrifice and
the euphoria generated by Soviet victories won for the communists
the support and sympathy of large numbers of their fellow workers
from whose ranks new party members were recruited and new
cadres developed.

The extent of communist strength and influence in unions can
be gauged by a Total War Rally for a second front, which was spon-
sored by the auto, electrical and seamen’s unions at Maple Leaf
Gardens on September 21, 1942. J.A. Sullivan, president of the
Seaman’s Union and chairman, faced an overflow audience. With
him on the stage were: C.S. Jackson, international vice-president
of the United Electrical Workers; George Burt, Canadian director
of the United Auto Workers; Paul Foumier, president, Montreal
Trades and Labour Council; A.A. MacLeod, editor of the Canadian
Tribune; J.B. Salsberg and Norman Freed, recently-released com-
munist leaders; Premier Mitchell Hepburn and John Boychuk. Spe-
cial guests were three Soviet war heroes. For some reason Ottawa
considered it inadvisible to invite them from Washington where
they had been guests of Mrs. Eleanor Roosevelt. They came instead
as guests of the provincial government on the personal invitation
of Premier Hepburn.?®

The rally had special significance for the Ukrainian pro-commun-
ists. They had played a prominent role in early communist trade
union organization. The expanding labour force contained many
Ukrainians who had been unemployed and others who had been
moving into industrial centres from Western Canada. In the unions
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many fell under the growing communist influence. At the rally,
they faced a mass spectacle of 18,000 persons, many of them fel-
low unionists, paying tribute to three Soviet war heroes. One of
them, Liudmyla Pavlychenko, a woman sniper of the Red Army
with 309 Nazis to her credit, was a Ukrainian, a fact which could
hardly fail to arouse in them a sense of national pride.

The Ukrainian communist leaders skillfully exploited the favour-
able climate created by such affairs, and by the general trend of
events, to promote their cause. Even though they lost their printing
presses and six of their smaller temples which were located in less
important centres, the Ukrainian communists regained possession
of the rest of their halls, founded two new publishing establish-
ments and two successful weekly newspapers, built a new numeri-
cally stronger organization, extended their influence in the Ukrain-
ian and Canadian communities and emerged from the war with
greater popularity and prestige than at any time in their history.



[
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] HE victory over the Axis powers produced an unprece-
dented sense of confidence in the ranks of the Ukrainian com-
unists in Canada. The USSR, which they had faithfully and un-
swervingly supported from its inception, had cmerged from the
war as a great and seemingly invincible power. In the West it had
occupied half of Europe; in the Far East it contributed to the de-
feat of its arch enemy, Japan. Not only was the USSR in a position
to influence the peace settlement and the future course of develop-
ment of the post-war world, but it was rendering decisive support
to the national communist movements in Eastern Europe in the
establishment of communist-dominated governments, and deploy-
ing its forces in Asia to the advantage of the communists in China.

There was also a surge of left-wing sentiment unleashed by the
war and motivated by hopes of a bright new world without wars
or depressions. A widespread conviction prevailed that this could
only be achieved by fundamental changes in society. Consequently,
the political trend was to the left and the communists were in the
ascendency. In France and Italy among the strongest single politi-
cal groupings were the communist parties; in China the communists
had established themselves as a viable alternative to the regime of
Chiang Kai-shek; in Indonesia and Indo-China they were leading
mass armed resistance movements against foreign domination.

Communist influence was further enhanced by the widespread
*hope and assumption that the cooperation of the Allied powers,
achieved in the war, would be continued in peace time in the inter-
ests of progress and prosperity. Such a climate proved most suitable
for the continued growth of the influence and power of the USSR
and the non-ruling communist parties.

48
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The leftward swing exerted its influence in Canada. The com-
unists had entrenched themselves in the trade unions and a party
member, J.A. (Pat) Sullivan, had become secretary of the Trades
and Labour Congress. For the first time they had representatives
in the House of Commons, the Ontario Legislature, the Toronto
Board of Control and -many other municipal bodies. The party’s
membership roll, its influence and its prestige exceeded all pre-war
records.

The trend to the left was also reflected in the rapid growth of
the Ukrainian pro-communist organizations. Their energetic and
cnthusiastic participation in the war effort and the numerous and
massive appearances of their concert ensembles not only eamed
them great popularity but created the impression that they formed
the largest and most patriotic group in the Ukrainian community.

Fully aware of the advantage they had gained over the national-
ist organizations which had been forced to return the Ukrainian
labor temples, the communists exuded a confidence which bordered
on presumption and arrogance. They proclaimed theirs “the largest
and most active Ukrainian organization”, the leader “in the Ukrain-
ian cultural field” and the “victor” who “can and should grow
steadily”. In a spirit of self-righteousness they described the na-
tionalists as ‘“dead souls’’, declared them completely bankrupt and
predicted their carly demise.! The communists envisaged them-
selves to be the chief and rightful spokesmen of the Ukrainian com-
munity.

They had good reason for such optimism. The nationalists were
on the dcfensive. For the time being their hopes of establishing an
independent Ukraine were shattered; they had little public support
and a break had occurred in their ranks. Wasyl Swystun, of Win-
nipeg, and Mykyta Romaniuk, of Toronto, both barristers and pro-
minent former nationalists, and William Yarmey, a Toronto phy-
sician, adopted a pro-Soviet position. Articles appeared in the
Ukrainian pro-communist press by Mykyta Romaniuk and Mykhailo
Sribniak, attacking the Ukrainian National Federation of which
they had been members, and by A. Marko, from Saskatchewan,
who defended Swystun. A former editor of Ukrayinsky Holos,
Michael Kumka, joined the staff of Ukrayinske Zhyttia.

The self assurance of the Ukrainian communists was enhanced
by the continuous expansion of the international communist move-
ment with which they eagerly and openly identified. They revelled
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in every new report of communist success, seeing each as a harbinger
of the ultimate universal triumph of the communist cause. A Ukrai-
nian communist leader summed up their attitude when he declared

that:

These are stirring days all over the world. ... Half of Europe has al-

ready gone socialist. The other half is in the throes of transition. ...

Only the wilfully blind can fail to see . . . the labor pains of a new world

emerging. . . .2

As evidence that capitalism was doomed the Ukrainian commun-
ists pointed to the unstable employment conditions. According to
their press, “black clouds of economic crisis’’ were gathering over
the capitalist world which would result in mass lay-offs.> They
played on the fears of another depressign and presented the com-
munist movement as having the only alternative.

Flushed with confidence and certainty in the victory of their
cause, the Ukrainian communists sought to maintain in the post-
war the tempo of activity and the momentum developed during the
war. They embarked on an ambitious program of expansion, the

promotion of the communist cause and the glorification of the
USSR as the world centre of class justice and human virtue.

Consequently, they initiated a series of carefully planned and
organized events and projects: festivals and anniversary celebra-
tions, ambitious programs for increasing the membership and the
press circulation, and bold far-sighted plans for expanding the
physical facilities of their organizations.

An important aspect of their programs revolved around cultural
activities. The Ukrainian pro-communists treated the promotion of
culture not as an end in itself but as a means of advancing their
ideology. They placed a great deal more emphasis on the training
of their cultural ensembles than did the nationalists. Consequently,
they surpassed their rivals in the quality of their productions and
in the number of performers involved. Mass cultural festivals be-
came one of their favourite means of maintaining the tempo of ac-
tivity, popularizing their organizations and winning new supporters
and recruits.

Early in 1945, the pro-communists decided to initiate the tran-
sition from war to peace time activity and simultaneously celebrate
the liberation of Ukraine by staging an Eastern Canadian Festival
on June 30-July 1 in Toronto. The event would pay tribute to the
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USSR, underline the association’s connections with Ukraine, dis-
play its cultural forces and serve to inspire its members and sup-
porters and to maintain the wartime momentum.

When the war ended on May 8, the event was transformed into
a Victory Festival. On June 30, over 1,000 performers, made up of
350 choristers, 240 musicians of string and fifty of wind instru-
ments, 200 dancers and 200 sportsmen, cntertained and captivated
a mass audience of 15,000 in Maple Leaf Gardens. Another con-
cert was staged at a mass open air rally of 40,000 at Hanlan’s Point
near Toronto the following day.*

The festival was a tremendous success; a new and unexpected
ingredient made it a sensation. The Ukrainian communist leaders,
who apparently knew how to exploit their Soviet connections, pro-
vided a most pleasant surprise for the audience. Threec delegates
from the Ukrainian SSR to the UN Conference in San Francisco,
V. Bodnarchuk, president of Kiev University, P. Pohrebniak, a pro-
fessor and F. Parkhomenko, secretary and translator to the delega-
tion, were passing through Ottawa on their way home. They stopped
over and were invited to attend the festival. Bodnarchuk and Poh-
rcbniak greeted the audience at Maple Leaf Gardens and G. Zarubin,
the Soviet ambassador, thanked the Ukrainians for the aid they
had given to the USSR during the war. The Ukrainian delegates
and the ambassador were also present the following day at the open
air rally at Hanlan’s Point.?

The occasion generated considerable emotion and excitement
among Ukrainians and raised the influence and prestige of the pro-
communists. Not only were they celebrating the great victory for
which they had worked with such zeal and determination but they
were glorifying Soviet Ukraine and capitalizing on the USSR’s pop-
ularity gained in the process of achieving victory. The nationalists
were insisting that the Russians were suppressing the Ukrainian
language. Yet here were Ukrainian representatives speaking in beau-
tiful Ukrainian. Furthermore, the Ukrainian pro-communist organi-
zation was sponsoring their appearance, identifying itself with the
living Ukraine and acting as the representative and spokesman of
Ukrainians in Canada.

From Toronto the Soviet delegates went on to Winnipeg. On July
2, they appearcd at a mass concert and mecting in Playhouse The-
atre where Bodnarchuk described the German atrocitics and the
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great reconstruction program in Ukraine. In the evening they were
honoured at a banquect in the Royal Alexandra Hotel, attended by
300 guests.®

The cxcitement of secing and hearing the Ukrainian delcgates
from San Francisco was shared by Edmonton. The bulk of the
delegation, headed by D.Z. Manuilsky, Commissar of Foreign Af-
fairs of the Ukrainian SSR and former secretary of the Comintemn,
stopped over in Edmonton on June 29. The entourage included the
Byelorussian delegates to the UN. The visitors were met not by
officials of the Canadian government but by Navis, Shatulsky,
Krawchuk and other communist leaders, accompanied by W.A.
Macdonald, editor of the Edmonton Journal.

The delegates were treated to a dinner in the officer’s mess at
which Ukrainian communist leaders were present. In the evening
they were guests at abanquect, sponsored by Ukrainian and Russian
pro-communist organizations. Among the speakers was Navis who
declared that:

Only under the leadership of Marshall Joseph Stalin, the great genius,
could the Ukrainian and other people of the mighty Soviet Union have
withstood and vanquished such a cruel enemy as German fascism.”?

A mere five years earlier the parent organization had been ban-
ned, its properties seized and the leaders interned as enemies of the
state. Now they were meceting ‘‘representatives” of Ukraine and
playing the role of state representatives themselves. It was pretty
heady wine. They pointed to the delegates as proof of the sover-
eignty of Ukraine. Somehow it did not dawn on the Ukrainian
communist leaders or, for that matter, on anyone else who repeated
the myth of Ukrainian sovereignty, that had Ukraine been sovereign,
it was more likely that officials of the Canadian government and
not they would have been meeting the delegates. Had it been Molo-
tov, Commissar of Foreign Affairs of the USSR, they would simply
have been ordinary spectators watching from the sidelines. That
did not alter the fact that the event raised the prestige of their or-
ganizations and provided new power for the momentum that they
had developed during the war.

The Ukrainian communist leaders decided to try to make 1946
an even more momentous year for their movement. The Second
Convention of their organization in January, 1946, approved a plan
for a Western Canadian Festival of Ukrainian Music, Song and
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Dance to be held in Edmonton July 26-28, and invited representa-
tives of the arts from Ukraine to attend.

A number of distinguished Canadian personalities became pa-
trons, among them the Governor-General, the Right Honourable
Viscount Alexander, lieutenant-governors, provincial premiers, pro-
vincial chief justices, mayors and others.

A delegation of five arrived from Ukraine: L. Palamarchuk, edi-
tor of the daily, Radianska Ukrayina (Soviet Ukraine), organ of
the CC of the CP and the government of Ukraine; Semen Stefanyk,
a professor of law and son of the noted Western Ukrainian writer,
Vasyl Stefanyk; Ivan Patorzhynsky and Zoya Haidai, operatic sing-
ers; and Andriy Malyshko, one of Ukraine’s leading lyric poets. The
group’s arrival set a precedent: it was the first cultural delegation
from Ukraine to Canada.

The festival began on Friday, July 26, with a colourful parade
through the strects of the city by the 1,000 performers, attired in
native costumes and led by the WBA brass band from Winnipeg.
Thousands lined the streets to watch the procession.

On Saturday the arena was packed for the afternoon and even-
ing performances. Many in the audience were moved to tears. The
CBC national network broadcast the program. On the afternoon of:
the following day there was an open air rally in the Exhibition
Grounds at which over 15,000 spectators were present. Some came
several hundred miles to greet and hear the guests.®

After Edmonton they appeared in local festivals in eleven other
Canadian cities, spending a total of seven weeks in Canada. Their
presence caused a sensation in the Ukrainian community, helped
to break down anti-Soviet feeling and raised the influence and pres-
tige of the Ukrainian communists to an unprecedented height.

The staging of the series of festivals was a grandiose undertaking
which no other Ukrainian organization had previously attempted.
The leaders took great pains to impress upon their followers the
full significance of the delegation. Its members were hailed as “the
first real emmissaries of the great Ukrainian people’ who came to
Canada ‘““as harbingers of national unity and solidarity”. Their
coming was “a great achievement for the AUUC”* and “a high
honour” for the Ukrainians in Canada. It was underlined that the

*In November 1946, the Ukrainian pro-communist organization was incorporated as the
Association of United Ukrainian Canadians (AUUC).
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delegates came on its invitation because only it was worthy of
such an honour and that “no other organization or ethnic group
has revealed the artistic and organizational talent that our Associ-
ation has revealed in organizing that and other festivals”.®

In the meantime, plans to expand their organization were launch-
cd at the Second Convention on January 12-15, 1946, which met
in the favourable climate generated by the visit of the delegates
from the UN Conference. The convention, flushed with a sense of
victory over fascism, declared that one of its tasks was “to extend
our organization and our influence”.'® The delegates were proud
of their organization’s role in the war effort and the campaign to
aid the USSR and Ukraine, jubilant over the return of the ULFTA
properties, and confident of continued growth of the association
in the future.

The 185 dclegates carefully assessed the organization’s short-
comings. They noted the neglect of educational work and the ero-
sion of discipline, the shortage of experienced cadres, who could
not be trained in wartime, the preponderance of male members,
the paucity of Canadian-born in the ranks and the lack of a youth
organization.

The convention mapped out an ambitious program to remedy
the shortcomings and expand the Association. It instructed the
NEC to strengthen the leadership by promoting younger men; ap-
pointing three national organizers, one of them a woman and one
a youth; electing a farm member, who understood agrarian prob-
lems, to the NEC; forming a provincial committee in Quebec; and
appointing a secretary. It also resolved to increase the circulation
of the press “at the expense of readers of the nationalist press”, to
conduct an annual campaign to raise funds for the Association and
recruit new members, to organizc tcacher training courses and to
apply for a dominion charter.

The gathering paid special attention to the Canadian-bom, who
formed about two thirds of the Ukrainian population in Canada. It
resolved to organize the adults into separate branches where they
could conduct the meetings in English, to call a conference in the
necar future of youth workers to lay plans for forming an organiza-
tion of Ukrainian youth, and to begin publishing a separate paper
for the Canadian-born in English.!!

Subsequent conventions followed the precedent of drawing up
ambitious plans to promote activity and expansion. The third,
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held in Toronto on February 12-15, 1948, and hailed as the most
successful, prided itself on being the first bilingual convention. Its
plans for the Future were reflected in the slogan “Attention to the
Canadian-born”. It resolved to organize children’s clubs and to in-
volve their members in various activities such as choirs, folk danc-
ing, sports, outings and others, and to unite the thirty-one existing
youth clubs into a national organization, the Youth Section of the
AUUC, with its own national executive.!?

The Fourth Convention, held on January 25-29, 1950, made
much bolder plans. Since the festivals of 1945 and 1946 were so
successful, the convention resolved to commemorate the 60th an-
niversary of the life and achievements of Ukrainians in Canada on
Dominion Day, 1951, by staging another great national music festi-
val and by the erection of amonument to Shevchenko on Canadian
soil.

The NEC of the AUUC requested the Ukrainian Society for Cul-
tural Relations With Foreign Countries in Kiev to initiate negotia-
tions on its behalf with a Ukrainian sculptor for the creation of a
statue of Shevchenko. The society replied that it would make all
the arrangements at its own expense.

~ 9. The Shevchenko monument
erected in Shevchenko Park mid-
way between Toronto and Hamil-
ton near Palermo, Ontario.
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The monument was duly delivered and installed in a park named
after the poet and located near the town of Palermo midway be-
tween Toronto and Hamilton. The ceremony in connection with
the unveiling lasted two days. On June 30, 1951, a concert was
staged at Maple Leaf Gardens by 1,500 performers, choristers, musi-
cians, dancers and athletes before an audience of 10,000. The next
day, July 1, the monument was unveiled in the presence of a crowd
described as the largest gathering of Ukrainians ever held in Canada,
and estimated by the sponsors at 45,000.'3

In spite of the fact that the monument had been sent from the
USSR, there were no Soviet embassy representatives at the cere-
mony. Since the defection of Gouzenko and his revelations of So-
vict espionage in Canada, they had apparently felt it was most ad-
visable to avoid publicity. The honoured guest at the ccremony,
who cut the ribbon, was Vasyl Pylypiw, son of Ivan, the first Ukrai-
nian immigrant to Canada.

Nevertheless, the erection of the monument was a memorable
cvent in the history of Ukrainians in Canada. It became the talk of
Ukrainian communities across Canada. Thousands came to view
the imposing statue and pay tribute to Shevchenko. Its erection
marked the zenith of Ukrainian pro-communist influence in Can-
ada.

The great success of the unveiling prompted the Fifth Convention
of the AUUC, which was hailed as the largest in the history of the
Association, to decide on annual festivals to be held on Dominion
Day weekend at Shevchenko Park. The festival the following year
was linked with the opcning of a Shevchenko Museum which the
Association constructed beside the monument.

The muscum contained numerous exhibits on the life and work
of Ukrainians in Canada and Shevchenko in Ukraine. Again there
werc no representatives of the Soviet embassy at the opening. How-
ever, a few months later the Shevchenko Museum in Kiev sent
about 500 exhibits, among them individual reproductions of paint-
ings, depicting cvents in the poet’s stormy life. The works con-
tributed to a popularization and understanding of Shevchenko, al-
though in some of the paintings historical truth is distorted to con-
form to Russian interpretation.

In onc of them, Shevchenko appears as weak, bewildered and
overawed in the presence of the Russian critic, V.G. Belinsky, who
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is portrayed as strong, forceful and dynamic. In spite of the fact
that Belinsky abhorred Shevchenko and everything Ukrainian, this
canvas is proudly displayed in the museum as an indication of the
great friendship between Shevchenko and Belinsky.'*

The opening of the museum did not draw the crowd or generate
the interest aroused by the unveiling of the monument, but it fur-
ther enhanced the prestige of the AUUC and helped to maintain
the enthusiasm and the pace of activity of the members at a high
level. The museum also became an added attraction for those com-
ing to visit the Shevchenko Park.The Ukrainian communists hailed it
as “the second historic event in the life of Ukrainian Canadians”.!?

In the meantime, another important date was approaching. Great
preparations were underway in Ukraine to celebrate the 100th an-
niversary in 1956 of the birth of Ivan Franko, Western Ukraine’s
outstanding poet and writer whom Soviet authorities claim as their
own, but whose works they will not publish in full.'® To mark the
anniversary in Canada, the Sixth Convention of the AUUC resolved
to hold local memorial meetings, stage a national festival and erect
a Franko Museum in Winnipeg.

The festival lasted three days. The unveiling was highlighted by
greetings from noted guests, among them Dr. James G. Endicott of
the Canadian Peace Congress. For the first time in nearly ten years,
a representative of the Soviet embassy appeared at a Ukrainian pro-
communist gathering in the person of Stepan Demchenko.

The enthusiasm of the participants was somewhat dampencd by
a discordant note. The Society for Cultural Relations with Ukraine
had asked the Society in Kiev to send a delegation to the festival.
The Kiev Society agreed to delegate a group of eight, among them
Zinovia Franko, niece of the great poet. On the intervention of
Ukrainian nationalists the Canadian government rcfused to issue
entry visas to the members of the group. In spite of this, the festi-
val attracted large crowds, generated wide publicity for the Ukrain-
lan pro-communist organizations and provided the members with
new stimulus for further activity.

In addition to national, there were regional festivals organized
by the cultural groups of one or more provinces. AUUC ensembles
toured small communities which did not have their own perform-
ing groups. They also participated in events sponsored by other
organizations and appeared at Expo in August, 1967.
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The work involved in organizing the frequent festivals kept the
membership in a state of constant activity. The opportunities to
appear before large appreciative audiences encouraged the perfor-
mers. The concerts themselves attracted large audiences and drew
Ukrainians into the orbit of organizational involvement.

Ukrainian communist leaders returning from visits to Ukraine,
also generated enthusiasm that helped to maintain the momentum.
Prokop, the first from Canada to visit Ukraine after the second
world war, spent ncarly four months there in 1946. On his return
he made an extensive tour of Ukrainian communities across Can-
ada addressing seventy mectings on the effects of the war and the
progress of reconstruction in Ukraine. People of diverse political
and religious views, anxious for news from home, packed the mect-
ings to hear him. In Winnipeg he spoke for three hours to a crowd
of 1,500.!7 Shatulsky, Weir, Teresio, Krawchuk and others also
went on tours and addressed large mectings on their return from
visits to Ukraine.

There were other events that helped to inspire the members and
sustain the momentum. Among these were special celebrations
with concerts and banquets to mark various dates: the twenty-fifth
anniversary of the WBA in 1947, the tenth anniversary of the lib-
cration of Western Ukraine in 1949, the fifticth anniversary of the
Ukrainian pro-communist press in 1957, the fortieth anniversary
of the ULFTA-AUUC in 1958 and others.

The leaders also attempted to maintain the feverish tempo of
activity by setting quotas in the press, financial, recruiting and
other campaigns. The members were then kept in a state of tension
by continuous cxhortations and proddings to achieve the goals that
had been set.

The renewed momentum in the post-war period, generated by
these activities, was given further impetus by the evidence of growth
and achievement. The AUUC, which had 13,000'® members and
315 branches in 1945, recruited 1,713 necw members in 1946 and
1,211 in 1947 (Table VIII). The number of women’s branches had
more than doubled in the same period, from fourteen to twenty-
ninc. Thirty-two English-speaking branches were formed with over
1,000 members.'®

The communist-dominated cooperatives, which were wholly or
partially owned by Ukrainians, were also growing. A conference of
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300 families in Sudbury agreed to buy shares in the Workers Co-
operative of New Ontario, based in Timmins, to open a branch in
their city. A meeting of the Peoples Cooperative in Winnipeg de-
cided to initiate a campaign for new members to expand the enter-
prise.??

The two papers, Ukrayinske Zhyttia and Ukrayinske Slovo,
reached a circulation of 25,000 in 1946.2! A new paper in English,
the Ukrainian Canadian, was launched under the able direction of
John Weir, as editor. It began as an eight and later became a twelve-
page semi-monthly tabloid that skilfully combined articles of gen-
eral interest, translations of Ukrainian literature and poetry, orga-
nizational news, children’s materials and sections on humour and
sports. The paper aroused considerable interest and by the end of
the ycar it already had 1,500 subscribers.?2

The physical facilities of the pro-communist newspapers and or-
ganizations also expanded. In 1947 Ukrayinske Zhyttia acquired its
own premises. Six ycars later it purchased a new automatic Chandler
and Price press. In 1956 it reccived a new rotary press from the
USSR.2?

To expand and facilitate summer activities, the Ukrainian pro-
communists acquired camp grounds where members could gather.
In 1947, AUUC and WBA members jointly purchased a hundred
acre farm near Palermo; in 1953, the WBA acquired a children’s
camp at Husavick on Lake Winnipeg; two years later thec AUUC
and WBA in British Columbia jointly purchased a picnic grounds
in Haney; in Alberta the AUUC obtained grounds for a children’s
camp on Sylvan Lake.

The grounds of each site were improved and provided with var-
ious facilities. The erection of buildings at Palermo was begun in
1949. Ten years later an open-air swimming pool was opened. In
1961, an open-air amphitheatre, “the only one of its kind in Can-
ada”, was completed.?*

Many of the labor temples proved outdated or inadequate to
accommodate the increased influx of members and supporters.
The branches in many localities: Ottawa and Port Arthur, Ontario;
Highland Creek, Alberta; Winnipeg, Manitoba; Regina, Saskatche-
wan among others, proceded to remodel and enlarge their premises.

The number of labor temples also increased through the purchase
and remodclling of old buildings or the construction of new ones.
The AUUC purchased buildings in Geraldton (jointly with the Fe-
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deration of Russian Canadians)in 1947, in Sault Ste. Marie in 1949,
and in Montreal in 1962. New halls were constructed in Lac Car-
dinal and Sunsct House, Alberta, in 1945; Volyn and Calgary, Al-
berta, and Point St. Charles, Quebec, in 1948; St. Catharines, On-
tario, and Glace Bay, Nova Scotia, in 1949; Dunville, Ontario, in
1953. The largest and most modemn of the new labor temples was
constructed in Edmonton in 1952 at a cost of $150,000.

The completion of alterations to a labor temple, the purchase of
another building or the construction of a new temple was marked
by a large and enthusiastic celebration which was usually attended
by leaders from the centre. At the opening of the Edmonton hall
there was a crowd of 1,400 people and such AUUC dignitaries as
Teresio, Shatulsky, Mokry and Mary Kardash.23 Such events raised
the spirits of the members and supporters and helped to maintain
the momentum of the Ukrainian pro-communist movement.

Another means, constantly employed by the Ukrainian com-
munist leaders to maintain a high level of enthusiasm and activity
was the glorification of and identification with the USSR. In their
agitation and propaganda, they hammered away at the theme that
the Soviet Union was a just society, that it was a federation of free
and cqual republics, that only under Soviet rule had Ukraine, its
language and its culture been able to develop freely, that only in
alliance with Russia had the union of Ukrainian lands and indepen-
dence of Ukraine been made possible, that only in a federation with
the Russians could Ukraine have withstood the German attack.

Reports on the USSR were written in the most eulogizing tones.
It was the bastion of peace, progress and justice. Everything it did
was for noble and altruistic motives, whereas the USA and the
other capitalistic countries were govermned by dishonest, war-mon-
gering politicians in the interests of grasping capitalists and imperial-
ists, scheming to subvert the world to their control.

They identified their movement with the USSR which was held
up as the vanguard of humanity’s march to universal peace and jus-
tice. Each member was made to feel that he was part of this great
“invincible power” that stood “on the summit of world history’’?¢
and that his or her participation in the Ukrainian mass organiza-
tions contributed to the realization of history’s destiny.

The leaders never tired of trying to inspire the members by leng-
thy descriptions of *“‘great achievements” in the USSR. Hrynchy-
shyn led the way. In one issue of Ukrayinske Slovo, of which he
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was editor-in-chief, there were four articles on the subject: “Great
Achievements in the USSR of Formerly Oppressed Nations’;
“Great Achievements of Women in Forty Years of Socialism”;
“Great Achievements of Ukraine During the Years of Soviet Power”,
and one article entitled simply, “Great Achievements”.2?

Anthony Bilecki, president of the WBA, who could not match
Hrynchyshyn in quantity of production, outdid him in ccstacy of
description. After returning from a trip to Ukrainé he wrote: “We
saw a revived, prosperous, flowering Ukrainian land and happy
people”.2®

The editors also tried to inspire readers with a steady diet of ar-
ticles on the “bright future” of the USSR. After describing Soviet
advances in agriculture, one editorial declared: “With such a tempo
of rapid deveclopment even the enemies do not deny that the na-
tions of the Soviet Union . . . will have in the near future the high-
est standard of living in the world [italics in original].?® A few
days later the same paper quoted Khrushchov:

By 1970 or even sooner the USSR will surpass the USA in all branches

of industrial and agricultural production. .. 3o
In addition, according to other editorials, income tax was to be
abolished, the USSR was to introduce the shortest work day, “‘the
Ukrainian people . .. will live in a country which in practice will
resemble an imagined Eden’ and “‘the perspectives before the USSR
are truly limitless”.3!

The editors of the pro-communist press also revelled in the So-
viet space achievements and exploited them to enthuse and inspire
the readers to greater effort on behalf of the cause. They declared
that the launching of the sputniks in 1957 revealed that “the Soviet
Union surpassed the most advanced capitalist country, the USA, in
science and technology”.3?

The launching of the five-ton space ship in 1961, which carried
Yuri Gagarin, was greeted as ‘‘the triumph of advanced Soviet
science, culture and the Soviet system”, and ‘“‘the greatest achieve-
ment in the history of man”.33

The new program of the CPSU, published in 1961, which pre-
dicted the completion of the “material and technical basis” of
communist society in twenty years (by 1980), was hailed as “‘a
new milestone on the road to communism in the USSR’ and as
the “sunset of capitalism and the sunrisc of communism”.?*
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There were also attempts to revive and maintain the momentum
with the unveiling of a bust of Vasyl Stefanyk, the noted Western
Ukrainian writer, in Edmonton in 1971 and a monument to Lesia
Ukrayinka, Ukraine’s outstanding woman poet, in Saskatoon in
1976. But the crowds were small and neither event aroused much
enthusiasm in Ukrainian pro-communist ranks. In spite of all their
efforts, the Ukrainian communist leaders could not maintain the
tension, the fervour and the great sense of urgency that inspired
their followers during the war. Consequently, the pace of activity
gradually slackened and the momentum slowed down.



IV

Communists Versus Nationalists

ONE of the greatest problems that the Ukrainian pro-com-
munists faced in their efforts to promote the communist cause
among Ukrainians was the opposition of the Ukrainian nationalists.
The bitter conflict between the two groups during the war and in
post-war periods went through several phases, with the issues over
which the struggle was waged changing from one period to another.
The initiative also passed from one group to the other depending
on how the fortunes of each was affected by events at home and
abroad.

The pro-communists were handicapped by their limited strength.
In spite of their growth, they still represented only a small minority
of the Ukrainians in Canada. In dozens of cities and towns, espe-
cially those in the prairie provinces such as Dauphin, Manitoba, or
Yorkton, Saskatchewan, where there were large Ukrainian com-
munities, the pro-communist organizations did not even have
branches. In hundreds of smaller Ukrainian communities, served
by one or more Ukrainian churches, there was not even a subscriber
to the Ukrainian pro-communist press. In cities where the pro-com-
munists might have a labor temple, the nationalists would have
several halls and churches.

Their numbers limited the role they were able to play in political
life. The election of a Ukrainian communist to public office was
very rare, whereas there were hundreds of nationalists on local go-
verning bodies as well as a number in provincial and federal legis-
latures. Eventually nationalists even received appointments to the
federal cabinet and the senate.

The main controversy betwcen the two groups was over the
question of the status of Ukraine. The communists insisted that it

64
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was a frec and indcpendent republic in a voluntary and equal
union with Russia and other Soviet states. The nationalists main-
tained that the USSR was an empire and Ukraine a colony, domi-
nated and oppressed by the Russians.

They saw hope for the realization of an independent Ukraine in
the growing tension in Europe caused by Hitler’s belligerence. In
the unstable international situation in 1938-1939, with the USSR
isolated diplomatically, the nationalists were able to secize the in-
itiative and embark on a campaign to raise the issue of Ukraine on
the intemational arena. Consequently they welcomed the Munich
Agreement reached on Scptember 29, 1938, between Germany,
Italy, France and Great Britain. To them it marked the death of the
[eague of Nations with its defense of the status guo and the birth
of a democratic-totalitarian front directed against thc USSR. They
advocated the recognition of national minorities and the initiation
of

a strong mass movement demanding a plebiscite in the Ukrainian ter-
ritories of Poland, Romania and Czechoslovakia . . . with a demand for
the right of the secession of Eastern Ukrainian lands from Russia, a right
guaranteed by the Soviet constitution.

Representatives of nationalist organizations and churches, Ukrai-
nian members of the House of Commons and provincial legisla-
tures and other prominent Canadians issucd a declaration to the
British govemment and other world powers. In it they maintained
that the creation of an independent Ukrainian state, embracing all
the ethnographically Ukrainian territories, was an historic necessity
in the interests of a balance of power, and urged the signatories of
the Munich Pact to appoint an International Commission to make
a final settlement of the Ukrainian problem.?

Prior to 1939, in thcir fervent desire to free Ukraine from Rus-
sian domination, the Ukrainian nationalists in Europe had sought
German support. The conclusion of the Soviet-Nazt Non-Aggression
Pact on August 23, 1939, followed by a war in which Germany
was ranged not against the USSR but against Great Britain, France
and Canada, caused considerable consternation in nationalist ranks.
[lowever, the various Ukrainian nationalist organizations in Can-
ada immediately proclaimed their loyalty to and support for the
Allied war cffort. But this did not diminish their activitics in the
interests of Ukrainian independence. On November 7, 1940, with
the participation of professors George W. Simpson and Watson
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Kirkconnell and Mr. Tracy Philipps, a British diplomat working
with the Canadian govemment, the nationalists formed the Ukrain-
ian Canadian Committee (UCC), a central representative body of
all Ukrainian churches and organizations with the exception of the
pro-communists. Its aims were to coordinate the efforts of the
Ukrainians in the war, to serve as the authoritative representative
of Ukrainians in Canada and

to act as spokesmen before the citizens and governments of Canada and

the British Empire of the legitimate efforts of the Ukrainian nation in

Europe for state independence on territories occupied by it and to

render to the Ukrainian nation, within the limits of the Canadian and

British constitutions, the greatest moral and material assistance directed

toward the eventual liberation of the Ukrainian nation from foreign oc-

cupation of its territories.?

The position of the nationalists was clear and the Canadian gov-
ernment did not consider them subversive or disloyal. In January
1941, the Custodian of enemy alien property began disposing of
the halls that had been seized from the ULFTA. The first sale, that
of the hall in Edmonton, was made to the Ukrainian National Fed-
eration.

The forced entrance of the USSR into the war on the side of
the allies placed the nationalists in a most awkward position. As
loyal citizens of Canada they nominally became allies of their
most hated enemy, the Russians, toward whom their attitude re-
mained uncompromisingly hostile. Novy Shliakh, the organ of the
Ukrainian National Federation declared on July 28, 1941, that the
Ukrainian people “cannot stop regarding Stalin and his bloody re-
gime as their deadly enemy””.

The pro-communists had been in no position to counter or chal-
lenge the nationalists. The ULFTA was banned, their leaders were
interned and they themselves were vulnerable to charges of disloy-
alty to Canada. The Soviet entrance into the war, however, radic-
ally altered their status in the Canadian community. After June 22,
1941, they declared their full support for the war effort and sud-
denly emerged as staunch patriots. Recognizing their favourable
position, the pro-communists seized the initiative and launched
a vigorous campaign against the nationalists whom they accused
of supporting Nazi Germany.

The Ukrainian pro-communists were motivated by a desire to
silence critics of the Soviet Union and mobilize all possible support
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for Canada’s new ally. There weré also other considerations. By
discrediting the nationalists, the pre-communists hoped to regain
possession of the labor temples which had been sold to the national-
ists and to extend their influence in the Ukrainian community.

The campaign took on the form of continuous sniping and de-
nunciation, highlighted by charges and accusations. It was often
augmented by attacks from the USSR and the Canadian news-
papers which were influenced by communist propaganda.

The campaign began two weeks after the German invasion of
the USSR. At a meeting of 1,500 Ukrainians in Toronto, a resolu-
tion was adopted urging the Canadian government ‘““‘to curb the
activities of the many pro-Hitler and pro-fascist Ukrainian groups
in Canada”.*

The Ukrainian National Federation, the most active and aggres-
sive Ukrainian nationalist organization, was often singled out for
attack. W.A. Kardash published a pamphlet in May 1942 entitled,
Hitler’s Agents in Canada, directed exclusively against the Ukrain-
ian National Federation. He quoted from what he called “reams of
propaganda . . . consisting of derogatory remarks, insults and what
not against the Soviet Union and its fighting armics” from Novy
Shliakh as proof that the Ukrainian National Federation was pro-
Nazi and that the paper spread cnemy propaganda. The logic was
that if one was not pro-Soviet he was pro-Nazi.*

In another publication the communists accused the Ukrainian
National Federation of being connected with Ukrainian Nazi agents
in Europe and of acting as a fifth column in the service of Ger-
many.® What gave the charges a ring of truth was the fact that some
nationalist leaders in Europe were attempting to come to an under-
standing with the Gemmans to protect the interests of the Ukrain-
ian population and to promote the cause of Ukrainian indepen-
dence.

The Ukrainian National Federation attempted to counter com-
munist charges. In 1943, it issued a publication outlining its history
and describing its educational and cultural work; the radio tele-
graphy school in Toronto, the flying school in Oshawa, the summer
schools in music and culture in Winnipeg; its economic achieve-
ments: consumer cooperatives, credit unions, a benevolent society;
its close association with Canadian organizations such as the Cana-
dian Legion; its declaration of allegiance and support of the war
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effort. It branded the communist attacks on itself as “slanderous
in form, dishonest in substance and predatory in aims” and re-
asserted its support for the “efforts of the Ukrainian nation for
freedom”.” The UCC also attempted to counter the communist
charges. However, the nationalists could not match the communist
propaganda, backed by the USSR and often repeated by the Cana-
dian press, in either scope or intensity.

In February, 1942, as part of the nationalist campaign on be-
half of Ukraine’s independence, Anthony Hlynka, a Ukrainian
Canadian whorepresented the constituency of Vegreville in Alberta
for the Social Credit Party, proposed in the House of Commons
that:

In view of the fact that all subdued countries that had been sovereign

nations prior to this war are now privileged to form their provisional

governments-in-exile in order that they may carry on the work in the
iterests of their respective peoples, and in view of the fact that Ukrain-
ians, who form a larger group than any of these, have not now that pri-
vilege simply because they were not an independent nation immediately
prior to this war, I humbly submit that steps should be taken by the

Allied government to make it possible for the Ukrainians to be repre-

sented at the various conferences now being held from time to time. In

Great Britain, the United States and Canada there are in existence United

Ukrainian committees whose primary object is to assist the govern-

ments in Britain, the United States and Canada in the successful prosecu-

tion of the war. I do suggest, if I may, sir, that since all the allied nations
are fighting for a common cause of freedom, that Ukrainian committees

to which I have referred be also invited to delegate their representative

or representatives to express the view of 50 million Ukrainian people at
conferences held by the allied nations.8

The proposal that citizens of Canada, Great Britain and the
United States should represent and speak on behalf of Ukraine,
which formed part of the territory of an allied country, engaged in
a joint war against a common aggressor, evoked sharp and wide-
spread criticism. The Ukrainian communists were quick to grasp the
implications of the proposal. In a resolution, circulated widely, the
Association to Aid the Fatherland argued that

. ..it would be a most unfriendly act for the Canadian government to
even participate in, far less originate proposals for the dismemberment
of Britain’s greatest ally and friend in the common struggle to save hu-
manity from Nazi barbarism.?

The communist attack on Hlynka’s speech was followed by
others. Victor Quelch, Social Credit MP for Acadia, Alberta, made
it clear in the House of Commons that the opinions of his colleague
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regarding the USSR were not those of the Social Credit Party.'®
On February 7, 1942, in a display of complete lack of understand-
ing of Soviet reality, the Toronto Star replied to Hlynka’s proposal
with an editorial entitled, *“A Peculiar Speech”, which claimed that

autonomy of the Soviet republics is clearly granted in the constitution

of the union. The government of the Ukrainian republic has the right to

pass a law at any time to secede from the federal body. That it has not

done so to date is doubtless because the people of that province has not

desired it.

A vyear later, in March, 1943, the UCC raised the question of the
post war status of Ukraine. The Polish government-in-exile, in a
statement regarding its boundary with the USSR, declared:

The Polish government, which represents Poland in the boundaries in

which Poland, first among the Allied nations, took up the fight imposed

on her, had from the moment of the Polish-Soviet treaty on June 30,

1941, maintained unchangeable the attitude that so far as the question

of frontiers between Poland and Soviet Russia is concerned the status

quo previous to September, 1939, is in force. . . .11

The statement not only affirmed Poland’s desire to maintain her
pre-war boundary with the USSR which included part of Ukraine,
Byelorussia and Lithuania, but by using the phrase “frontiers be-
tween Poland and Russia’, she even refused to recognize Ukraine.

As a protest against this statement of the Polish government,
the UCC issucd a memorandum to the Prime Minister of Canada in
the belief that its views “may be helpful in the framing of a Cana-
dian policy in extemal affairs and in consolidating our war effort”.
The memorandum viewed “with apprehension the thesis advanced
by the Polish government. . . which advocates that such a boundary
should pass through the centre of the ethnic territory inhabited by
Ukrainians”, reminded the Canadian government that “the Atlantic
Charter clearly and unmistakenly lays down as a principle the right
of a people to determine their political destiny”, asserted that “the
post-war settlement . . . should result in the final political unifica-
tion of the territories inhabited by Ukrainians” and that the claims
of Ukrainians “to an independent free state in a free Europe should
not be disregarded and that the Ukrainian question should be in-
cluded in any just and permanent settlement of Europe”.!?

By 1943 the situation in Canada had changed considerably in
favour of the Ukrainian pro-communists. Their ranks had been
augmented by the formerly-interned lcaders and hundreds of new
members. In Europe, Soviet forces were on the offensive. They
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had lifted the seige of Leningrad and recaptured Voronezh, Kursk
and Stalingrad. Pro-Soviet euphoria was at its height. The Ukrainian
pro-communists were riding high on the waves of Red Army suc-
cesses and Soviet popularity. It was a most inopportune time for
raising the question of the post-war status of territories of the
USSR.

The communists took advantage of the pro-Soviet sentiment and
used the occasion of the protest to attack their opponents. They
ignored the statement of the Polish government-in-exile with
which they were in disagreement. The communist leaders were pri-
marily interested in discrediting the nationalists, but unable to
find fault with the memorandum, they launched a tirade against
its sponsors. In astatement forwarded to Prime Minister Mackenzie
King, British Foreign Secretary Anthony Eden, and Under Secre-
tary for External Affairs in Ottawa, N.A. Robertson, Ukrainian
communist leaders declared that the UCC included organizations
“whose leaders are Paul Skoropadsky and Andriy Melnyk,* two
Ukrainian pro-fascists now residing in Nazi Germany and working
for a Nazi-Fascist victory in Europe” and added that “the Ukrain-
ian Canadian Committee consists of open enemies of Canada and
friends of Hitler”.!3

The USSR was apparently also considerably perturbed by the
UCC memorandum, probably fearing that the question of Ukrain-
ian independence could become an international issue. Gusev, in a
meeting with Robertson, mentioned the resolutions in the Ukrain-
ian nationalist press advocating an independent Ukraine. He des-
cribed this as pro-fascist and declared that he did not understand
why, with censorship in force, newspapers were allowed to publish
articles advocating the breaking up of territories of an ally, the
USSR.!*

Soviet authorities embarked on a strong counterattack to dis-
credit the nationalists and their demand for Ukrainian indepen-
dence. A week after the UCC presented the memorandum, two
rambling and often incoherent articles of argument and invective
attacking the memorandum and its sponsors appeared simul-
tancously in the Soviet press. The first was by Alexander Bohomo-
lets, president of the Academy of Sciences of the Ukrainian SSR,
the second by Pavlo Tychyna, an outstanding poet and its Commis-
sar of Education.'?

*Melnyk was in a German concentration camp during most of the war.
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Bohomolets charged that the UCC was composed “of a handful
of Ukrainian-German separatists’’, argued that separation would
mean breaking up of the single front of the peoples of the USSR
against the common enemy, recalled that the consequence of
Ukrainian independence in 1918 was its occupation by German
armies and contended that smaller nations are not capable of
defending themselves against larger aggressive powers. The solution
was a union with a “neighbouring freedom-loving great power”.
Hence Ukraine joined the USSR as ‘““an equal member”.

Tychyna, in addition to attacking members of the UCC, the na-
tionalist leaders in Europe and the memorandum, outlined Ukraine’s
past attempts to establish and maintain its separate existence and
argued that it was impossible to create the power desired by the
Ukrainian-German nationalists. He concluded by describing Ukraine
as “free and independent in the full sense of the word”.

The Ukrainian communist leaders immediately exploited the
articles to discredit the nationalist demand for Ukraine’s indepen-
dence. They published them in the pro-communist press and in
pamphlet form in both Ukrainian and English and distributed them
widely.

The articles were followed by a decree of the Supreme Soviet of
the USSR on February 1, 1944, giving each Soviet republic the
right to organize a ministry of foreign affairs with direct diplomatic
relations with foreign states and a ministry of defense with national
military formations. If this was not enough to convince the world
that Ukraine was achieving its independence, the USSR later ob-
tained the agreement of Churchill and Roosevelt to give Ukraine
and Byelorussia representation at the UN.

The Canadian press was sympathetically disposed to the USSR
for its heroic struggle against the Nazi invaders and strongly influ-
enced by Ukrainian communist and Soviet propaganda. It reacted
critically to the UCC memorandum even before the publication of
the Bohomolets and Tychna articles. The Windsor Star questioned
the UCC’s right to spcak on behalf of the Ukrainian nation, de-
clared that the leaders of the UCC were out of touch with senti-
ment in Ukraine, pointed out that the raising of the question of
Ukrainian independence could cause distrust and resentment in
Soviet quarters and naively asserted that “the people of Ukraine
will be well able to speak for themselves when the last invader is

driven out’.1®
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The Vancouver News Herald, rchashing typical communist pro-
paganda, declared on April 3, 1943, that “the proposal is word for
word, letter for letter, as made for more than a decade by out-and-
out Nazi puppets in Germany and elsewhere”.

The publication of the Bohomolets and Tychyna articles set off
a new series of attacks in the Canadian press on the memorandum.
On May 15, 1943, the Toronto Star wondered ‘“what would be
said in Canada if representatives of a little group of Canadian sep-
aratists who wish to set up an independent nation on the St. Law-
rence were recognized in some allied country as the group entitled
to favour as being representative of Canada”.

Saturday Night declared in its May 22 issue that “we do not dis-
approve of communism as a form of government for the USSR, in-
cluding Ukraine”. A Vancouver columnist warned that the attempt
to influence the Canadian government to speak on behalf of
Ukraine’s aspirations for independence could “involve the English-
speaking world in a war with the Soviet”.!” The communist weekly
carried a full translation of the Bohomolets article. An editorial
entitled: “Attention Mr. St. Laurent!”’, described the UCC as “‘nei-
ther Ukrainian nor Canadian”, but “a Hitlerite agency conducting
subversive activities against our country’s and the United Nations’
war effort”.!®

Emboldened by the scrious rebuff the nationalists had suffered
over the memorandum, thc Ukrainian pro-communists attempted
to sow seeds of dissension in nationalist ranks and wreck the forth-
coming congress of the UCC. On June 15, on the eve of the con-
gress, they addressed an open letter to the Brotherhood of Ukrain-
ian Catholics, the Ukrainian Self-Reliance League and to the Ukrain-
ian people of Canada. It suggested that the UCC repudiate the
Ukrainian National Federation in order to make it possible “to
unite all Ukrainians in the war effort to aid in the successful strug-
gle with the enemy”.'® How all Ukrainians were to be united by
expelling part of them was not explained.

At the congress held in Winnipeg on June 22-24, 1943, with over
600 delegates, representatives of the Ukrainian National Federa-
tion were assigned important roles. Volodymyr Kossar, second-vice-
president of the UCC, chairman of its coordinating committee and
national president of the Ukrainian National Federation, made a
report on ‘‘Ukrainian Canadians and the War Effort”. He revealed
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that Ukrainians had done more than their share in all financial
campaigns: Victory Loans, Red Cross drives, and in recruiting.
Over 35,000 Ukrainians had joined the services out of a population
of 305,869 (1941 census) or 11.4 per cent.

The congress reaffirmed its loyalty to Canada by resolving “to
exert maximum effort toward the prosecution and the winning of
the war”’. Simultaneously it raised the question of Ukraine, declar-
ing that it “should receive equal treatment with other recognized
nations as a free and united member in the family of European na-
tions”.2°

Failing to split the Congress and unable to interpret the UCC ac-
tivities as being disloyal to Canada or in favour of Hitler, the com-
munists found another opening for attack. After the UCC had issued
its memorandum of March 23, 1943, opposing Polish claims to
Ukrainian territories, Polish circles in North America proposed an
‘understanding with Ukrainians. At the opening of the Congress a
declaration was presented by four Polish-Canadian organizations
expressing a desire for mutual understanding and cooperation be-
tween the two peoples and recognizing Ukraine’s right to self-
determination.?!

The declaration was not discussed but on opening day Professor
Watson Kirkconnell addressed the congress on the subject ‘“Cana-
dian Ukrainians”. In his speech he dealt with the question of Gali-
cia, the Ukrainian province which had been part of Poland prior to
1939. The speaker took the position that legally the USSR had no
right to this territory because the pre-war Polish boundaries had
been guaranteed by the Anglo-Polish pact of mutual assistance of
August, 1939.

Ukrainians had a strong antipathy toward the pre-war Polish re-
gime and the Poles generally because of the treatment Ukrainians
had suffered at their hands in Galicia prior to 1939. The Ukrainian
communists used the Polish declaration and the speech by Kirkcon-
nell at the congress, which was published in a separate pamphlet,
to play on the anti-Polish feelings of the Ukrainians. They accused
the nationalists of coming to an understanding with the Poles, charg-
cd that the question of Polish-Ukrainian detente “did not appear
as the first topic on the congress agenda by accident”, (it did not
appear on the agenda at all), intimated that “something unclean is
hidden behind all this understanding of the Polish and UCC gentle-



74 The Shattered lllusion

men” and taunted the UCC for cooperating with Polish “lords”
and failing to condemn Ukrainian “quislings” who were serving
“bloody Hitlerism”.22

They interpreted Kirkconnell’s speech to mean that Galicia
should be a part of Poland and accused the UCC of supporting
such a position because it published the address, in spite of the fact
that there was a foreword clearly stating that the opinions ex-
pressed were the individual views of the speaker.

As the war was drawing to an end, the Ukrainian nationalists be-
came increasingly concerned about the fate of Ukraine in the post-
war settlement. Even though the political climate was unfavourable
for any serious consideration of the question of Ukrainian inde-
pendence, Hlynka again raised the question of the post-war status
of Ukraine and other nations of the USSR. Rising in the House of
Commons, he pleaded “on behalf of millions who cannot now
speak for themselves” and proposed that “submerged nations”
should have opportunities ‘‘to make representations . . . at any and
all world conferences to which all free nations are invited’’ and
suggested that:

the Ukrainian Canadian Committee and the Ukrainian Congress Com-

mittee of America be asked to send their delegations to any and all

world conferences for the purpose of presenting the Ukrainian case.23

The immediate reaction of the Canadian press, which preceded
the communist reaction, was more hostile than it had been to pre-
vious nationalist proposals on Ukraine. One daily blasted the speech
in an editorial entitled ‘“Mr. Hlynka’s Outrageous Proposal”.?? In
another, a columnist wrote:

The proposal will leave most Canadians agape with amazement .. .The
suggestion is preposterous. . . . For certainly such an action would be a
tremendous invasion of Soviet sovereignty. ... For to entertain it even
for a moment is to offer an unwarranted affront to a powerful ally to
whom Canada owes much.25

The Ukrainian communist press, not to be outdone, declared
that:

The Ukrainian people waged a titanic struggle for its freedom. In that

struggle . .. it chose not only freedom and independence but also, union

of all its territories. And here appears a UCC, or rather, a Social Credit

frog which despises that struggle of the Ukrainian people.26

As a result of the popularity of the Soviet Union and the effec-
tiveness of communist propaganda, the nationalists were almost
completely isolated. One daily wrote in their defense that “any at-
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10. Ukrainian communist comment on the Ukrainian Canadian Committee’s
campaign for Ukraine’s independence. The cartoon is titled: ‘“Play as your
master orders.” Reaction is cranking the gramophone. The speaker, labelled
“Ukrainian Canadian Committee”’, proclaims: “Ukraine is not independent”,
while Professor Kirkconnell gleefully looks on. UZh, May 31, 1945.

tcmpt to brand the Ukrainian Canadian Committec as a Hitlerite
outfit does not stand examination”.?” But the response of the na-
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tionalists and the few voices raised in their defense were drowned
out in the flood of denunciations, exposes and attacks against
them emanating from or inspired by communist sources.

This course of events had a demoralizing effect on the national-
ists, encouraging individuals to drift to the pro-Soviet camp. This
movement began among peripheral elements who had not been
too closely attached to any nationalist organization but eventually
affected members themselves, especially in smaller communities.
They subscribed to the communist press and participated in com-
munist-sponsored public activities. A few contributed articles to
the Ukrainian pro-communist press and several even became mem-
bers of Ukrainian pro-communist organizations.

This trend was sparked by a series of about sixty lectures de-
livered during July and August 1942, in Western Canada by Myro-
slav Sichinsky of Rochester, New York. As a student in Lviv in
1908 he had assassinated the governor of Galicia for injustices
against the Ukrainian population. Consequently Sichinsky became
a national hero who commanded considerable respect and influence
in some sections of the Ukrainian community.

In his lectures, Sichinsky directed his attack against Germany
and emphasized the need for cooperation of the allies, including
the USSR, to defeat Hitler. He very carefully presented the Soviet
Union in a rather favourable light, taking some of the edge off the
sharp anti-Soviet sentiment prevalent in the Ukrainian community.
The impression he left was that perhaps the Russians were not as
bad as was generally believed, thus preparing the ground for fur-
ther pro-Soviet propaganda.

As the war progressed Sichinsky, who had a strong anti-German
bias, veered more and more to the left and assumed a definite pro-
Soviet stand. On February 11, 1945, he spoke in the Labor Lyceum
in Toronto on behalf of the campaign for funds to aid Ukraine,
which was initiated by Ukrainian communists and boycotted by
the nationalists. The chairman of the meeting was WilliamYarmey,
a Toronto physician from the Ukrainian Orthodox Church group.?®

Other prominent Ukrainians were also influencing the pro-Soviet
trend by their contributions to the communist press. The first of
these was H.N. Kostash, a member of the Orthodox Church and
superintendent of schools in Alberta. He wrote a series of articles
entitled, “Education and Democracy”.?® The fact that they ap-
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peared in the pro-communist press was of great significance. Kos-
tash’s example was followed by I.S. Dubeta, school principal at
Warspite, Alberta, whose series was entitled, “Outline of Problems
of Canadian Education”.?®

Another factor that weakened the nationalist camp and acceler-
ated the drift of individual nationalists to the pro-communists was
a rift in the UCC. Suddenly, in May, 1943, after the appearance of
the Bohomolets and Tychyna articles and on the eve of the UCC
congress, Wasyl Swystun resigned from the vice-presidency of, and
membership in, the Ukrainian National Federation and from the
chairmanship of the coordinating committee and vice-presidency
of the UCC. He opposcd calling the congress, arguing that since
there was an alliance between Canada and the USSR such a step
was an act of disloyalty to Canada.?!

Swystun had been active in Ukrainian politics all his adult life.
He was a founder of the Ukrainian Orthodox Church and one of
the most prominent nationalist leaders. After his resignation from
the UCC, he withdrew from all political activity. When the war
was drawing to a close and victory over the Axis powers appeared
certain, he suddenly and unexpectedly broke his silence. The oc-
casion was a public lecture which he delivered on February 18,
1945, in Winnipeg in the Prosvita Institute, an independent Ukrain-
ian cultural society. The address, coming after the Yalta Agreement
of the Big Three, proved to be a bombshell.

He spoke, to quote his own words, “as a person to whom the
Ukrainian national problem, Ukrainian national culture and Ukrai-
nian statehood are dear. .. as a Ukrainian who had all his life re-
garded the national problem as most important for the Ukrainian
nation” and felt that not being a member of any political group he
was able to assess more objectively the events of the war in relation
to the Ukrainian problem. He described the two hostile camps into
which the immigrant Ukrainians were divided and declared that
“the time has come to consider whether it is not possible to elimi-
nate the hostility”.

He described the general disappointment among nationalists
caused by German failure to recognize the principle of Ukrainian
independence and declared that Ukrainians did not revolt against
Sovict power but stood firmly against the Germans in support of
the Soviet government which they had chosen for themselves.
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The speaker expressed the conviction that its federation with
other Soviet republics did not preclude Ukraine from achieving full
nationhood. He declared that a Ukrainian state, whose powers
were enlarged during the war by the acquisition of two new min-
istries, foreign affairs and defense, already existed but with room
for further development. Swystun called for toleration and under-
standing between the two opposing Ukrainian camps and concluded
with the remarks that “on the Ukrainian lands the Ukrainian nation
lives and will continue to live, is developing and will continue to
develop its state. . .””32

The speech was obviously a clear indication that the course of
events had frustrated his hopes. The failure of the Germans to show
any sympathy for Ukrainian national aspirations, the astounding
Soviet military successes, and the general trend of events led Swy-
stun to reassess his stand. His life had been dedicated to the Ukrain-
ian movement for independence which he believed would be achiev-
ed through the defeat of the USSR in a war. That war was being
fought, but instead of being defeated the USSR was emerging vic-
torious. What other prospects were open for attaining Ukrainian
independence? He could hope that another conflict would involve
the USSR in a new cycle of wars. But if Swystun, who had passed
the half century mark, was to play a role in Ukraine’s achievement
of independence its realization must come much sooner.

He searched for a new solution to an old problem and saw hope
in a situation that had previously been regarded with despair.
Ukraine had not achieved independence through war. Perhaps it
could achieve independence through evolution. Nominally Ukraine
was in a federation with Russia. He interpreted her acquisition of
the ministries of foreign affairs and defense, the revival of Ukrain-
ian national sentiment during the war, and the glorification of
Ukraine’s past as the beginning of the expansion of the state
powers of Ukraine within the federal framework of the USSR. This
process would continue, he felt, especially if there was an under-
standing and cooperation between the USSR and the West in the
post-war.

Whereas previously he had hoped for war, he now opted for
peace as the best gurantece of Ukraine’s further state development.
The role of the Ukrainians in Canada in this process, in Swystun’s
view, was to help promote closer ties and understanding between
the two blocs.
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Another consideration prompted him to seek contact with
Soviet Ukraine. Swystun was concerned that Ukrainians in Canada
should maintain their national identity. He was convinced that
without the establishment of close relations with Ukraine this was
not possible. Prior to 1939, Ukrainians in Canada had maintained
ties with and received cultural sustenance from Western Ukraine.
With the unification of Ukrainian territories there was only one
source for such sustenance, the Ukrainian SSR.33

Swystun’s appeal to Ukrainians of both camps to end their hos-
tility appeared very conciliatory. In reality, it was a call to national-
ists to abandon their anti-Soviet position and their efforts on be-
half of Ukrainian independence and to recognize Ukraine as a con-
stituent republic of the USSR.

The Ukrainian community was stunned by the speech. Two in-
fluential nationalist newspapers, Ukrayinsky Holos and Novy Shli-
akh, chose to ignore it. The independent weekly, Kanadysky Far-
mer, published it without comment.**

The speech was a great moral victory for the Ukrainian com-
munists. They interpreted it as an important milestone in what
they believed would be the decline and rapid collapse of the na-
tionalist camp. Both communist papers carried the full text. One
of them commented: “We are convinced that other public figures
will follow this example”.>> Moreover, the speech provided a ra-
tionalization for those nationalists who had been moving into the
pro-communist camp and a strong appeal to others who were being
influenced by Soviet victories and the crescendo of Soviet propa-
ganda.

Several Ukrainian nationalists shared Swystun’s conclusions.
Among them was a Toronto barrister, Mykyta Romaniuk. He was
a founding member of the Ukrainian National Federation but had
been ousted from the leadership during the war. Romaniuk dis-
agreed with the nationalists on the role of the Ukrainians in Can-
ada, maintaining that it should be limited to disseminating infor-
mation on Ukraine. When the Ukrainian SSR received the right to
representation in the United Nations, the nationalists condemned
the step as a Russian move to obtain an additional vote. Romaniuk
felt that regardless of the Russian motive, a Ukrainian representa-
tive in the UN meant recognition of Ukraine as a nation, cven
though it had not achieved full independence. The representatives
were Ukrainians, albeit they may only have been figurcheads.
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Romaniuk was prepared to accept what had been achieved and
proceed to build on it.*®

Like Swystun, he belonged to the Ukrainian Orthodox faith.
The two were close friends who met on frequent occasions. It is
more than likely that Swystun had consulted with Romaniuk be-
fore delivering his Winnipeg speech.

On April 29, two months after his first speech, Swystun addressed
an audience in Toronto. The meeting was sponsored by a group of
Ukrainian professional people. Dr. Yarmey was chairman; Ro-
maniuk introduced the speaker. Swystun expanded on the subject
of the status of Ukraine which he had broached in his first speech.

He declared that a Ukrainian state already existed “not in a rudi-
mentary but in a quite advanced form” as a member of a federation
with Russia. Swystun drew a parallel between Ukraine and Canada,
each of which, according to the speaker was independent; but at
the same time each was a member of a larger union. He added that
whereas Tsarist Russia pursued a policy of Russification and assimi-
lation of non-Russians and did not even recognize Ukraine as a
separate nation, this was not the case in the USSR because “the
basic law guarantees the individuality and inviolability of the lang-
uage and culture of each peoples in the union”.??

While the Ukrainian nationalists were stunned by Swystun’s first
speech, they were aroused by his second. Although their press still
refrained from publicly criticizing him, privately he and Romaniuk
and their followers were subjected to sharp condemnation, social
ostracism and professional boycott by the nationalists.

Swystun further developed the theme that Ukraine was a state
in another speech on August 12, 1945, in Edmonton. He empha-
sized that the Ukrainian people had achieved the desire to unify all
their territories; that “Ukraine has theright to complete separation
from other Soviet republics, but regards it beneficial to itself to re-
main within the framework of the union’; that for the first time
Ukraine had emerged on the international arena ““as a full nation
in the circle of other nations of the world, having received recogni-
tion from the international organization of states in San Francisco
as a fully competent, independent and sovereign state”.

Swystun also reacted to the growing nationalist hostility toward
him. He attacked the pre-1939 policy of the nationalists of pro-
moting the independence of Ukraine through armed conflict be-
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tween the West and the USSR, their denial of the existence of
Ukraine as a state and their charge that Ukraine was a colony of
Russia.’®

Swystun’s stand made it even more difficult for the nationalists
to work on behalf of Ukrainian independence. In spite of this the
UCC sent a delegation to the United Nations Conference in San
Francisco, composed of Rev. Dr. Kushnir and John Solomon, who
addressed a memorandum to the Canadian delegation. It expressed
gratitude to the latter for its vote in favour of the de jure recogni-
tion of the sovereignty of the Ukrainian nation and its admission
to the UN. It pointed out, however, that the Ukrainian representa-
tives were not delegated by an elected government of Ukraine but
by “a government set up by the Kremlin”. The memorandum de-
clared that the establishment of a frec and independent Ukrainian
state within ethnographic boundaries was the only just solution of
the Ukrainian problem.

The UCC delegates were well aware that such a solution was be-
yond the power and competence of the UN. They suggested the
incorporation of a Bill of Human Rights with a Protective Council
which would be charged with the duty of seeing that the bill’s pro-
visions were adhered to by the members.>®

The Soviet government, sensitive to efforts of the Ukrainian na-
tionalists on behalf of Ukrainian independence, countered the na-
tionalist memorandum. Manuilsky declared at the UN conference
that Ukraine

enjoys national state sovereignty, has its own constitution . . . parlia-

ment . . . government and military formations . .. commissariat for for-

eign affairs, possessing the right to enter into direct relations with for-

eign countries, to conclude ... treaties and exchange diplomatic and
consular representatives.40

Manuilsky’s pronouncement put an end, for the time being, to
further nationalist efforts on behalf of Ukrainian independence.
To all outward appearances Ukraine cnjoyed a large measure of
national sovereignty. The failure of the nationalists to win at least
some diplomatic support on the issue of Ukraine was even more
demoralizing than their failure to kecp the ULFTA temples they
had purchased during the war.

The prestige and influence of the Ukrainian pro-communists
was greatly enhanced by the frustration of nationilist efforts. With
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the initiative still in their hands they resolved to take advantage of
the favourable political climate by launching a new offensive to
expand their popularity and their cause. The means they adopted
were public displays of their impressive cultural ensembles through
the staging of music festivals.

The nationalists sought to undermine Ukrainian communist in-
fluence by attempting to hinder and frustrate their various en-
deavours. When the AUUC proceded with preparations for their
festival in Edmonton in 1946, the nationalists attempted to have it
stopped. When the Edmonton city council made a grant of $300
to the festival committee, the nationalists lodged a protest. In
Toronto, a nationalist made a public attack on the Ukrainian chil-
dren’s school in the labor temple in New Toronto. When the AUUC
displayed handicrafts in the Toronto Art Gallery, the nationalists
again protested.*

Preparations by the AUUC to unveil the monument of Shev-
chenko at Palermo also evoked numerous protests from the na-
tionalist camp. The UCC even sent a delegation to Ottawa to urge
the Canadian government to bar the statue which had arrived from
the USSR. The delegates declared that the monument would be a
“trojan horse”, a “Mecca for avowed communists” and a means of
raising funds for the communists.*2

In spite of nationalist intervention, the Ukrainian pro-communist
festivals were crowned with success. Attempts to curtail them seem
to have increased their popularity and enhanced the Ukrainian pro-
communist cause.

Swystun also tried to take advantage of the favourable climate
in the immediate post-war period to gain support among the na-
tionalists for his pro-Sovict views. He could have joined the AUUC
and worked through it, but this would have isolated him from his
nationalist base. He remained a member of the Orthodox Church
and undertook to propagate his views and crystallize his influence
among nationalists through a new organization with broader appeal.

Ukrainian communist circles in Canada were convinced that pro-
Soviet influence could be extended to Ukrainian nationalists
through contact with Soviet Ukraine. At a meeting in Winnipeg on
January 13, 1946, during the Second Convention of the AUUC,
Swystun announced the formation of a new organization, the
Society for Cultural Relations with Ukraine. It was to be organized
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in local branches and made up of “progressive-minded’’ profes-
sional people who wished to promote ties with scientific, cultural
and educational institutions of Ukraine. The national executive
was composed of Swystun, president; Yarmey, vice-president; Sha-
tulsky, secretary; Romaniuk and Prokop, members.

Swystun, who was concerned about the further development of
Ukrainian statehood, hoped to use the society’s influence with
Soviet authorities, through cultural exchanges, to expand the
powers of Ukraine. In this way he also wished to promote interest
in the Ukrainian language and culture among Ukrainians in Canada.

Swystun had always enjoyed a large following in the Ukrainian
community. He was confident of winning wide support for his new
organization. It soon became clear that his hopes were unfounded.
The centre of the society was to be in Winnipeg, but the majority
of the executive lived in Toronto. In Winnipeg, Swystun could not
even recruit one nationalist for the national executive. Steps were
taken to set up branches in Toronto and Winnipeg, but they never
functioned. No other branches were ever formed.

There were a number of reasons why the Society failed to at-
tract members. Had it been organized with the sole objective of
promoting contact with Ukraine it might have found some support
among those nationalists who wished to facilitate travel withUkrai-
ne, or to reestablish contacts with relatives, or for other reasons.
Although Swystun could not recruit prominent nationalists for his
society, he might have been able to bring in less well-known pro-
fessional people on the fringes of the Ukrainian pro-communist
movement who had never publicly committed themselves. Some
of these were regarded as neutrals among the nationalists and may
have been acceptable to them. But with the inclusion of two pro-
minent communist leaders, the society was immediately branded
as another communist-controlled body.

The new society was also bound to suffer because of Swystun’s
general approach. Instead of patiently and tactfully presenting his
point of view, he often resorted to strong charges and attacks on
individual nationalist leaders. It seemed to many that he was carry-
ing on a personal vendetta against some of his former colleagues.
In addition, the timing of the announcement of the formation of
the society was ill advised. Coming during the convention of the
AUUG, it left the impression that the socicty was sponsored by
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the convention. Identification with it would be equated to out-
right association with the pro-communists.

There were other reasons why the society failed. The Ukrainian
nationalists were suspicious of the Soviet regime. They remembered
the great hopes generated among Ukrainians outside the USSR in
the 1920s and how these had been destroyed by the bloody purges
in the thirties. These suspicions were soon confirmed by two de-
velopments: the Soviet policy of forcible repatriation of refugees
and the arrival of letters from refugees in Europe to their relatives
in Canada, describing the conduct of Soviet authorities after they
entered Western Ukraine in 1939.

The failure of the Society to develope was the first setback for
the pro-communists. It indicated that the nationalists were not
easily swayed and dashed communist hopes of a rapid decline of
nationalist influence. It was closely associated with another serious
defeat for the communists: their failure in 1946 to stop the admit-
tance of Ukrainian displaced persons to Canada.

After the two reverses the Ukrainian pro-communists lost some
of their confidence and initiative, and ceased predicting the rapid
demise of the nationalists. They were elated by the success of the
unveiling of the monument of Shevchenko in Palermo in 1951 but
their confidence was badly shaken by the reception they were re-
ceiving at their public meetings from the newly-arrived refugees.

After the death of Stalin and the gradual easing of the cold war,
the Ukrainian pro-communist hopes for the growth of their influ-
ence were revived. In February, 1956, Swystun, who had been in
Ukraine in 1954, went on a tour of the large cities of Western Can-
ada to report on his trip. In each locality he visited, committees
were set up which were to proceed with the organization of
branches of the Society for Cultural Relations with Ukraine.

The Ukrainian pro-communist press was confident that Swystun’s
tour would promote the extension of pro-Soviet influence among
the Ukrainian nationalists.*?® Events seemed to lend justification
to their optimism. Some in the nationalist camp hoped that Kru-
shchov’s speech at the Twentieth Congress of the CPSU condemn-
ing Stalin’s terror signalled the dawn of anew era for their brethern
in Ukraine. As a result there was a blunting of hostility toward the
pro-communists among some nationalists.
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In addition, the Soviet Union appeared to be making rapid pro-
gress. Khrushchov was promoting detente and predicting that the
USSR would overtake America. The communists were convinced
“that our view of the world and our activity have been justified in
the light of history, that basically we have been vindicated and
that today we are following the correct road”. The communist
leaders were so confident that they announced their readiness to
allot space in their press to partisans of both Ukrainian camps to
discuss Swystun’s views.** Their self-assurance seemed to receive
further support when on October 5, 1957, the Soviet Union
launched the first sputnik followed by a second a month later,
ushering in the space age.

However, Swystun’s tour failed in its objective. The nationalists
were not swayed by his oratory or influenced by Khrushchov’s
promises and the USSR’s space achievements. Furthermore, the
strength of the pro-communist forces had been slowly declining.
Consequently, by 1956 the nationalists were able to challenge more
effectively and to thwart the activities of the pro-communists and
their supporters. When Swystun arrived for his meeting in Van-

" couver, he was greeted by a group of Ukrainians with a truck on
which they had erected a gallows and a hanged effigy, as a symbol
of the repressive Soviet regime.*> Swystun’s Society for Cultural
Relations was condemned by a convention of the Ukrainian Self-
Reliance League.*® This was especially significant as Swystun was
one of its founders.

The nationalists also stole a march on the pro-communists by
honouring Franko on the occasion of the 100th anniversary of the
poet’s birth, at the fifth congress of the UCC in 1955. The feature
guest at the event was Franko’s daughter, Anna Kluchko, who re-
fused an invitation to the pro-communist commemoration. At the
UCC congress she declared:

Had my father lived the communists would have killed him, as they

have killed others, or would have sent him to Siberia as they did my

brother.47

As the strength of their movement declined, the attitude of the
communist leaders to the nationalists became ambivalent, alter-
nating from criticism and attacks to appeals for cooperation. Any
condemnation of Russian hegemony in Ukrainc or action on be-
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half of Ukraine by the nationalists evoked immediate denunciations
by the pro-communist press. The UCC was accused of being “against
Ukraine and its people”, the nationalists were branded “inveterate
enemies of Ukraine”” whose only purpose was “‘to besmirch Ukraine
and its people”.*®

The most frequent attacks in the pro-communist press in the
late 1950’s were made by Krawchuk under the pseudonym, Marko
Terlytsia. The articles became the basis for two books published in
large editions in Ukraine.*® In 1957 Swystun also contributed a

lengthy series of articles, which were published in booklet form in

Canada and in Ukraine.’® He derided nationalist claims to being a
significant force in Canadian politics and accused the nationalists
of supporting political parties in order to secure government ap-
pointments. Swystun criticized the UCC’s intervention on behalf
of Ukraine at international gatherings and declared that because
the UCC neglected to place emphasis on the importance of main-
taining their native language, the Ukrainians were losing their na-
tional identity in Canada. He concluded that the UCC was an ‘“‘un-
healthy phenomenon in the Ukrainian community”’.®!

Swystun used the labor temples and the pages of the Ukrainian
pro-communist press to attack the nationalists on a number of oc-
casions. The audiences and readers were made up of members and
supporters of the pro-communist organizations. His speeches and
articles helped to buoy up the sagging spirits of his listeners and
readers, but they had little if any influence on the nationalists.

Since attacks on them did not diminish the influence or activity
of the nationalists, the communist leaders offcred on several occas-
sions to cooperate with the “inveterate enemies of Ukraine’’, hop-
ing thereby to extend their own influence in nationalist ranks. In
1959 the AUUC declared its readiness in a letter to the UCC *‘to
enter into negotiations for the elaboration of concrete conditions
for cooperation” in erecting the proposed monument to Shev-
chenko by the nationalists in Winnipeg, on the centenary of the
poet’s death.

When their offer of “cooperation’ was ignored and the project
was completed without them, the pro-communist press accused
those who unveiled the monument of *‘dirty slanders against the

Ukrainian nation because it chose for itself the socialist system of
life”.
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As the strength of the Ukrainian pro-communist organizations
declined and as they too became concerned with the problems of
Russification in Ukraine, and preoccupied with acquiring Soviet
visas to native villages for their members, criticism of their op-
ponents became less frequent and more subdued. They still engaged
in periodic attacks on the nationalists as part of their effort to
maintain their status with the Soviet authorities. However, these
were usually repetitions of stereotyped Soviet propaganda, lacking
in conviction and substance. On the whole, the Ukrainian com-
munist leaders became reconciled to their failure to undermine
their rivals and to advance their own influence and the communist
cause in the Ukrainian community.

Noabcekuit cnew npod. B. Kupxounenn suknanae icropito Yxpaiun neneratam kourpecy KYK.

11. How the Ukrainian pro-communist press interpreted Professor Kirkcon-
nell’s speech at the founding congress of the Ukrainian Canadian Committee.
The cartoon is titled: “Polish specialist Prof. W. Kirkconnell is lecturing the
delegates to the UCC congress on Ukrainian history. Bisecting the map of
Ukraine, he says: “The Ukrainian nation is not one. The Galicians are Arians.
Ukrainians along the Dnieper are Asiatics. Consequently, Western Ukraine be-
longs to the Polish lords.” Note a swastika on the lapel of the delegate on the
extreme right. UZh, October 28, 1943.
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Communists and the Ukrainian Refugees

IHE failure of the Ukrainian pro-communist organizations
to successfully promote the communist cause in the Ukrainian
community was influenced by developments affecting Ukrainians
in Europe during the war, and the subsequent influx of thousands
of Ukrainian refugees into Canada.

After its defeat in 1939, Poland was incorporated into the Third
Reich as the General Government, with its centre in Krakow.
Ukrainians in the annexed area, numbering about 700,000, con-
sisted of local inhabitants and refugees from Galicia who had fled
in advance of the Soviet forces. Among them were many prominent
members of the Ukrainian intelligentsia and leaders of the Organi-
zation of Ukrainian Nationalists, a militant underground movement
in Western Ukraine. The rapid succession of events in 1939-1941
found the latter confused and divided on the question of their re-
lationship with the Germans and on the strategy and tactics to be
adopted in the struggle for an independent Ukraine.

Sharp differences developed between the older and more staid
members of the leadership council of the Organization, who had
been living in exile and were headed by Colonel Andriy Melnyk,
and the younger and more aggressive activists, who had been carry-
ing on illegal work in Western Ukraine under Polish rule. Many of
the latter, among whom the most prominent were Stepan Bandera
and Yaroslav Stetsko, had been released from Polish prison after
the German invasion.

In February, 1940, the younger activists met at a secret session
in Krakow and elected a new leadership council with Bandera as
leader. On June 30, a week after the German attack on the USSR,

88
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members of the Bandera group proclaimed the independence of
Ukraine in Lviv with Stetsko as head of state. The Germans then
proceeded to arrest and intern Ukrainian nationalists, including
the members of the self-proclaimed government.

Mcanwhile, other Ukrainians in the German-occupied areas of
Poland, including a number of intellectuals, began to form local
national committees. On April 13-15, 1940, representatives of
these groupsmetin Krakow and set up the Ukrainian Central Com-
mittee to represent the interests of the Ukrainians in the area of
the General Government. Volodymyr Kubiyovych, a noted geo-
grapher and professor at Krakow University, was elected president.

The committee directed relief work throughout the Ukrainian
ethnographical areas, promoted educational and cultural activities
and published books, school texts and a daily newspaper, Krakivsk:
Visty (Krakow News).! In February, 1942, after the German inva-
sion of the USSR, the authority of the committee was extended to
include Western Ukraine with headquarters in Lviv.

Developments in the territories wrested from the Red Army
aroused Ukrainians against the new occupying forces. Bands of
German soldiers roamed the countryside requisitioning supplies
and plundering the peasants. In the spring of 1942, the Germans
proceeded to conscript and transport young Ukrainians to Germany
under guard, to augment the dwindlingranks of the German labour
force.

Early in 1942 in the northern province of Volhynia, Ukrainians
initiated the formation of local armed self-defense groups against
the Germans. By the end of 1942 some of these groups had de-
veloped into a permanent underground military formation, the
Ukrainian Insurgent Army (UPA).? By 1943, according to German
estimates, the UPA had grown to about 40,000.3 Its detachments
operated in many regions of Ukraine engaging German security
forces, Soviet partisan groups, which first made their appearance
in 1943 with nocturnal raids on villages, and occasionally small de-
tachments of the regular German and Soviet forces. In one en-
counter beyond the Dniper River, members of the UPA wounded
General Vatutin, the Russian commander of the Soviet forces on
the Ukrainian front, who later died of his wounds.

The official Nazi policy was opposed to recruiting Ukrainians
for military service, although there was a scattering of Ukrainians
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in various branches of German army. However, in 1943, after their
disastrous defeat at Stalingrad, the German authorities in Western
Ukraine resolved to organize military formations composed of
Ukrainians. This placed the Ukrainian Central Committee in a
dilemma. It was clear by then that the fate of Germany was sealed.
They were aware that their participation in the organization of
Ukrainian military formations of the German army could compro-
mise them with the Western Powers after the cessation of hostili-
ties. However, the members of the committee believed that after
the collapse of Germany another armed conflict would develop be-
tween the Western Allies and the USSR. They hoped that condi-
tions might then be favourable for the formation of an independent
Ukrainian state. In that case it was indispensible for Ukrainians to
be in command of regular forces which, under existing conditions
could only be formed, armed and trained as part of the German
army. They reasoned that Ukrainians would be recruited by the
Germans in any event. If the committee cooperated it could have
some measure of control over such military formations.® On April
28, 1943, with the active participation of Kubiyovych and other
members of the Ukrainian Central Committee, the Germans pro-
claimed the formation of the Waffen SS Division Galicia of Ukrain-
ian volunteers.

The division was sent to the Eastern front where, on July 18,
1943, it suffered heavy casualties. Of its original component of
11,000, only 3,000 returned to the German lines after breaking
out of encirclement. It was then reformed and sent to the Austrian
and Hungarian fronts where, in April, 1945, it constituted itself as
the First Ukrainian Division.®

When the war ended, there was a mass of Ukrainian refugees in

"Western Europe. They included officers and soldiers of the divi-
sion; members and officials of the Ukrainian Central Committee;
leaders and members of both wings of the Organization of Ukrain-
ian Nationalists, many of whom emerged from German intemment;
participants in the UPA; persons who had served in the German
occupation forces in various capacities; adherents of political
groups hostile to the Soviet regime; members of the Ukrainian in-
telligentsia; former inmates of Nazi concentration camps; prisoners
of war; labour conscripts and masses of the civilian population,
flceing in terror before the advancing Red Army. About one mil-
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lion of the five million Soviet nationals in Western Europe were
Ukrainians, most of whom were accommodated in 220 refugee
camps in the Allied zones.®

They had good reason to fear returning to their homes. Many
from Western Ukraine had been witnesses to the mass arrests and
deportations to Siberia of nearly half a million Ukrainians after
the annexation of Western Ukraine in September, 1939, or the cold-
blooded executions of prisoners who had not yet been transported
to Siberia when the Germans invaded in 1941.” Those from East-
ern Ukraine had experienced two decades of Soviet terror: religious
persecution, collectivization, mass famine, purges, wholesale arrests
and deportations to Siberia. Some were survivors of torture and
imprisonment in various Soviet penal institutions. Even Soviet pri-
soners of war were afraid to return. According to a Red Army field
manual, surrender was tantamount to treason and, according to
decree No. 270, “a prisoner captured alive by the enemy is ipso
facto a traitor”.?

The attitude of the Allied powers toward the refugees was de-
termined by an agreement signed at Yalta on February 11, 1945,
by representatives of the USSR and the USA. The agreement pro-
vided that the nationals of the two signatory powers:

Will without delay after their liberation, be separated from enemy pri-
soners of war and will be maintained separately . . . until they have been
handed over . .. at places agreed upon. .. and that repatriation repre-
sentatives will have the right of immediate access into the camps and
points of concentration where their citizens are located and they will
have the right to appoint the internal administration and set up the in-
ternal discipline and management in accordance with the military pro-
cedure and laws of their country. (Italics in original)?

Soviet nationals were not to be given any opportunity to become
acquainted with the Western world but were to come under im-
mediate control of Soviet authorities and be repatriated without
delay and without choice.

Repatriation proceded rapidly. In five months, between May
and September 1945, the Western Powers handed over to the So-
viet authorities a total of 2,034,000 persons. Repatriation was ac-
companied by widespread adamant refusals to retum home and
numerous suicides. The military authorities became perplexed by
the number who preferred to dic rather than retum to their native
land.
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The Americans had not been applying the policy of forced re-
patriation to displaced persons from areas that had been absorbed
by the USSR since 1939. By 1947 repatriation was abandoned
completely, leaving about half a million displaced persons from
territories embraced by the USSR, who did not wish to retum
home.'®

Soviet authorities, however, were determined to repatriate these
persons at all costs. They realized that such people could create a
strong anti-Soviet force in the West, influence world public opin-
ion, set up centres from which they could fan the flames of dis-
content within Ukraine and lend strong encouragement to the na-
tional aspirations of the Ukrainian people. The USSR embarked
on a campaign to minimize the influence of the displaced persons
and to guarantee their return.

The plan, apparently, was to discredit them and to force their
repatriation as war criminals. A campaign was initiated on January
6, 1945, by Manuilsky, who launched an attack on the refugees in
a speech to a conference of teachers in Lviv. He branded them
“Ukrainian German nationalists. . . a traitorous band of spies, diver-
sionists, terroristic criminals for whom no laws, morals or rights
ever existed ... paid agents who served the Germans and hated
their own people”.!?

When forcible repatriation was halted, Soviet authorities adopted
a softer approach. In November, 1948, the government of the
Ukrainian SSR issued an appeal to Ukrainians to return home. It
made a distinction between the mass of displaced persons and the
‘“fascist henchmen, traitors and mercenaries’” and announced that
Soviet citizens who had not committed war crimes, prisoners of
war who did not participate in enemy punitive operations, women
who had married foreigners, and former kulaks, who had been sen-
tenced under Soviet law and later taken for forced labour by the
Germans, would not be prosecuted.'?

The Ukrainian nationalists in Canada had been aware of large
numbers of Ukrainian refugees in Western Europe. Their plight
was first publicized by Ukrainians serving in the Canadian armed
forces who came in contact with the refugees as the Allied armies
advanced into German-occupied territories. Realizing the urgency
of their situation, the nationalists gave top priority to rendering
their compatriots material assistance, to preventing their forcible
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repatriation and to assisting in their resettlement in the Western
world.

On January 12, 1945, the UCC initiated a Ukrainian Canadian
Relief Fund registered under the Canadian War Charities Act to
function by authority of the Department of War Services for the
purpose of providing assistance through and under the auspices of
the Red Cross. In August, a Central Ukrainian Relief Bureau
(CURB) was formed in London on the initiative of Ukrainian ser-
vice men with Flight Lieutenant G.R.B. Panchuk, an intelligence
officer with the RCAF, as director, and Captain S.W. Frolick, who
served on the staff of the Allied Control Commission for Germany,
as secretary.!3

CURB was adopted by the Ukrainian Canadian Committee and
its American equivalent, the Ukrainian Congress Committee, as
their European agency for channelling aid from Ukrainians in North
America to their compatriots in Western Europe. Members of both
committees joined CURB as directors.

Subsequently, CURB set up committees in centres with large
refugee concentrations. It distributed relief, acted as an inter-
mediary between refugees and relatives and friends in North Amer-
ica and elsewhere, issued identity papers which saved many from
repatriation to the Soviet Union, often intervened to prevent forc-
ible repatniation of individual refugees, countered Soviet propagan-
da denouncing the refugees, appealed to world public opinion, and
lobbied various agencies on behalf of the displaced persons.

When it was revealed that the refugees were being forcibly re-
patriated, Hlynka raised the matter in the House of Commons on
September 24, 1945. He requested that the Canadian government
appeal to Great Britain and the United States to condemn the prac-
tice and grant representatives of Ukrainian relief committees per-
mission to visit the camps where Ukrainians were found.!* A
month later, a total of thirty-five MPs, representing all four parties,
signed a petition to the Prime Minister urging him to intervene
against forceful repatriation.

In January, 1946, Rev. Dr. Kushnir went on a tour of the refu-
gee camps. Simultancously, CURB issued an appeal to the delegates
to a session of the United Nations Organization deploring forced
repatriation. On a motion by Eleanor Roosevelt, the assembly re-
solved to condemn the practice.'®
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The Second Ukrainian Canadian Congress, which met in Toronto
on June 4-6, 1946, authorized the UCC to appoint a special com-
mittee of five members to confer with the Canadian Government
in the matter of the settling of polical refugees on land in Canada.
It also demanded that the government broaden the immigration
laws to admit Ukrainian refugees, and resolved to continue the
campaign for contributions to the Ukrainian Canadian Relief Fund
which had already reached a total of $106,051.54.1¢

The Ukrainian pro-communists, on the other hand, were vehe-
mently opposed to the admission of refugees to Canada. In addition
to supporting the vociferous Soviet campaign against the displaced
persons as a matter of course, the Ukrainian communist leaders
had their own considerations. When the war ended their star was
in the ascendency and they were well aware of the threat posed by
the refugees. Many of the latter had friends and relatives among
the members and sympathizers of the pro-communist organizations
on whom they could exert an influence through correspondence, as
soon as postal service was established. If the refugees were allowed
into Canada, they would become an even more serious threat.
Consequently, the purpose of the Ukrainian communist campaign
was to discredit the refugees, block their admission to Canada and
force their repatriation.

So intense was the campaign conducted by the communists that
not one issue of their press appeared when the refugee question
was current without venomous articles by local and Soviet writers
attacking them as “traitors”, “enemies of the people” and “‘war
criminals”. In one article they were described as those ‘“who be-
trayed their nation, who scrved the German Nazis and helped
them to plunder and pillage, to torture and to hang their own
brothers and sisters”.!” Kubiyovych, president of the Ukrainian
Central Committee, was branded a “Quisling” who ‘“‘served landlord
Poland and Hitler Germany, helping to destroy the population of
Ukraine in order to populate those areas with racist Aryan coloni-
zers”. 18

In addition to the campaign in their press, the Ukrainian com-
munists directed propaganda to the Canadian public. They pub-
lished as a separatec pamphlet a translation of Manuilsky’s spcech
to the teachers in Lviv together with an article from the nationalist
paper, Krakivski Visty, describing the formation of the Waffen
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SS Division Galicia'® and distributed the pamphlet widely. Simulta-
neously, the communists exerted pressure on the government to
refuse the refugees admittance to Canada, and worked to block
every effort of the nationalists to assist them.

On November 12, 1945, the NEC of the Ukrainian pro-com-
munist organization, sent aresolution to the Prime Minister against
the admittance of refugees. It noted the agreement signed by the
Allied powers at Yalta for the repatriation of Soviet citizens and
declared that failure to comply meant a disregard of the accord,
and asserted that the refugees were, for the most part, ‘“‘disgraceful
Ukrainian fascist leaders, Ukrainian Quislings and traitors of the
Ukrainian people who willingly and ardently served the German
fascist aggressors and, together with the Germans, fought not only
the Red Army in the East but also the allied armies in the West
and consciously committed grave crimes against the Ukrainian
people”. The resolution also drew attention to the amnesty pro-
claimed by the Ukrainian SSR on November 27, 1944, and to the
article describing the organization of the Waffen SS Division Gali-
cia.?®

The Second Convention of the pro-communist association in
January, 1946, also sent a strongly-worded resolution to the Prime
Minister condemning the displaced persons and opposing their ad-
mittance to Canada. When CURB, claiming to represent two mil-
lion Ukrainians, addressed an appeal to the United Nations Secre-
tariat in January against the forcible repatriation of refugees, the
NEC of the AUUC, the Executive Committee of the WBA and the
two Ukrainian pro-communist newspapers sent letters condemning
the appeal. George Krenz, secretary of the WBA, sent a cable to
the United Nations protesting the Bureau’s claim to represent two
million Ukrainians and branded the action of its members (two of
whom were officers in the Canadian Armed Forces on active duty)
during the war as ““anti-Ukraine and fascist”.?!

The solution for the refugee problem, according to the com-
munists, was,

to advise them all to return home as millions have already done. Those

who are innocent have nothing to fear. He who has human blood on his

hands deserves neither assistance nor mercy.22

Swystun also joined the campaign with a series of speeches, de-
livered in the USA and Canada, directed against the refugees. On
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December 19, 1945, speaking in the Ukrainian Labor Temple in
Toronto, he charged that a group of Ukrainian nationalist leaders
in Canada was using the question of the refugees to drive a wedge
between Canada and the Soviet Union. Swystun added that the
nationalists were dissuading refugees from retumning home because
they wished to keep them in Western Europe “‘as an advance force
for intervention against Soviet Ukraine and other Soviet republics
in the war which they so openly declare is coming.”’?3

In another address on January 16, 1946, in Winnipeg, entitled
“Ukrainc and the Refugees” he classified the displaced persons
into two groups: those who were forcibly taken to Germany and
those who “collaborated with the Germans”.?*

Swystun avoided the degrading epithets of the communist press.
Instead, he presented reasoned arguments based on the assumption
that the Ukrainian people had freely chosen their form of govern-
ment. He refused to recognize the efforts of the Ukrainian nation-
alists on behalf of their nation’s independence. The Ukrainian
armed resistancc against the Germans and the Russians he described
as a struggle against Ukraine and asked:

... Who is dear to us: The Ukrainian who collaborated with the Ger-

man Nazis and non-Nazis, who are a completely alien nation for us, or

the Ukrainian who collaborated with Ukrainians, communists and non-

communists, our kin by blood, who fought for Ukraine?25

The agitation against the displaced persons by the communists
and their sympathizers exerted a strong influence on many promi-
nent citizens. Dailies in Toronto and Edmonton expressed various
degrees of opposition to the immigration of refugees to Canada.
On January 2, 1946, the Edmonton Joumal charged in an editorial
that the displaced persons were afraid to return home because they
had collaborated with the Germans, and declared:

As immigrants, these men would be wholly unacceptable. Their fascist,
pro-German taint would prevent them from ever becoming good Cana-
dian citizens. And, having betrayed their own country in its hour of
peril, what guarantee is there that they would not prove equally faithless
to Canada?

Communist propaganda was so effective that three of the thirty-
five MPs who had signcd a petition to the Prime Minister on behalf
of the refugees, D.M. Mclvor, Fort William, Walter Little, Temiska-
ming, and Ronald Moore, Churchill, withdrew their signatures, the
latter through a letter to the press, the others by personal com-
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unications to the NEC of the Ukrainian pro-communist association.
In his letter, Little wrote:

Thanks for your booklet in connection with “the truth about Ukrainian
Refugees” in Germany. ... I have now finally reached the conclusion
that these war refugees are, and were, supporters of the Hitler regime
and voluntarily offered their services in his aggression against human-
ity.26
The general attitude of hostility towards the refugees, generated
by communist propaganda, began to change after a public confron-
tation between communists and nationalists on the issue. In May,
1946, the Scnate resolved that the Standing Committee on Im-
migration and Labour be authorized to examine the desirability of
admitting immigrants, the type preferred, their availability, the
facilities to absorb them and the condition of their admission. On
May 29, the committce heard briefs from the two opposing groups —
the Ukrainian Canadian Committee, introduced by Anthony
Hlynka, and including John Solomon, MLA for Emerson, Manitoba,
Bohdan Panchuk, Rev. Dr. W. Kushnir and Rev. Dr. S.W. Sawchuk,
and a communist contingent led by John Boychuk and including
Stepan Macievich, Peter Prokop, George Krenz and John Navis.
Solomon outlined the contribution of the Ukrainian settlers to
the building up of Canada and to the war effort, expressed Canada’s
need for immigrants, explained the suitability of the Ukrainian dis-
placed persons and, describing the predicament of the refugees, de-
clared:

The people on whose behalf our committee appears here today are the
innocent refugees who have no place to go — people who know that back
home they will not be able to worship God in their own way, people
who know that to differ with the government in their own land would
mean banishment and death.27

The testimony of Panchuk, one of the first two RCAF officers
to land in Normandy on D-Day, was decisive. He had assisted the
military government and UNRRA in setting up camps for the dis-
placed persons and had been in constant touch with the Ukrainians
among them. Panchuk revealed that there were still between 300,000
and 500,000 Ukrainian displaced persons in Europe. He described
his first contact with them seven days after D-Day in France. They
were people who had been forcibly transported by the Germans
for forced labour but at the first opportunity had deserted and
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joined the French underground, forming the famous Taras Shev-
chenko unit of the Free French Forces. As the Allied forces moved
eastward, he met others — “long streams of people pushing carts,
pulling little wagons and carrying their belongings . .. making a
general exodus westward”. At Belsen concentration camp six miles
from which he was stationed for a time, he found that about thirty
per cent of the prisoners were Ukrainians. Panchuk declared that
among the displaced persons were people of various backgrounds,
all of whom “have gone through various hardships and who have
measured up to the demands” and who now looked *“‘westward as
the only hope for their future”. He also appealed on behalf of the
10,000 members of the Ukrainian Division whose members
“marched 150 miles to lay down their arms before our present
Governor General”.28

Rev. Dr. Kushnir, who had returned on May 4 after four months
in Europe where he visited all the Ukrainian refugee camps, testi-
fied that:

The British and American authorities and the people in UNRRA, and

those supervising the camps are prepared to accept these people . . . and

I do not see any reason — any substance for labelling displaced persons

as collaborators or naming them as Nazi war criminals. 29

Rev. Dr. Sawchuk who had served as chaplain for four years,
one of them overseas, described the religious persecution by Soviet
authorities and declared that if the displaced persons ‘““do not want
to go back to their native land they should be given an opportunity
to migrate where they could get ... work and bring up their fami-
lies in freedom. . . .”3°

The brief from the Ukrainian communist organization was pre-
sented by Macievich. He branded the displaced persons as:

(1) War criminals, (2) former collaborators with German occupation au-
thorities in Ukraine; and (3) a small group of people who have been be-
guiled into believing that they can escape the hardships of post-war res-
toration in their war-shattered native land by emigrating to Canada. . ..
They are nearly all professional politicians, lawyers, doctors, teachers
and even priests, who would not practice their professions in Canada,
and some business men without capital and students who have not finish-
ed their studies.3! '

He suggested that “immigration from these occupation groups
would, in all probability, soon constitute a serious problem and a
burden to the state” and urged the rejection of “any proposal that
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13. One of the Ukrainian communist objectives during World War II
was to discredit the Ukrainian refugees and those endeavouring to assist
them. In the cartoon the refugees are portrayed as collaborators of
Hitler with blood on their hands. The declaration reads: ‘“The Allied
Powers will apprehend the war criminals even in the remotest corners of
the earth and will subject them to a just trial.” (Signed) Roosevelt, Stalin,
Churchill. On the left the UCC is appealing to Ottawa: “Save our finest
and most outstanding Ukrainians.” The cartoon is titled: “How the
UCC is ‘defending’ Ukraine.” UZh, February 10, 1944.

immigration from this source be considered in terms of asylum for
political refugees as wrong in fact and prejudicial to the interests
of Canada”.??

The brief opposed any suggestion of accepting the Ukrainian
displaced persons as immigrants to Canada because,

the government of Ukraine has repeatedly extended amnesty to all with

the exception of those who are directly on the war criminal list and

who would be required to stand trial for their crimes. .. to permit

these people to come to Canada and give the appearances that former

war criminal and collaborationist records are viewed favourably by the

authorities would create sharp discord and enmity within our country

in general and the Ukrainian Canadians in particular.33

The members of the committee were apparently not impressed
by the communist brief. After Macievich, a member of the Com-
munist Party from the early 1930s and a graduate of one of tis
courses in political education in 1939, presented his brief, they
subjected him to prolonged and embarrassing questioning. He
denied that the organizations he represented were pro-communist
and evaded thc question as to whether they supported the LPP in
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elections. Macievich had no scruples about prevaricating before the
committee. But the senators were not convinced by his testimony
as is clear from the following comments:

Hon. Mr. Crear: 1 am bound to say to you as a witness that I prefer to
take the judgement of the Flight-Lieutenant rather than your own. He
was present and saw the conditions there. . ..

The Chairman: We would like to know what is in the back of your mind
and the minds of those for whom you speak. There seems to be some
particular influence that this Committee has not been given the benefit
of, I think.34

The Senate Committee Report, adopted on August 19, 1946,
concluded that “itis desirable that immigrants be admitted to Can-
ada in substantial numbers and commencing as soon as possible”.?3
It dashed all Ukrainian communist hopes of blocking the admission
of refugees to Canada and marked their first serious setback in the
rising Ukrainian communist fortunes since the German attack on
the USSR on June 22, 1941.

The nationalists took advantage of the report to intensify their
campaign on behalf of the refugees. The UCC immediately sent a
memorandum to Prime Minister Mackenzie King suggesting that
300,000 Ukrainian displaced persons could be resettled in Can-
ada.>®

Their efforts soon bore fruit. On June 6, 1947, the government
issued the first of a series of orders-in-council, admitting refugees
from Europe.?” They began arriving toward the end of 1947. By
1955, over 33,000 Ukrainians were admitted. (Table IV)

Most of the refugees eventually settled in industrial centres, the
very communities where the Ukrainian pro-communists were strong-
est. Since forcible repatriation excluded those who had not been
Soviet citizens prior to 1939, the majority of Ukrainian refugees
coming to Canada were from Western Ukraine.

The Ukrainian communists had waged a relentless campaign to
prevent the admittance of the refugees to Canada. Having failed in
that endeavour, they mounted a second campaign after the refugees
began arriving. What the communists feared most was the effect
the newcomers would have on the members of the AUUC and the
WBA. Consequently, the campaign’s main purpose was to discredit
the refugees in the eyes of the members and supporters of the
Ukrainian pro-communist organizations.

In this phase, the campaign against the refugees was conducted
mainly through the pages of the Ukrainian pro-communist press.
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Table IV

NUMBER OF UKRAINIAN DISPLACED PERSONS
ARRIVING IN CANADA 1946—47 to 1954-55

1946 — 1947 103
1947 — 1948 3,386
1948 — 1949 10,498
1949 — 1950 5,865
1950 — 1951 3,559
1951 — 1952 7,435
1952 — 1953 1,448
1953 — 1954 963
1954 — 1955 692
Total 33,949

Sources:

a Canada, Annual Report of the Department of Citizenship and Immigration For the
Fiscal Year Ended March 31, 1950, Ottawa, 1951, p. 36;

Ibid., For the Fiscal Year Ended March 31, 1951, Ottawa, 1952, p. 37;

Ibid., For the Fiscal Year Ended March 31, 1952, Ottawa, 1953, p. 29;

Ibid., For the Fiscal Year Ended March 31, 1953, Ottawa, 1954, p. 27;

Ibid,, For the Fiscal Year Ended March 31, 1954, Ottawa, 1955, p. 34.

Canada, Report of the Department of Citizenship and Immigration, 1954-1955, Ot-
tawa, 1955, p. 31.

Note: There is some duplication here as the last statistics are for the calendar year 1954.
The previous data covers the period from March 31, 1953, to March 31, 1954.
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It consisted of numerous charges, accusations and personal attacks
from various sources. Both Ukrainian pro-communist papers pub-
lished letters sent in by subscribers from their relatives in Ukraine
describing purported mass murders of the civilian population by
bands which were reported to be nationalists. According to one
such letter, members of a Bandera gang “cut people to pieces’ in a
certain village. In another, received by a subscriber, a cousin in
Western Ukraine reported that in his district “700 people died at
the hands of the Bandera gang”.38

They also published articles by Soviet reporters. In one of these
Bandera was described as a ‘““major war criminal whose hands are
smeared with the blood of women and children tortured to death
during the war”. Stetsko was accused of having “led punitive ex-
peditions of Hitlerites against Ukrainian peasants who did not
want to submit to German rule but wished to see Ukraine free and
happy”.?® The cditors of the Ukrainian pro-communist press chose
to ignore the fact that both men spent the greater portion of the
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war years in 2 German concentration camp, where Bandera’s two
brothers perished.*®

Numerous articles denouncing the refugees were also written by
the editors. One of those specializing on the subject was Shatulsky
who used various pen names. Among his contributions was a series
entitled: “The Bandera and Melnyk Groups in the Service of the
Enemies of the People”.?! He was surpassed in both volume and
venom by Krawchuk, one of whose series was entitled: “The Na-
tionalist Quagmire” and another, ‘“Always with the Enemy Against
Their Own People”.*? In his addresses to the third and the fourth
conventions of the AUUC in 1948 and 1950, Prokop devoted nearly
half of each report to attacks on the refugees.

In addition, there were denunciations of the refugees by contri-
butors from various localities in Canada. One correspondent des-
cribed metaphorically a speech delivered by a refugee professor to
the parishioners of the Ukrainian Orthodox Church in Atikokan,
Ontario, in the following language:

The Kiev professor vomited stinking German goulash. The parishioners

stopped their noses with their fingers in order not to hear that drivel.43

In their campaign against the displaced persons the Ukrainian
communists also attempted to exploit the prevailing economic
conditions in the early post-war years. There was strong public feel-
ing that incoming refugees were putting Canadians out of work.
The Ukrainian pro-communist press fanned such sentiments. It
wrote of “streets crowded with unemployed in every large city”
while “companies continue to bring in displaced persons”.**

The relations between the Ukrainian pro-communists and the
refugees were further aggravated by the communist glorification of
Soviet power as the source of all virtue and righteousness. What ir-
ritated the newcomers most was the degrading language used in
describing them.*3

It was not long before the new arrivals, provoked by the inces-
sant and Irresponsible communist attacks, began to retaliate. In
Val D’or, Quebec, they invaded a membership meeting of the
AUUC and the policc had to be called to eject them; in Kingston
they were accused of smashing the windows in the Ukrainian Labor
Temple.*®

After his return from Ukraine, Teresio went on a tour to report
on his trip. In Kuroki, Saskatchewan, the newcomers disrupted his
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meeting; in Saskatoon the police were called after refugees chal-
lenged the speaker’s remarks; in Edmonton a stink bomb was ex-
ploded in front of the platform; in Spedden, Alberta, a group of
residents, led by a local refugee, attacked W. Hluchaniuk, the ad-
ministrator of Ukrayinske Slovo.*”

Krawchuk, who followed Teresio on a lecture tour after spend-
ing two years in Ukraine, also experienced the ire of the incensed
refugees. Intimately acquainted with the situation in Ukraine, they
fired a barrage of questions at him, which he could not answer, at
a meeting in the Ukrainian Labor Temple in Winnipeg. The ques-
tioners, one hundred of the seven or eight hundred present, were
interrupted, fighting ensued and the police were called to quell the
riot.*8

Three weeks later, displaced persons organized another reception
for Krawchuk. The AUUC branch in Timmins called a meeting in
the local labor temple for Sunday evening November 11, 1949, at
which he was to speak. As a precaution against the possibility of
disruption by the refugees, it was closed to all but those with in-
vitations. There was considerable ill feeling between the refugees
and the communists in Timmins. Unemployment among the native
population was quite high and the communists explited this to
generate hostility toward the displaced persons. On March 4,1948,
Ukrayinske Zhyttia declared editorially that in Timmins there
were three hundred employed refugees and three hundred unem-
ployed Canadians.

The newcomers intended to challenge Krawchuk at the meeting.
Denied admittance, they gatheredin front of the AUUC hall. Other
citizens who were also hostile to the communists, joined them,
forming a crowd about two hundred persons. Some began throw-
ing bricks and stones through the windows, others ripped off the
railing along the stairs leading to the front entrance and battered
down the door. Nine people were injured by missiles or personal
assault. Among them was Nick Hubaly, president of the local
branch of the AUUC, and Tom Kremyr, a member and a life-long
resident of Timmins, who was dragged down the stairs, kicked and
severely beaten.??

The communists were greatly disturbed by the attacks and
launched sharp protests to the government, demanding deportation
or punishment of the perpetrators of the assaults. They were soon
faced with new cause for alarm.
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The nationalists had been pressing the Canadian government to
increase the number of refugees to be admitted. They were espe-
cially concerned about the survivors of the First Ukrainian Divi-
sion. In May, 1945, its members had surrendered to the British in
the vicinit\y of Gratz, Austria, and were intermmed at Rimini, Italy,
not as prisoners of war but as Surrendered Enemy Personnel. They
were visited in March, 1946, by the Rev. Dr. Kushnir, in January,
1947, by Hlynka and in April, 1947, by Panchuk. In May began
their transfer to England where they were first interned and em-
ployed as agricultural labourers and later released.5°

On June 15,1950, in reply to a question by John Decore, Liber-
al MP for Vegreville, as to the possibility of admitting members of
the division as immigrants, the Honourable Walter Harris, Minister
of Citizenship and Immigration, replied that “we are quite prepared
to accept them”.?! The AUUC immediately protested the govern-
ment decision. As the former members of the division began to ar-
rive in Canada, the pro-communist organizations proceeded to
mount a vociferous campaign against them.

The climax of the reaction to the communist campaign came on
Sunday evening October 8, 1950. A children’s concert was in pro-
gress before a packed house at the Ukrainian Labor Temple at 300
Bathurst Street in Toronto. At approximately nine pm, there was
a flash followed by a terrific explosion that knocked out a portion
of a brick wall and a steel window framing and hurled railroad
spikes into the ceiling and shattered glass into the crowded audi-
torium. Eleven persons were injured, none seriously.

Acting Chief Constable M. Mulholland reported that either dyna-
mite or nitroglycerine bomb, to which railroad spikes were fastened,
had been placed on the window ledge over the exit doors on the
south side of the building. He posted a reward of $1,500 for infor-
mation leading to the arrest and conviction of persons responsible.
The communists blamed the members of the First Ukrainian Divi-
sion. Prokop even declared: “We know who these people are but
we can’t put our finger on them right away”’.>? They held a protest
mecting in Toronto at which 5,000 were present, and sent a delega-
tion to the city council demanding that the leaders of the terrorists
be brought to trial and punished. However, no one was ever charged
and the crime remained unsolved.

Subsequently there were other less dramatic incidents of vio-
lence against Ukrainian communists and their property for which
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the newcomers were blamed. At 7:00 am on Christmas morning,
1951, an intruder broke into the Vancouver residence of John
Dubno, the provincial secretary of the AUUC, and attacked him.
On January 3, 1952, five windows were smashed in the Ukainian
Labor Temple in Vancouver.®? A year later, on January 13, out-
siders disrupted a meeting in the Ukrainian Labor Temple in Sud-
bury at which Krenz, the secretary of the WBA was to speak.’?

As passions cooled, such incidents became less frequent. A few
refugees who found the initial years in Canada somewhat difficult
were even prevailed upon by pro-communists to attend events in
the labor temples and subscribe to the Ukrainian pro-communist
press. The leaders saw this as the beginning of the extension of
their influence among the refugees. At the Fifth Convention of the
AUUC in 1952, Krawchuk declared that there were ‘‘problems and
interests around which we can and must find a common language
with them”. He advised the delegates ‘‘to invite them to our af-
fairs, invite them to our meeting . . . give them our newspapers””.*?

Communist hopes of winning over the refugees were short-lived.
As the newcomers found permanent employment and became es-
tablished, they were less inclined to frequent the labor temples.
Moreover, new developments placed the pro-communists on the
defensive. Khrushchov’s revelations, in 1956, of the crimes of Stalin
and the visits of members of the pro-communist organizations to
their native land disillusioned many with Soviet reality. The Ukrain-
jan communist leaders faced the problem of holding members who
were realizing that there could be some truth to what the dis-
placed persons had been saying.

As they became integrated into Canadian society, the refugees
exerted a growing influence on the Ukrainian community that had
far-reaching consequences for both the nationalists and the com-
munists. A fair proportion of the newcomers possessed a higher
education which enabled them to enter business and the profes-
sions. Some achieved prominence in their chosen fields, raising the
prestige of the Ukrainian community. Many were politically con-
scious with wide experience in community affairs. Their arrival in-
jected new life into and raised the morale of the nationalist camp,
revitalized their organizational life, established new Ukrainian insti-
tutions and provided a mass of cnthusiastic young recruits and
leaders. Their first hand accounts of experiences in the USSR chal-
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lenged the pro-Soviet propaganda of the communists, intensified
nationalist opposition to the USSR, checked the leftward trend
that had been developing in Ukrainian ranks under the influence
of Soviet popularity during the war, and reestablished the national-
ists as the dominant force in the Ukrainian community.

For thc communists, the refugees presented a challenge with
which they could not cope effectively. The personal experience of
the newcomers with Soviet reality made it impossible to counter
their criticism of the USSR. The attacks on their meetings alarmed
the communists, placed them on the defensive and forced them to
abandon open public meetings. The refugees also undermined the
morale and the strength of the pro-communist organization by the
influence they exerted individually on relatives and friends in the
communist movement. Their presence proved to be one of the
most important factors in checking the growth of the Ukrainian
pro-communist organizations and in contributing to their decline.



VI

Ties With the Fatherland

IHE German attack on the USSR in 1941 made possible
the reestablishment of relations which had been severed in 1939
between the Ukrainian pro-communists and the Soviet Union and
Ukraine. Within weeks of the German onslaught the newly formed
Ukrainian Committees to Aid the Fatherland sponsored mass meet-
ings at which resolutions of solidarity with the USSR were for-
warded to Moscow. Contacts were reestablished when M. Kalinin,
President of the USSR, replied on September 26, 1941 to the Win-
nipeg committee’s resolution and expressed his thanks for “the sin-
cere fraternal solidarity with the Soviet people and its Red Army”.!
The Association proceeded immediately after its formation to
organize a campaign to raise relief for the embattled Soviet forces
and the war victims. On July 26, it issued an appeal to Ukrainians
in Canada “to render every possible aid to our fatherland, Soviet
Ukraine, in the struggle against the bloodthirsty Nazi aggressor”
and “to our adopted fatherland, Canada, in the conduct of the
most effective war against Nazi Germany and Fascist Italy”.? Sup-
ported by its press, the Association plunged enthusiastically and
energetically into every campaign designed to provide assistance to
the USSR and raised nearly three quarters of a million dollars.
(Table V) In addition, the NEC of the Association provided ten
operating tables with instruments for hospitals in Lviv and Cher-
nivtsi. *
Simultaneously, relations between the Ukrainian pro-commun-
ists and Soviet authorities expanded. Contacts were maintained

*Although many Ukrainians from Canada have visited both cities, no mention has ever
been made of the receipt of this equipment by any official in either city.
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through the Slav Committee which was formed in Moscow on Au-
gust 11, 1941, to mobilize Slav support for the USSR in the war.

Table V

SUMS RAISED BY UKRAINIAN PRO-COMMUNIST ORGANIZATIONS
DURING WORLD WAR II IN VARIOUS CAMPAIGNS TO AID THE USSR

Red Cross Fund for Medical Aid $132,226.002
Medical Aid to the Red Army 102,466.51b
Red Cross Campaign for New and Used Clothing 100,000.00¢
Aid to Russia Fund 300,000.009
Fund for Rebuilding Hospital in Kiev 25,000.00°
Fund to Rebuild Hospitals in Lviv and Chervivtsi 63,475.35

$723,167.86
Sources:

a UZh, March 26, 1942;

b Kanadski Ukrayintsi dopomahayut narodam Radianskoho Soiuzu (Canadian Ukrain-
ians Aid to the Peoples of the Soviet Union) Toronto: National Executive Committee,
Association of Canadian Ukrainians, 1941-1943, p. 64;

US, December 29, 1943;

Ibid., November 3, 1943;

Ibid., September 6, 1944.
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After postal connections were renewed, Soviet propaganda began
arriving in quantity. There were articles especially written for the
Ukrainian press outside the USSR, frequent news releases and a
variety of books, pamphlets, journals and newspapers from all of
which the Ukrainian pro-communist press often reprinted material.

Simultaneously, Soviet films with Russian dialogue and English
subtitles made their appearance in Canada. In larger towns and
cities they were screened in commercial movie theatres, in smaller
towns, they were shown in local community centres under the
sponsorship of Ukrainian pro-communists. Theatres and halls across
Canada reverberated to the sound of Russian speech, generating a
feeling of sympathy for and identity with the people of the Soviet
Union.

In June 1942, diplomatic relations were established between
Canada and the USSR. In October, Fyodor Gusev, the Soviet
ambassador, arrived. This opcned a new channel of contact and

introduced a new chapter in relations between Ukrainians in Can-
ada and the USSR.
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On November 7, there were coast to coast rallies to greet the
USSR on the twenty-fifth anniversary of the Russian revolution.
Gusev was invited to address the meeting in Montreal. On Novem-
ber 25, he appeared at a rally in Maple Leaf Gardens to launch the
Aid to Russia Fund.

The Ukrainian pro-communists were quick to exploit the prece-
dent set by the Soviet diplomat’s appearance at public meetings.
Their Association, which had joined the Red Cross campaign,
pledged a quota of $100,000 and sponsored a concert in Massey
Hall in Toronto on December 26 to raise money for the fund. They
invited the Soviet embassy to send a representative. Aware of the
large Ukrainian population in Canada, the Soviet govemment had
included Ukrainians on its embassy staff. Among these was Ivan
Volenko, the press attache, who was assigned to represent the
embassy. His address to the meeting, with its moving description
of Nazi barbarities in Ukraine, raised the emotions of those present
and enhanced the appeal for funds.

After this auspicious appearance, embassy representatives were
frequent guests at Ukrainian pro-communist gatherings, not all of
which were organized to raise funds for the Soviet Union. On June
22, 1943, the second anniversary of the invasion of the USSR,
Gusev was a guest at a rally at Maple Leaf Gardens. On the same
date, Volenko spoke on the need for a second front at a meeting
in the Ukrainian Labor Temple in Winnipeg.

Although other members of the embassy staff also appeared,
Volenko was the most frequent guest at Ukrainian pro-communist
affairs. On October 24, 1943, at a mass meeting in Massey Hall,
Navis presented him with a jubilee book of greetings from Ukrain-
ians in Canada containing 20,000 signatures and $25,000 for re-
building a hospital in Kiev. The press attache addressed another
gathering on January 9, 1944, in the Fort William Ukrainian Labor
Temple. Volenko was again a guest, along with noted local civic and
provincial dignitaries, at a meeting in the Civic Auditorium in Win-
nipeg on June 11. A week later Volenko was at a meeting in Ed-
monton to celebrate the union of all Ukrainian lands.

The Soviet guests were always very formal, restrained and cor-
rect. In their addresses they dealt with the devastation caused by
the war, the Nazi atrocities, especially in Ukraine, the urgency of a
second front, the indispensibility of friendship of the Allied powers
in the post-war, or simply expressed thanks and gratitude for the
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aid given to the Soviet Union. There was generally a great deal of
emphasis on Ukraine and an appeal to Ukrainian patriotism, de-
signed to win sympathy and support for the Soviet regime.

The Soviet spokesmen were greeted with reverence and awe as
representatives of a heroic people fighting for its life against great
odds. Everywhere they made dcep impressions on their listeners;
inspired their audiences to make greater contributions to the war
effort and the financial campaigns to aid the USSR; broke down
many prevalent anti-Soviet prejudices and enhanced the influence
of the USSR, which they represented, and the prestige of the Ukrai-
nian pro-communists, who acted as their hosts.

The Ukrainian communists visualized the post-war period as one
of peaceful development and coopcration between nations in which
Ukraine would advance “to new heights of human happiness and
prosperity”.? As Ukrainians, deeply attached to their native land,
they were anxious to make their contribution by expanding rela-
tions and promoting cultural ties and exchanges. As communists,
they planned to capitalize on such relations to undermine the in-
fluence of their opponents, the nationalists, and to advance their
own organizations and further the communist cause.

These objectives coincided with the interests of the USSR. After
emerging from the war as a victorious world power, it embarked
on a program to extend its influence for the avowed purpose of
promoting peace, which it desperately needed to heal the wounds
of war, and to provide security against future attacks, which it
greatly dreaded. The more than half million Ukrainians in Canada
were regarded as potential sympathizers and the Ukrainian pro-
communist organizations as a convenient beachhead for extending
Soviet influence.

Consequently, relations between the USSR and the Ukrainian
communists expanded as the war was drawing to an end. In May
1944, postal service between Canada and the Soviet Union was re-
established, making it possible for the Ukrainians in Canada to
correspond with relatives and friends at home. The following year
the Ukrainian pro-communist press began publishing letters to its
rcaders from Ukraine. They followed a common pattern, indicating
a common source of inspiration and purpose.

Sometimes a correspondent, wishing to inform the addressee of
his or her unenviable plight, but afraid to describe it openly, would
use Aesopian language, or lavish exaggerated praise to emphasize
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the opposite of the real situation. In one case a woman wrote, short-
ly after the war ended and Ukraine lay devastated that: “Now every-

thing is fine since the Moscovites have come. . .. I have received
one horse and a cow.” A youth wrote that ‘“my parents work on
the collective farm. They earn a very great deal. . . . We live well.”

A nephew, who wished to inform his aunt that his father was exiled
to Siberia after his return from Germany, wrote that his father had
been taken to Germany for forced labor but now *is still working
far away in the Soviet Union”’.*

Anyone acquainted with Soviet reality would immediately un-
derstand the meaning that the correspondents were trying to con-
vey. The Ukrainian pro-communist press published the letters as
evidence of the well being of Soviet citizens.

Postal service between Canada and the USSR was expanded by
an agreement, signed on June 24, 1955, to provide for direct parcel
post shipments between the two countries. Three months later the
Ukrainian pro-communist press carried an advertisement announc-
ing that a newly-formed enterprise, Ukrainska Knyha, located at
1162 Dundas Street West in Toronto, was empowered by the
USSR to transmit parcels to the Soviet Union with all charges, in-
cluding Soviet customs duties, prepaid by the sender.’ Subsequent-
ly, branches were opened in other cities (Further details in Chapter
II).

Early in 1958, Knyha’s Toronto branch moved its parcel divi-
sion to 962 Bloor Street West. A bookstore, dealing in current
Soviet literature (a great deal of it Soviet propaganda) was opened
at Knyha’s former location. The bookstore was eventually ex-
panded to handle musical instruments, phonograph records, cer-
amics, perfumes and limited quantities of canned foods and sweets.
Book sections were also added to Knyha stores in other centres.

Literature was supplied by Mezhdunarodnaia Kniga, the Soviet
book exporting firm in Moscow, at sixty per cent less than the
Soviet retail price. A great deal of Soviet literature was sent free of
charge by the Society for Cultural Relations in Kiev. The recipients
were the branches of the Society for Cultural Relations With
Ukraine in Winnipeg and Toronto, the Ukrainian pro-communist
newspapers, the provincial committees and the NEC of the AUUC.

The literature included current Ukrainian and Russian news-
papers, journals and magazines; Ukrainian dictionaries and school
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texts; sheet music for orchestras and choirs; Ukrainian classics and
current literary works; books on social and natural sciences; books
on politics ranging from the collected works of Marx, Engels, Lenin
and Stalin (until 1956) to political tracts and speeches of Soviet
government and party leaders, and a variety of other propaganda
pamphlets.

In November 1960, the Society for Cultural Relations With
Ukrainians Abroad, in Kiev, launched a semi-monthly newspaper,
Vistt = Ukrayiny (News From Ukraine), and mailed it out free of
charge. It was filled with articles describing the “‘great achievements’’
of the Ukrainian people under the Soviet regime and was designed
to influence Ukrainians abroad. In 1964 the Society began publish-
ing a parallel paper in English, News From Ukraine.

Radio contact was established when Kiev Radio started beaming
programs on short wave to North America in both Ukrainian and
English. On March 5, 1958, it had a special one-hour program of
greetings on the occasion of the fortieth anniversary of the ULFTA-
AUUC.®

There was one particular group of Ukrainians in Canada with
whom Soviet authorities seemed eager to establish closer relations.
In October 1945, the consular branch of the Soviet embassy in Ot-
tawa announced that all former citizens of Western Ukraine and
Byelorussia living abroad, who had Polish citizenship, should, in
accordance with a decree of the Supreme Soviet of the USSR, re-
gister as Soviet citizens no later than December 31, 1945, in em-
bassies and consulates of the USSR.”

The displaced persons in Europe generally refused to register,
but hundreds of Ukrainian, Byelorussian and Russian pre-1939 im-
migrants in Canada who were members and sympathizers of pro-
communist organizations, influenced by Soviet propaganda and
filled with nostalgia for their homeland, applied in person and ac-
cepted Soviet citizenship. In British Columbia alone about 700 re-
gistered.®

Those who heeded the Soviet appeal interpreted the procedure
as a first step in arrangements to return home. Their anxiety was
revealed by the following incident. In July 1946, about 170 of
those who had registered in British Columbia assembled at a ban-
quet in a Vancouver hotel. Their spokesman, Victor Shpihun, a 41-
year old shipyard worker who had recently been laid off for seven
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weeks, explained with smiles which revealed his gold-filled teeth
that they wished to return to build *“‘an orchard for the people of
the USSR”. Although he had done well in Canada, Shpihun was
convinced that there were better opportunities for himself and his
children in the USSR. The gatheringrequested the Canadian govern-
ment to assist them in getting to the Soviet Union. Shpihun ex-
pressed the impatience of the group: “We want to go soon; we
don’t want to wait too long”.? *

While the Soviet government wished to entice the Ukrainian dis-
placed persons to the USSR, it did not appear anxious to issue
visas to pre-1939 immigrants in Canada who, by Soviet standards,
enjoyed a high standard of living. A group of thirty-five families
was permitted to return to Ukraine in the spring of 1948.'°® How-
ever, in spite of repeated applications, it was ten years before others
received Soviet entry visas. In the meantime, many lost their ardour
for returning to Ukraine but they remained Soviet citizens.

Among those who went back were men with wives and families
still at home, older people who wished to spend their last years
with relatives and friends in their native land and those who became
dazzled by Soviet propaganda about the glories of the new society.

While some Ukrainians were returning home, Soviet authorities
intensified their efforts to influence those that remained. In ad-
dition to representatives of the Soviet embassy who appeared at
Ukrainian pro-communist gatherings with increased frequency and
sometimes under unprecedented circumstances, there were delega-
tions and tourist groups of prominent personalities from Ukraine.
Their visits usually coincided with some pro-communist event.
Eventually individual artists and groups of performers arrived for
stage appearances before Ukrainian and Canadian audiences.

In January 1946, Volenko was a guest at the second convention
of the Ukrainian pro-communist organization in Winnipeg. This
was the first time that a Soviet diplomat had attended such an
event. There were also greetings from Mykhailo Hrechukha, the
president of the Ukrainian SSR, and others.!! Not since the Tenth
Convention of the ULFTA in 1929 had a gathering of Ukrainian
pro-communists in Canada received so many greetings from Ukraine.

After the defection of Igor Gouzenko in 1946 and the subsequent
revelations of a Soviet spy nctwork in Canada, which created a

*According to reports, Shpihun died in Vancouver.
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hostile public sentiment toward and strained relations with the
USSR, representatives of the Soviet embassy did not appear at pro-
communist gatherings. Khrushchov’s revelations in 1956 of the
crimes of Stalin, and his policy of peaceful co-existence mellowed
Canadian public attitude toward the USSR. Lester Pearson, the
Secretary of External Affairs, visited the Soviet Union in 1955 and
relations once more became cordial. Representatives of the Soviet
embassy again appeared as guests at Ukrainian pro-communist
events usually attending several each year.

On January 25, 1958, D. Chuvakhin, the Soviet ambassador to
Canada, spoke at the eighth convention banquet of the AUUC in
Toronto, setting another precedent. Chuvakhin’s successor, A.
Arutiunian, an Armenian, showed considerable interest in and
sympathy for the Ukrainians in Canada. Accompanied by his wife,
he attended the eighth anniversary celebrations at Palermo on June
28, 1959.

The first delegation from Ukraine, made up mostly of literary
figures, arrived in Canada in 1961. Its members participated in the
annual celcbrations at Palermo on July 9 and later spent two weeks
touring several cities and places of interest.

The following year, Soviet authorities made renewed efforts to
woo Ukrainians in Canada. In the somewhat relaxed climate ush-
ered in by Khrushchov’s speech at the Twentieth Congress of the
CPSU, a group of young writers known as ‘“‘the people of the six-
ties”, emerged in Ukraine. Led by Ivan Dzyuba, an able and out-
spoken literary critic, they levelled some bold criticism at the ex-
cesses of the past and the abuses of the present. Some nationalists,
hoping that this was a prelude to the relaxation of the Russian grip
on Ukraine, began to mellow somewhat in their attitude to the
USSR. Soviet authorities apparently felt that the time was most
opportune for extending Soviet influence among them.

In May 1962, the first group of performers, the internationally
famous Virsky Dance Ensemble from Kiev, arrived in Canada for a
number of appearances. In October of the following year, Dmytro
Hnatiuk, the outstanding Ukrainian tenor from the province of
Bukovina, made a concert tour of larger Canadian cities.

The tours were followed by a new Soviet move to influence
Ukrainians in Canada: the appointment of a Ukrainian, I.T. Shped-
ko, as Soviet ambassador. Relations with Ukrainian pro-communists
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reached their peak during his tenure. On June 30, 1963, he was at
the annual Palermo celebration. The following year, Shpedko spoke
at the Shevchenko concert in Winnipeg on March 8. The next day
he placed a wreath at the statue of Shevchenko erected on the
grounds of the Manitoba Legislative Building by the nationalists in
1961. He also visited a display at the University of Manitoba, or-
ganized by the Slavic Department and the Society for Cultural Re-
lations With Ukraine to commemorate the Shevchenko anniversary.

The crowning effortin Shpedko’s campaign to influence Ukrain-
ian nationalists was a visit to Canada by a group of twenty, care-
fully-selected Ukrainian “tourists’’, headed by Kateryna Antonivna
Kolosova, the able and ambitious president of the Society for Cul-
tural Relations in Kiev. The group made a tour of the main Ukrain-
ian centres in Canada in December and January of 1964-5, during
which they sought meetings with the nationalists in each of the
cities they visited. In Winnipeg, two of the visitors made contact
with the UCC.'? However, the nationalists were not as easily in-
fluenced as Soviet authorities had hoped. Their suspicions were
particularly aroused when they learned that Kolosova’s husband
was a Russian. Her encounters with the nationalists were often
quite heated. In one instance, when questions became highly em-
barrassing, Kolosova, who, according to rumours in Kiev, was being
groomed as ambassador to succeed Shpedko, walked out and was
followed by the other Soviet guests.!?

Relations with Ukrainian pro-communists became somewhat
routine after Kolosova’s visit, and meetings with nationalists de-
clined. Virsky’s ensemble again toured Canada in October 1966,
and a tourist group arrived in November led by I.P. Haidayenko,
an author from Odessa. He was highly embarrassed when national-
ists in Toronto asked for the titles of his works and Haidayenko, a
Ukrainian, was forced to admit that he wrote in Russian. In Win-
nipeg, when questions became provocative, he walked out of an
interview.!?

Shpedko continued his public contacts with the Ukrainian pro-
communists. He appeared at Palermo at a commemoration of the
centenary of confederation on July 2 and again on June 30, 1968,
before he left his post in October to return to Moscow. He was re-
placed by another Ukrainian, B.P. Myroshnychenko. The new am-
bassador was a guest at a reception in his honour in the Ukrainian
Labor Temple in Toronto in January 1969 and at the Dominion
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Day celebration in Palermo. However relations with Ukrainians
were not as warm as under Shpedko. Myroshnychenko did not
possess the charisma of his predecessor and relations between
Ukrainian pro-communists and Soviet authorities had become
strained over the issues of Russification and visas.

Exchange was a two-way process. While Soviet representatives
visited Ukrainians in Canada, Ukrainian-Canadian pro-Soviet lead-
ers were invited to Ukraine and the Soviet Union, at first individ-
ually and later also in groups as “delegations’’.

Since travel to the USSR has always been strictly controlled,
foreign guests came only on invitation from a sponsor who covered
all expenses and was responsible for the guests. Ukrainians were in-
vited either by the Ukrainian Society for Cultural Relations with
Foreign Countries, if their tours were confined to Ukraine, or by
the Slav Committee in Moscow or by both societies if the guests’
itineraries were wider.

In each case, a representative of the sponsoring society met the
guests at the point of landing on Soviet territory, accompanied
them on a predetermined tour and closely supervised their activi-
ties. Sometimes the guides were secret police agents assigned to
keep a close watch on the guest and often to elicit information.

The first to be invited was Prokop who left in the second half of
July 1946 “to acquaint himself with the life of the Ukrainian people
and to view the consequences of the German fascist occupation”.!?
Early in September, Shatulsky and Weir went to Belgrade as dele-
gates to the All-Slav Congress. On December 11, they left for
Ukraine where they remained nearly four months.

Shortly after their return, representatives of Ukrainian and Car-
pathian organizations of Canada and the USA met in Toronto on
April 19-20, 1947, and launched a drive to raise $250,000 for the
purchase of food and medicine for the orphans of Ukraine. The
collection was officially launched at a mass meeting in Massey Hall
on May 25. After M.V. Dekhtiar of the Soviet embassy described
the devastation in Ukraine, the members of the audience donated
nearly $35,000.'® Simultaneously the Society for Cultural Rela-
tions With Ukraine initiated a campaign to collect English books
for the educational institutions of Ukraine.

Over $200,000 was raised in Canada and $65,000 in the USA
for the orphan fund.!” In November, the Soviet ship Rosstya left
New York with medicine, food and clothing for the orphans and
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over 6,000 books for the educational institutions. In the meantime,
a delegation made up of Teresio and Krawchuk from Canada and
Mykhailo Rakochy from the USA, flew to Ukraine to distribute
the gifts. Teresio returned in May. Krawchuk remained as cor-
respondent for nearly two years, visiting many regions and return-
ing in September 1949.!8

In October 1950, a year after Krawchuk’s return, Hrynchyshyn
was dispatched to Ukraine. He remained a year, returning in Sep-
tember 1951.'° In 1953, Stepan Macievich, editor-in-chief of Ukray-
inske Zhyttia, was sent to Ukraine as a correspondent, returning a
year and a half later.?°

Beginning in 1954, the number of invitations extended to Ukrain-
ians, both individuals and groups, increased. But, whereas previous-
ly the guests usually came on special mission, after 1954 Soviet au-
thorities began extending invitations to individuals as a reward for
loyalty and service to the communist movement and/or because
they wished to influence and win them to their cause. Invitations
for groups of Ukrainians, usually for some anniversary or special
event, were forwarded to the NEC of the AUUC specifying the
number invited. The latter decided who was to go.

Soviet authorities regarded 1954 as having special significance.
It marked the 300th anniversary of the agreement signed at Pereya-
slav, a small town in central Ukraine, between Bohdan Khmelnyt-
sky, Cossack leader and head of the Ukrainian state, and Muscovy
(Russia). The agreement provided for the union of the two countries
as sovereign states. The Russians, the more numerous and powerful-
of the two, soon imposed their rule on the Ukrainians. Anxious to
establish the legitimacy of Russian presence in Ukraine and to
counteract the demands for independence by Ukrainians abroad,
the Soviet government attempted to utilize the anniversary to glori-
fy the Pereyaslav Agreement as an act of voluntary and “‘eternal”
union of the two nations, with grandiose celebrations to commemo-
rate the anniversary.

Two delegations representing the Ukrainian pro-communist or-
ganizations in Canada attended the celebrations. The first, consist-
ing of nine, arrived in May and included Kardash, Boychuk and
three provincial secretaries of the AUUC: Maksym Roshko of Que-
bec, George Solomon of Alberta and John Dubno of British Co-
lumbia. After three weeks in the USSR they left for Bulgaria. The
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'
second, a youth delegation of five, led by Michael Mokry, the pro-
vincial secretary of the AUUC in Manitoba, came on the invitation
of the Slav Committee.

Since 1954, at least one delegation from the AUUC and WBA
has visited the Soviet Union each year. In 1959 there were three: a
women’s group of seven, which included the widows of Navis and
Shatulsky; another group headed by Eugene Dolny; and a delega-
tion of five to the twentieth anniversary celebration of the “liber-
ation” and union of Western with Soviet Ukraine, led by Krawchuk.

The Soviet Union also had a special guest in 1954, Wasyl Swy-
stun, the former nationalist leader, who was invited by the Slav
Committee and the Society For Cultural Relations for a two month
visit. His tour took him to various parts of Russia and Ukraine. On
June 5 he had an audience with Khrushchov.?! The special invita-
tion by two societies for a two month visit (invitations were usually
for a month or less) and the interview with Khrushchov indicated
that Swystun was highly regarded. The visit had undoubtedly been
arranged on the highest level.

Accompanied by his wife, Swystun was in the USSR for a second
two-month visit in 1957 and had another audience with Khrush-
chov.?? He made a third and last trip to the USSR in 1961 and
again had an interview with the Soviet premier and first secre-
tary.??

In 1950, arrangements were made whereby the Ukrainian So-
ciety for Cultural Relations With Foreign Countries sponsored
members of the Ukrainian pro-communist organizations to study
in Kiev, for periods ranging from several months to five years. The
Society specified the number (it reached as high as six) to be sent
each year and the AUUC selected the students from its ranks. These
were approved by the Ukrainian National Party Committec with
the representative of the NEC of the party present. The list was re-
viewed by the sponsoring Society in Kiev.

The purpose was to train personnel for the AUUC such as editors,
administrators, organizers, chorecographers, teachers and dance in-
structors. Students under this arrangement were enrolled in post-
secondary school programs in the arts, culture or politics at various
higher educational institutions in Kiev: the university, conserva-
tory, choreographic and pedagogical institutes or the Higher Party
School of the CC of the Communist Party of Ukraine.
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Regardless of the course of study or the institute, each student
received at least a minimum of instruction in Marxism-Leninism
which included the history of the CPSU, political economy, the
Soviet constitution and other political subjects.

The society provided each student with 2 monthly stipend ranged
from 120 roubles for those attending the party school to ninety
for those in other institutions®>® (Stipends for Soviet university
students began at twenty roubles). Lodging, for all except those at
the university, was provided free of charge in a dormitory of the
party school.

Originally the policy of the AUUC was to send mature and adult
personnel, who had already proven themselves. Not all who could
have profited were able to go. When the list of older members was
exhausted, the NEC began selecting y ounger and generally untried
candidates, eventually reaching down to the teenage level.

The first to profit from these courses were three able young
men who had distinguished themselves in the cultural work of the
AUUC: Walter Balay, dance instructor and choreographer from
Toronto, and Eugene Dolny and Myron Shatulsky (son of Mat-
thew), musicians from Winnipeg. They arrived in Ukraine in the
summer of 1950. Balay returned after eight months, Dolny after
two years and Shatulsky after three.*

Since then, the AUUC has been sending a group of students an-
nually for training in Kiev. In the 1964-65 school year there were
ten in various higher educational institutions, including the Higher
Party School.

Nearly all the leading younger AUUC personnel, engaged in cul-
tural and organizational work, have had training in Kiev. Among
them are Mykola Hrynchyshyn, Stanley Dobrowlsky, Michael Mo-
kry, John Chitrenky, Constantine Kostaniuk, William Chomyn,
William Philipowich and Mary Skrypnyk.

The provision for training its personnel in Soviet institutions,
with free tuition, stipends for the students and excellent instruc-
tion, was a great asset to the AUUC. Each year several graduates
returned to augment its cadres and new students were sent for
training. It gave the communists an advantage over their nationalist
rivals who could not provide comparable training for their person-
nel.

After 1956, Ukrainians were also sent by the CPC to the Higher
Party School of the Central Committee of the CPSU in Moscow.
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Among them were Walter Makowecki and Harry Strynadka from
Edmonton and Peter Boychuk and Helen Weir of Toronto. How-
ever, only Helen Weir was active in the pro-communist organiza-
tions. The others were party functionaries.

In 1952, special arrangements were made whereby Ukrainian
communist leaders who were chronically ill, could receive extended
medical care in the Soviet Union. The first to benefit from the ar-
rangement was Matthew Shatulsky who underwent treatment in
Kiev for arteriosclerosis from March to May in 1952. Navis, who
suffered from a bad heart and cirrhosis of the liver, followed him
in June 1953. After undergoing treatment for nearly a year he
died on the Empress of Britain on his way back to Canada. Since
then several Ukrainian communist leaders have made trips each
year to the various plush rest homes and sanatoria of the USSR for
medical treatment and rest cures.

There was no tourist travel to the USSR from Canada until
1956 when arrangements were made by Intourist, the Soviet travel
agency, to provide special tourist visas, usually for a month,
through Overseas Travel Limited in Toronto. For 1956 there were
fifteen different tours and five classes of service in the classless
Soviet society: de luxe, superior, first, second and third.2®

Tourists were taken on tours under close supervision of Intour-
st guides to selected sites and institutions designed to glorify the
regime. Excursions were planned to fill each day so that a tourist
did not have time for unescorted wanderings where he might see
and hear things which could make an unfavourable impression on
him. To visit his relatives in a village a tourist required special secret
police permission.

The AUUC organized tourist groups to Ukraine made up of its
members and supporters and headed by an AUUC leader. The first
such group, numbering fifteen, left Canada in October 1958. The
following year, Ukrainian communist leaders in Winnipeg organized
their own private company, Globe Tours, to promote and facili-
tate travel to the USSR. (discussed in detail later)

Great preparations were made by Soviet authorities to com-
memorate the hundredth anniversary of the death of Shevchenko
in 1961. Ukrainians from abroad were encouraged to participate
and special arrangements were made to accommodate them. Globe
Tours organized several excursions under the auspices of the AUUC.
Two small parties left from Winnipeg by plane, 125 sailed on the
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Polish liner Batory and another 300 left under the leadership of
Mary Kardash.

Although fewer Ukrainians from Canada visited Ukraine in 1962,
the number increased in subsequent years. Shpedko publicly invited
Ukrainians to visit Ukraine in 1964 for the commemoration of the
150th anniversary of Shevchenko’s birth.2? In 1965, Ukrainian na-
tionalists began visiting Ukraine in considerable numbers. From
then on, as tourist facilities in the USSR increased, the trek of
Ukrainians of various political persuasions became an annual phe-
nomenon.

The expanding relations between the USSR and Ukrainians in
Canada produced some rather paradoxical developments. Hopes
that contacts would facilitate the extension of Soviet influence
and advance the communist cause among Ukrainians in Canada
proved hopelessly disappointing. On the contrary, it hardened the
hostility of the nationalists to the Soviet regime and transformed
many communists and pro-communists into strong critics.
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Organizational Life

IHE AUUC emerged after the war as the successor of the
ULFTA, inheriting the latter’s traditions, structure, members and
property. Like its predecessor, it was the parent organization. But
whereas, the ULFTA had two subsidiaries, the AUUC inherited
only one, the WBA. The other, TODOVYRNAZU, was disbanded
after the USSR absorbed Western Ukraine in 1939-1940.

There was nothing in the constitution of the AUUC regarding
its ideological character or political role. However, Prokop empha-
sized that it was “a worthy heir which continued the better tra-
ditions of the ULFTA”,! among which was the promotion of the
communist cause.

The nature, structure and activities of the AUUC facilitated the
promotion of its ideology. Its membership consisted mainly of
workers and less prosperous farmers, critical of the existing social
and economic order and sympathetic to the Soviet regime. Its
structure was hierarchical, modelled on the Soviet and other com-
munist parties. Direction of the organization and the control of its
property was vested in the National Executive Committee.

The basic unit was the branch. The minimum number required
to form a branch was seven, making it possible to set up a wide net-
work and initiate activity in many localities. Where there were
only a few members, all belonged to a general branch. In localities
with sufficient numbers, separate men’s, women’s, English speak-
ing and youth branches were formed to facilitate the work among
the different groups. Special senior citizens’ clubs were also set up.

In localities where there was more than one branch, the execu-
tive of each had a representative on the executives of each of the

125
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other branches. Women’s and youth branches planned their own
activities, but in co-ordination with the men’s branch. The women’s
branches did not make any decisions on general organizational
questions. Such matters, as well as the management of the labor
temples, were under the jurisdiction of the men’s branches.* In
order to co-ordinate the work in centres with several branches, the
fourth convention, in 1950, resolved to form local AUUC councils,
to be composed of the executives of each branch.?

Cities with larger branches were divided into wards, or sections,
to achieve maximum involvement of the members and better re-
sults in the various campaigns. The members in each ward were re-
sponsible for working with Ukrainians residing therein to recruit
new members, collect renewals and new subscriptions for the press,
solicit donations and promote all campaigns sponsored or supported
by the AUUC. In each campaign branches were assigned a quota
which was divided among the wards.

Branches were encouraged to report periodically on the progress
of each campaign. When the final results were all in, they were
published in the press with the names of collectors, donors and the
amounts contributed. The province that achieved the best results
in terms of percentage of its quota was given, in the case of press
campaigns, the honour of receiving a banner that passed each year
to the province with the highest achievement. To encourage great-
er effort, photos of the leading achievers were published in the
press. In addition, prizes such as books from Ukraine were awarded.

The provinces of Ontario and Alberta were organized into dis-
tricts each of which had a committee elected at an annual confer-
ence. Ontario had six districts with centres in St. Catharines, Ham-
ilton, Windsor, Timmins and Fort William. District committees co-
ordinated and reviewed the work of the branches in their areas.
Above the districts stood the provincial committees, elected at bi-
annual provincial conventions. Each province, from British Colum-
bia to Quebec, had a provincial committee (Nova Scotia was at-
tached to Quebec). The structure was crowned by the NEC, com-
posed of thirteen members, an audit commission of three and an
Advisory Council of twenty-five, which was later renamed the Na-
tional Committee (NC).

*The practice was based on tradition and realism. The Ukrainian pro-communist organiza-
tions had been initiated by men. In addition, the men’s branches were usually the largest
in each locality, the most stable and the most active.
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The NC was composed of the key full-time functionaries of the
AUUC and other leading activists across Canada. It included editors,
the president of the Workers Benevolent Association, the provin-
cial secretaries, organizers and others. The NEC was made up of
functionaries in the national office, one or more of the Toronto
editors, the administrator of Ukrayinske Zhyttia, and at least one
leading Toronto activist who was not a full time functionary of
the AUUC. Women always held two, and for a time three of these
positions.

The organization was guided by the NEC which was scheduled
to meet at least once a month but usually met bi-weekly. It formu-
lated new policies and drew up plans which were presented for ap-
proval to the plenums of the NEC, held semi-annually in Toronto,
and to the bi-annual conventions, held alternately in Winnipeg and
Toronto.

The NEC had national sub-committees for work in the educa-
tional, cultural, organizational, women’s and English speaking sec-
tors. Each provided leadership in its specific field and acted in an
advisory capacity to the NEC. There was also a junior council and
a youth council.

Through its officials, the treasurer, the national secretary and
the latter’s two assistants, one in charge of women’s work and the
other the Canadian-bom sector, the NEC was in constant touch
with the provincial and district committees and the branches.
From time to time the NEC sent out organizers, speakers, cultural
directors and other leading personnel to check on and assist the
provincial committees and the branches. The provincial committees
also sent their organizers and secretaries on tours of the branches.
Locally, the teacher, if there was one, and the executive, which
met weekly, directed activities, checked on the progress of cam-
paigns and reported to the centre.

The supreme organs of the AUUC were the bi-annual conven-
tions. Delegates to the conventions were clected from the floor at
branch meetings, one for each twenty-five members or major frac-
tion thereof. They were usually leading local activists and members
of the CPC.

The structure of the WBA was not as involved as that of the
AUUC. It functioned through branches, composed of both sexes.
Many of the WBA branches consisted of only a few members in lo-
calities where there were no branches of the AUUC. Their activi-
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ties generally included visiting the sick, paying monthly dues and
participating in campaigns for the pro-communist press. Since its
scope was limited, the WBA did not own property (with the excep-
tion of the former ULFTA temple at the comer of Pritchard and
MacGregor Streets in Winnipeg which it took over in 1942 because
of default on mortgage payments). The work of the WBA was di-
rected by its NEC and Board of Directors, each composed of seven
members; and an audit committee of three, elected at tri-annual
conventions. Contact with the branches was maintained through
correspondence and periodic visits by provincial organizers.

There was close liaison and co-operation with the AUUC through
inclusion of WBA functionaries, who were also members of the
AUUC, on the various AUUC committees, local and national, and
the inclusion of Prokop on the Board of Directors of the WBA.?
All decisions on broader questions affecting the Ukrainian pro-
communist movement were made at joint annual plenums of the
NECs of both organizations.?

The effectiveness of the AUUC in promoting the communist
cause was due, in no small measure, to the dedication and diligence
of the leadership. At the second convention in 1946, Dushnitsky
and most of the other members of the NEC, who had provided
leadership during the war, were dropped. The tried and tested pre-
1939 leaders of the ULFTA were re-clected to the posts they had
held before the war, with the exception of Popowich, who had
died, and Shatulsky, who remained in Winnipeg as editor-in-chief
of Ukrayinske Slovo. Navis, who held the reigns of power, became
the administrator of Ukrayinske Zhyttia. Prokop resumed the key
position of secretary and Boychuk that of treasurer. Two younger
men assumed leading positions in the press: Macievich as editor-in-
chief of Ukrayinske Zhyttia and Krawchuk as assistant editor.

To expand the organization among the Canadian-born, measures
were taken to give the AUUC a native Canadian facade. Younger
men, mostly Canadian by birth, who had a good command of the
English language, were promoted to various leadership posts. Wil-
liam Teresio was elected national president, Stanley Dobrowolsky,
George Solomon, John Dubno, Anthony Bilecki and later Michael
Mokry and John Chitrenky were appointed provincial secretaries.
A promising young industrial worker and union official, William
Harasym, was first appointed provincial organizer in Alberta and
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later elected assistant secretary to Prokop. Hrynchyshyn became
the editor-in-chief of Ukrayinske Slovo on the death of Shatulsky.
Two younger women, Mary Skrypnyk and Helen Weir, also attained
prominence in the national leadership of the AUUC. In the WBA,
George Krenz and Michael Seychuk and later Anthony Bilecki, oc-
cupied the leadership posts.

The younger cadres were carefully selected and proved to be
wise choices. All turned out to be reliable, energetic and loyal; all
worked well as a team with the older leaders. The result was stable
leadership by professional functionaries who had worked their
way up through many years of devoted if not outstanding service
in the ranks.

Turnover in the membership of the NC of the AUUC was con-
fined to activists rather than full time officials, assuring the organi-
zation of stability. The secretary and the treasurer, and until recent-
ly the president and the vice-president of the AUUC, remained in
their posts until retirement or death. The same applied to the edi-
torial staffs of the newspapers and the key people in the WBA. If
any of the more permanent members of the NEC, Dobrowolsky,
Krawchuk, Macievich or Skrypnyk, was not re-elected for a term, it
was because of a prolonged stay in the Soviet Union.

As older leaders retired or passed away, younger men — William
Harasym, Eugene Dolny, Ray Dowhopoluk, William Malnychuk and
William Morris (Marushchak) — were elected to the NEC. However,
only Harasym was repeatedly re-elected. The others were dropped
because they did not wish to continue or because they came into
conflict with the older leaders.

In spite of the promotion of the Canadian-born to leadership,
the bulk of the membership of the AUUC and WBA was made up
of adults who had migrated to Canada in the inter-war years. Al-
though membership was limited to Ukrainians, exceptions were
made in the case of individual Slavs who lived in localities where
branches of their national pro-communist organizations did not
exist or in cases where such Slavs were married to Ukrainians.

No statistics are ‘available on the breakdown of AUUC member-
ship according to sex and age. However, the data on the number re-
cruited, the number of branches in each category and the number
of convention delegates of each sex indicated an overwhelming pre-
ponderance of adult male members. Thus for the years 1953-1955,
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there were 253 new members recruited to the men’s and the gen-
eral branches and only seventy-one to the women’s branches (Table
VI). From the period from July 1962 to April 1963 the number
recruited to men’s branches was thirty-two, to women’s nine and
to youth twenty.’

Table V1
NUMBER OF MEMBERS RECRUITED TO THE AUUC FOR THE YEARS
1953 — 1955

Men’s & General Women’s English Speaking Total
Que 3 5 2 10
Ont 38 16 72 126
Man 44 33 38 115
Sask 40 2 3 45
Alta 76 6 58 140
BC 52 9 15 _16
Totals 253 71 188 512

Source: Ukrayinske Zhyttia, December 15, 1955,

Clearly, the Ukrainian pro-communist organizations were more
successful in recruiting men than women. This was probably due
to the fact that most women already had a double burden, outside
employment and housekeeping duties, which left them little time
for other interests.

The majority of the members lived in the industrial and mining
centres. Ontario, Manitoba and Alberta had the greatest number,
with Toronto, Winnipeg and Edmonton being the centres of largest
concentration.

The mass movement of Ukrainians from the rural communities
of Western Canada into the war industries in the early forties, shifted
the centre of gravity of the Ukrainian radical movement from Wes-
tern to Eastern Canada. Consequently, Toronto became the centre
of the AUUC rather than Winnipeg, which had been the hub of
Ukrainian life and the headquarters of the ULFTA before 1939.

One of the most effective agencies through which the Ukrainian
pro-communists carried on their work and propagated their ide-
ology was their press. It provided a quick and easy means of con-
tact between the national centres and their members and sympa-
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thizers. Although important directives to the branches were com-
municated by mail through circular letters, more general instruc-
tions, appeals, exhortations and reports were published in the press.

The press was also important as a means of formulating the opin-
ions and moulding the ideological outlook of the members. The
news was carefully edited to convey the desired impression. Com-
munist activities and successes both in Canada and abroad were em-
phasized out of all proportion to their importance.

The editors were all qualified to promote the communist cause.
Most had lived in the USSR for extended periods. Some had studied
at the Higher Party School in Kiev. Each had a favourite topic on
which he expounded. Krawchuk specialized in denouncing the
Ukrainian ‘“bougeois nationalists’; Macievich editorialized on the
“bright future” of the Soviet regime; Hrynchyshyn rhapsodized on
its ‘‘great achievements’’.

Like the ULFTA, the AUUC strove to promote its ideology
through cultural and educational work. There were no more full-
time political courses or group readings for the immigrant members.
Educational programs for them generally consisted of lectures on
subjects varying from politics to literature and health, and propa-
ganda meetings on issues of the day. There was a lack of the pre-
war enthusiasm for education and the lectures were not always too
well attended. The speakers were usually leaders of the AUUC, al-
though sometimes outside personalities were featured. They in-
cluded leaders of other communist front organizations and pro-
minent sympathizers of the communist movement.

The month to month educational work among the Canadian-
born was limited to ‘“‘educationals’’, short discourses on current
topics, usually delivered by the branch educational director, if there
was one, at the monthly membership meetings. Some branches at-
tempted to promote reading and made efforts to build up a stock
of books consisting mostly of Soviet novels and propaganda litera-
ture.

One aspect of educational work with which the AUUC preoc-
cupied itself for a time was the promotion of the study of the
Ukrainian language. There were several reasons for this policy.
[Language was a means of maintaining the national heritage and an
interest in the organization. A knowledge of the language also made
it possible for a person to keep in touch with developments in
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Ukraine where the new society was being built and to receive in-
spiration from it. The fifth convention in 1952 resolved to estab-
lish evening classes for adults in grammar and conversational Ukrain-
ian. The twelfth proposed a series of night school courses for the
Canadian-bomn to include history and geography of Ukraine as well
as language and literature.® Attempts were made to set up such
courses In several centres but they were not successful due to lack
of interest among the members and a lack of trained teachers.
Another means of promoting the study of Ukrainian among Eng-
lish-speaking members was through the press. In April 1957, the
UC began a series of bi-weekly lessons that continued for a year.

The AUUC also devoted considerable effort to teaching children
the native tongue. The second convention in 1946 called for the
organization of Ukrainian schools wherever circumstances per-
mitted. The subject was reemphasized at several subsequent con-
ventions. The fourth, in 1950, proposed the organization of schools
during the summer holidays in smaller communities, especially
rural areas where there were no Ukrainian schools. The seventh re-
solved to initiate a campaign to explain the importance of main-
taining Ukrainian schools and the need for their extension. The
tenth called upon the members to recruit children for Ukrainian
schools and to facilitate their efficient functioning.” The Ukrain-
ian pro-communist press exhorted parents at the beginning of each
school year to enroll their children. Various articles also appeared
periodically in the press, emphasizing the importance of the Ukrain-
ian language.

In addition to promoting the study of the native tongue in their
own halls, the Ukrainian pro-communists advocated its introduction
into the public educational institutions. The third convention in
1948 went on record in support of the teaching of the Ukrainian
language and history in colleges and universities.®

When the UCC presented a brief to the Manitoba Royal Commis-
sion on Education in November 1957, proposing that the teaching
of Ukrainian be introduced into grades 10, 11 and 12, the AUUC
greeted it and called for united action of all Ukrainians in its be-
half.

In December 1957, Swystun presented a brief to the commision,
urging that Ukrainian and Polish be introduced into the elementary
and secondary schools of Manitoba. In January 1958, he sent a
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greeting to the eighth convention of the AUUC in which he called
upon all Ukrainians to initiate a campaign for the maintenance of
the Ukrainian language and culture in Canada and urged the conven-
tion to initiate a plan which would form the basis for possible co-
ordinated mass action of all Ukrainian cultural organizations re-
gardless of their political or religious ideologies.

The convention welcomed the establishment of courses of Ukrai-
nian in universities and in secondary schools of Saskatchewan and
added its support to the requests that it be introduced in elemen-
tary schools in areas with a high concentration of Ukrainians.’® The
convention added that its members aspired to united action of all
Ukrainians in efforts to preserve the Ukrainian language in Canada.

In November 1958, the Alberta provincial convention of the
AUUC greeted with enthusiasm the announcement of the provin-
cial government that it intended to introduce Ukrainian in high
schools. After this was accomplished, the Ukrainian pro-communists
called for a campaign to introduce Ukrainian into the elementary
schools at least at the grade two or three level. Mary Kardash, a
member of the Winnipeg School Board, urged that it be introduced
into the elementary schools of Winnipeg.'®

The AUUC also emphasized other aspects of educational work.
During the 1930s, the ULFTA trained scores of activists and lead-
ers through local, district and provincial courses in political in-
doctrination, some lasting as long as six months. The AUUC under-
took to repeat the process with the youth. These courses lasted
from a weekend to a month or longer and were held during the
summer. The students were mostly high school seniors.

Indoctrination was carried on by prominent Ukrainian and other
communist leaders and fellow travellers. Among the lecturers at a
provincial course in Manitoba in 1960 were Jacob Penner, com-
munist alderman in Winnipeg, and Don and Sylvia Currie, leading
CPC functionaries.!! A two-week youth seminar at Palermo in
1956 was addressed by Stanley Gray who taught at McGill Univer-
sity and was prominent in the New Left.

Periodically there were courses of longer duration organized by
the NEC of the AUUC to train teachers, cultural directors and
functionaries who could combine teaching with the propagation of
the communist ideology. The first was held in Saskatoon from July
1 to September 22, 1946, with cighteen students. Other courses,
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lasting from six weeks to four months, were conducted in 1950,
1952 and 1954.

The core subjects were Ukrainian language and literature, music
and folk dancing combined with lectures on organizational work,
the left-wing movement and other political subjects. Among the
teachers and lecturers were prominent Ukrainian communist lead-
ers: Prokop, Teresio, Korol, Weir and others.

As in the pre-1939 period, the labor temples provided a rich and
varied program for the children. In the 1948-49 school year the
Toronto hall at 300 Bathurst Street held classes in the evenings
and on Saturdays. In Winnipeg over 150 children attended such
classes. The content of the programs was designed to instill the de-
sired political attitudes and concepts.

The junior and senior ensembles and the drama circles staged
performances in the labor temples, usually on Sunday nights. Each
fall the local cultural committee met and formulated a tentative
plan of events for the scason. The schedule adopted in Toronto
consisted of twenty major events (Table VII). Similar programs
were planned by other large centres.

The combined cultural forces of the AUUC of a district, a pro-
vince or several provinces staged concerts and festivals on special
occasions. The Association’s ensembles also entertained Canadian
audiences, participated jointly with other Slav groups in the stag-
ing of annual Slav concerts and often toured smaller Ukrainian
communities which did not have their own groups. The women or-
ganized special events: afternoon teas, Mother’s Day programs,
handicraft exhibits and annual concert meetings on March 8, Inter-
national Women’s Day.

The plays, dramas and concert numbers were carefully selected
for their content. Many of the songs, being of Soviet origin, glori-
fied the USSR and its regime. The communist message was also
presented by propagandists who addressed the audiences during
intermission. Often, especially at the annual festivals at Palermo,
the speakers were Soviet guests.

A popular form of entertainment in the labor temples, that also
served as a means of indoctrination, was the showing of Soviet
films. They often attracted people who had become tired of the
usual concert programs and others who would not readily attend
other events in the AUUC halls.
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Table VII

TENTATIVE PROGRAM OF EVENTS FOR THE 1958 — 59 SEASON
IN THE LABOR TEMPLE, 300 BATHURST STREET, TORONTO

Ukrainian Handicraft Display Sun. Nov. 16,1958
Fortieth Anniversary Concert Sun. Nov. 16,
Drama, Dvanadtsiatka (The Twelve) Sun. Nov. 30,
Variety Concert Sun. Dec. 14,
Operetta, Kozak za Danaiem (The Cossack Beyond the Danube) Sun. Dec. 28,
Children’s Concert Sun. Jan. 4, 1959
Concert by the M. Popowich Choir Sun. Jan. 18,
All Slav Concert Sat. Jan. 31,
UC Concert Sun. Feb. 15,
Youth Concert Sun. Mar. 1,
International Women’s Day Sun. Mar. 8,
Schevchendo Concert (Massey Hall) Sun. Mar. 15,
Children’s Concert Sun. Apr. 5,
Concert by Women’s Choir, Hahilka Sun. Apr. 12,
Drama Sun. Apr. 26,
Concert by M. Popowich Choir Sun. May 3,
Concert by Shevchenko Male Chorus Sun. May 10,
Franko Concert Sun. May 31,
International Children’s Day Concert Sun. June 7,
Annual Palermo Celebrations Sun. June 28,

‘ or Sun, July 4,

Source: UC October 15, 1958,

In addition to educational and cultural, the AUUC promoted re-
creational activities. The most common were parties at which
bingos and raffles were held. Several times a year the Association
sponsored banquest, followed by dancing, usually on Saturday
nights, to commemorate some event or anniversary, or to wind up
some campaign. Occasionally there were dance parties on special
dates such as New Year’s. In summer the members gathered at out-
door picnics which usually included a concert program. The local-
ities with camp grounds organized summer programs for the youth
and children.

The Ukrainian pro-communist organizations faced various prob-
lems that affected their activities. One of these was the constant
lack of funds. Money was required to pay the salaries of as many
as seven or more full-time officials in the national office, eight or
more provincial officers and twenty or more on the editorial staffs
and in the printing shops of the three newspapers.!? Locally, in
addition to the cost of upkeep and maintenance of the halls, there



Organizational Life 137

were the salaries of the full-time teachers. Money was also required
for special purposes such as the purchase of camp grounds and the
erection of new buildings. In Southern Ontario, in addition to the
regular campaigns for money, there were special collections to
construct a swimming pool, a pavilion and an amphitheatre at Pa-
lermo Camp. Festivals also entailed heavy expenses in preparations
and transportation of the performers. Money to conduct various
schools and summer courses and other special needs added to the
burden.

Funds were raised from members and supporters through direct
contributions and special events such as concerts, bazaars, raffles
and lotteries. A lucrative source was the sale of beer and liquor at
parties and banquets. However, the funds from these and other
sources were limited and inadequate.

Another problem was the heavy burden of work imposed on the
members. Activities for centres with a hall and camp grounds in-
cluded the following:

May-June — Preparations for the summer program at camp.

July-August — Participation in Camp activities.

September-October — Planning and preparations for the winter and spring

season.

November-December — Campaign for the Ukrainian press.

February — Campaign for the Ukrainian Canadian.

March-April — Campaign for organizational funds and new members.

These campaigns were in addition to all the regular day-to-day
work of the Association. The participation in the various cultural
activities, the fulfilling of the financial obligations, the attendance
of the monthly branch, weekly executive and frequent meetings of
the various committees made heavy demands on the members.

Mary Prokop, assistant to the national secretary in the field of
women’s work, described the involvement of the members of the
National Women’s Committee:

Two days, and . . . often at nights, I perform the duties of secretary . ..

and prepare materials for the women’s page. . . We attend the meetings

of the NEC .. When you add to this the meetings of the National Wo-

men’s Committee, the branch meetings, and during the press campaign,

the ward meetings and the organizational gatherings on Saturdays and

Sundays . . . and the obligations on the general field, there is always a
shortage of days in the week. . .13

These problems were further complicated and aggravated by the
unfavourable political climate. With the unfolding of the Cold War,
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public opinion turned against the communists and their organiza-
tions. Newspapers stepped up their anti-Soviet propaganda. George
Drew, the Premier of Ontario, declared at a public meeting on
March 31, 1946, sponsored by the Ukrainian nationalists, that “I
intend to do everything I can to prevent this ugly thing, Commun-
ism, from raising its head in Canada”.!*

The Ukrainian pro-communists soon felt the effects of the new
wave of public hostility. Canadians involved in the communist
movement, among them Ukrainians, were barred from entering the
USA. In Quebec, the police raided the AUUC quarters on April 16,
1948, and carted away books and other materials.

The Ukrainian pro-communist organizations were also subjected
to various forms of discrimination by the authorities. When the
National Folk Arts Council was formed in 1964 to organize and co-
ordinate the participation of ethnic groups in the commemoration
of the jubilee of confederation in 1967, the AUUC was not invited
to participate.!?

After 1955, attitudes to the Ukrainian pro-communists became
somewhat more tolerant. The easing of international tensions cre-
ated, according to a report at the Ninth Convention of the AUUC,
“more favourable conditions for work than in the past years”.

Meanwhile, the Ukrainian communists had been altering their
attitudes to Canadian society. The hopes of post-war co-operation
aroused by the Teheran and Yalta Agreements, the emergence of
the USSR as a super power and the establishment of ‘‘People’s
Democracies” under its tutelage in countries of Eastern Europe
were interpreted as indications of the superiority of the socialist
camp. These developments, according to the communists, made
possible the economic transformation in capitalist countries by
peaceful means.

Furthermore, the prejudices of the Ukrainian communists against
everything capitalist had been dulled by the friendly relations es-
tablished with men of wealth and influence during the campaign
for the return of the ULFTA properties. They also aspired to main-
tain and cultivate the co-operation with various organizations, insti-
tutions and different levels of government, developed during the
war.

Consequently, the Ukrainian communists proceded to improve
their public image in order to make themselves more acceptable.
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In place of representatives of the Communist Party, as in the pre-
1939 years, they invited government officials to their conventions
and other functions. They recognized Canadian national holidays
and instead of the “Internationale’, they sang ‘O Canada’’. At the
concert, opening the seventeenth WBA and the fifth AUUC con-
ventions in Winnipeg in 1952, the delegates observed a two-minute
silence in memory of the late King George VI'® and in 1957 the
Ukrainian pro-communist press carried a front page photo of Queen
Elizabeth on the occasion of her four day visit to Ottawa.!” Labor
temples, after undergoing alterations and remodelling, suddenly
emerged as ‘“‘cultural centres”. The salutation “comrade’ was re-
placed by “friend” at conventions, although “comrade’ was still
used at branch meetings and between individuals. There was also a
new emphasis in the cducation of the younger gencration. It was
to be brought up “in the spirit and consciousness of Canadian pa-
triotism, defending the peace, independence and democracy of
Canada...”.!®

The Ukrainian pro-communists also tried to gain public accep-
tance by sporadic participation in community work. In Port Arthur,
Ontario, they collected $500 to equip and furnish a private room
in the General Hospital and in Lachine, Quebec, they raised $1,500
to expand the local infirmary.!® In Edmonton and Calgary, the
youth provided skating rinks and in Newcastle, Alberta, members
of the AUUC initiated a fund for a rink.2°

In spite of their tightly-knit and disciplined organization, the
well-organized programs of cultural, educational, recreational and
other activities, the growing public tolerance towards them after
1955 and their persistent efforts to make themselves accepted by
the public, the Ukrainian pro-communist organizations experienced
a continual loss of influence and momentum. Numerous new de-
velopments, which were beyond their control, not only worked
against their further growth but set the stage for their inevitable
decline.



VIII

Relations with the Communust Party

IHROUGHOUT its history, Ukrainians had always played an
importantrole in the Communist Party in Canada. They constituted
a large proportion of the members, provided many activists and
leaders and contributed a major portion of the party’s funds. Their
mass organizations supported party activities and acted as ‘trans-
mission belts” through which the party maintained contact with
the Ukrainian community, and stepping stones into the Party for
many of their members.

Support of the Ukrainian organizations was of the utmost im-
portance to the party in its struggle to regain its legality. After
Germany attacked the USSR, both the party and the ULFTA aspir-
ed to regain their legal status. However, it was much easier for the
Ukrainian organizations than for the party to win public support.
Consequently, the campaign for the lifting of the ban on the
ULFTA was initiated first. It was launched in Toronto in July 1941,
at a mass meeting which called for the release of “‘anti-Nazi Ukrain-
ian leaders”.! In October, it was given a new impetus when a Na-
tional Council for Democratic Rights was set up in Toronto to
campaign on behalf of the illegal pro-communist organizations.
The council organized a drive for signatures to a petition request-
ing that the ban on “anti-fascist organizations’’ be removed, their
properties returned and all “anti-fascists’’ released.> There was no
specific mention of the Communist Party.

It was not until February 1942, at a conference in Ottawa called
by the same council after the campaign on behalf of the ULFTA
had gathered momentum, that the party was specifically men-
tioned. Thereafter, the drive for the release of party leaders and

140



Relations with the Communist Party 141

for the lifting of the ban on the party was linked with the more
popular campaign on behalf of the ULFTA.

Ukrainians also participated in party-sponsored activities that
led to the reconstitution of the outlawed party. Early in 1942, in
an attempt to assist in the war effort and at the same time to popu-
larize their own cause, the communists set up Tim Buck Plebiscite
Committees whose task was to campaign for a “Yes” vote in the
forthcoming referendum on the question of compulsory military
service. Members of the Ukrainian mass organizations worked
with the committees both directly and through their own groups,
which had been set up to campaign among Ukrainians.

After the referendum was over, the communists planned to
maintain some form of legal organization. Representatives of the
plebiscite committees met in Toronto on May 30-31, 1942, and
formed a new national body, the Communist Total War Committee.
Ukrainians participated in the formation of the new organization
and Kardash became its president.

As communist activity increased, the interned members were
gradually released but the ban on the party continued. More than
500 delegates from local Total War Committees, among them many
Ukrainians, met in Toronto on August 20-22, and launched a new
communist political organization, the Labor Progressive Party
(LPP), to replace the outlawed Communist Party. Ukrainians, who
played an important role in the formation of the new party, also
made up a large proportion of its membership.

The basic unit of the new party was the club, which usually con-
sisted of five to twenty members. There were territorial, language,
industrial, factory, professional and what the party called closed
clubs. Basically, a Ukrainian in a larger centre belonged to a lan-
guage club. If he worked in industry, the party could direct him to
a factory or industrial club; if he was a professional, he most likely
would belong to a professional club;if his membership in the party
was to be a guarded secret, he belonged to a closed club whose
members were known to only a few top leaders. In smaller centres,
where there were only a few members, all belonged to a territoral
club.

Of seventy-three in the Toronto area in 1951, nine were Ukrain-
ian language clubs. They included the Star, New Toronto, West
Toronto, East Toronto, Sunnyside, Ossington, Bathurst, Spadina
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and St. Andrews clubs. Another, Alexandra Park, located in Ward
5, was made up of Canadian-born Ukrainians. The members of the
Ukrainian clubs had a three-fold role: to work among Ukrainians
in the mass organizations, to canvas specified areas in elections and
other campaigns, and to raise funds for the party.

Ukrainian members ran regularly in municipal, provincial and
federal elections as official or unofficial party candidates. They
were often drafted in constituencies with few Ukrainian voters
when no one else with greater appeal to a non-Ukrainian electorate
was available.

In the Alberta provincial elections on August 17, 1944, of the
thirty LPP candidates, five were Ukrainians: William Halina, Mike
Hayduk, D. Semeniuk, William Teresio and P. Tymchuk. Among
the sixty-five LPP candidates in the federal election on June 11,
1945, three were Ukrainians: William Halina, Nicholas Hrynchy-
shyn and John Weir. Of the 100 LPP candidates in the August 10,
1953, federal election six were Ukrainians: John Boychuk, Andrew
Bileski, William Berezowski, Stanley Dobrowolsky, Constantine
Kostaniuk and John Paliuk.

Most of the full-time functionaries of the Ukrainian mass organi-
zations ran as party-sponsored candidates in one or more muni-
cipal, provincial or federal elections.

Many of the communist electoral successes were due to the sup-
port of the Ukrainians, especially in the areas where they were
heavily concentrated, such as Ward 5 in Toronto and Ward 3 in
Winnipeg. There were also Ukrainians among the communists elect-
ed: John Weir and John Boyd in Toronto; William and Mary Kar-
dash and Andrew Bileski in Winnipeg; Michael Korol in Timmins;
William Halina in Vernon.

Some Ukrainians moved back and forth as full-time function-
aries between the party and the Ukrainian pro-communist organi-
zations. Weir, Boyd, Sago and others alternately occupied posts in
the CPCG-LLP and the ULFTA-AUUC. Ukrainians also provided
many party leaders on the local and provincial levels. This was not
true of any of the other Slavic groups.

The proportion of Ukrainians in the party and their importance
declined somewhat during and immediately after World War II. As
industries expanded, the trade unions became the main base of the
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party’s operations. Ukrainians had played an important role in ad-
vancing communist influence in industry. But as the party gained
popularity and ascendency in the labour movement, the proportion
of Anglo-Saxon exceeded the proportion of Ukrainian recruits.
Furthermore, the new party cadres were usually drawn from the
ranks of the Anglo-Saxon members.

The ratio of Ukrainians in the party in the various cities and pro-
vinces varied. It was larger in Toronto, Winnipeg and Edmonton,
and in the corresponding provinces. According to rough estimates
by former party leaders (there are no statistics), from one fifth to
one quarter of all party members in Canada in the late 1940s were
Ukrainians.?

Even though their proportion declined, the Ukrainians, as mem-
bers of long standing, formed a core of reliable, experienced and
stable veterans. Their dedication to the party was an example and
a source of inspiration to the mass of the newer members. They
carried out much of the recruiting and soliciting of new subscrip-
tions for the communist press, performed a great deal of the foot-
work such as canvassing in elections and distributing various leaf-
lets, and formed a large segment of the audiences and the most en-
thusiastic participants at mass meetings sponsored or supported by
the party.

The most important contribution to the party that the Ukrain-
ians made in the post-war period was financial. As members and
leaders of large mass organizations, whose members were sympa-
thetic to the party, they had a large base to draw on for party
funds. Money was raised as individual contributions, solicited by
the party members, and as donations in various forms by the mass
organizations and the business enterprises, such as co-operatives,
controlled by Ukrainian communists.

After the establishment of Ukrayinska Knyha in 1955 and Globe
Tours in 1959, part of the profits of the two enterprises, both of
which prospered, were siphoned off to assist in the financing of
the party and the Ukrainian pro-communist organizations. This
was done through the insertion of regular weekly advertisements
by both firms in the Canadian Tribune and the Ukrainian pro-com-
munist press and the payment of salaries of people who were not
employed by the firms but who worked as full-time functionaries
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in the communist movement. Thus Globe Tours paid, among others,
the salaries of Prokop, the national secretary of the AUUC, and
Mokry, its secretary for Manitoba.*

Leading Ukrainian members were always placed on fund raising
committees of the party. When a campaign was launched in 1947
for $250,000 to make the Canadian Tribune a daily, Navis was
placed on the board of trustees of the foundation fund. The Ukrain-
ian pro-communist press called for support for the new communist
daily. Ten years later when the Canadian Tribune found itself in a
precarious financial position, the Ukrainian pro-communist press
called on its readers to subscribe to the party organ and to assist it
financially.®

After the controversy in the party over Buck’s leadership and
the mass defections in 1957 (described in detail later), the party
became more dependent on the Ukrainians for the source of its
finances than at any time since the end of World War II. Because
they were such a vital source of the party’s finances, a report of
party work among them, delivered by one of the Ukrainian repre-
sentatives, was often on the agenda of party committees. especially
the NC and the NEC.

The language organizations were committed as units and their
members as individuals to participation in campaigns sponsored by
the party and its other front organizations. The AUUC, for ex-
ample, sent delegates to the Peace Congress and two of its leaders,
Prokop and Korol, were elected to its National Council. The mem-
bers participated in the campaigns of the congress such as collect-
ing signatures for the banning of atomic bombs. In some localities
the members of the Ukrainian pro-communist organizations were
the only participants in such campaigns. Women members of the
AUUC were active in various drives sponsored by the Canadian
Congress of Women, one of the party’s front groups. In dozens of
smaller centres the only contacts the party had were members of
the Ukrainian pro-communist organizations. In some, the com-
munist movement was made up entirely of Ukrainians, supported
by their mass organizations.

The migration of Ukrainians in Canada after 1945 affected the
party clubs in many localities. In the prairie provinces there was a
shift of population from the rural to the urban areas. As mining
declined, there was also an exodus from the coal mining areas of
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Alberta and the gold mining centres of Northern Ontario. In many
farming communities, especially in Alberta, and in coal and gold
mining towns, the communist movement seriously declined or
even ceased to exist after the Ukrainian members of the party and
the mass organizations moved out.

The Ukrainian pro-communist newspapers, whose circulation
was always larger than that of the official party press, also played
a vital role in promoting the party and the communist cause. They
supported the party line on every issue, reflected the party position
on every event, reported party activities, published party docu-
ments and publicized party campaigns.

They always appealed on behalf of party candidates and those
sponsored by it. Their attitude to other candidates coincided with
the party position. In the Grey North by-election on February 5,
1945, Ukrayinske Slovo supported General A.G.L. McNaughton,
the Liberal candidate. The CCF, which opposed him, was charged
with serving “black reaction”. In the 1945 federal election, when
the party campaigned under the slogan, “Liberal-Labor Coalition”’,
Ukrayinske Zhyttia advocated the election of “alarge block of far-
mer-labor candidates who could form a progressive coalition govern-
ment with reform liberals led by King”. By 1948 the party slogan
was: “Unite at the Polls — Elect a CCF Government”’. The Ukrain-
ian pro-communists again went along with the new line. Zhyttia
even published the LPP program for the August 17, 1948 Alberta
provincial elections. The new party slogan, “‘Put Canada First”, in
the 1953 federal election, did not include support for the CCF.
Zhyttia called for the election of “all the candidates of the LPP”.¢
After 1956 the attitude of the Ukrainian pro-communist press be-
came more favourable to the CCF in keeping with the new party
policy. By 1963 it was calling for the election of NDP candidates.

The treatment of the Fred Rose case provides a good example
of how closely the Ukrainian pro-communist press followed the
party line. In its propaganda the party tried to convey the impres-
sion that he was an innocent victim of an international anti-Soviet
conspiracy. The Ukrainian pro-communist press described him as a
“victim of terror” who was sentenced “only because he . . . desired
Canadian-Sovict friendship”’.

Equally rigid wasits adherence to the party line on international
events. It supported the Soviet Union in its controversy with Yugo-
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slavia in 1948. It reprinted the June 28 resolution of the Commun-
ist Information Bureau denouncing the leaders of the Yugoslav
party. Laszlo Rajk the Minister of Foreign Affairs of Hungary and
seven other Hungarian communist leaders who were put on trial in
1949, were described as ‘““conspirators”. After the trial, an article
reported that three of the accused, including Rajk, had been sen-
tenced to death as “spies”. A week later another article described
the outcome of the trial as “the just verdict of the Hungarian
people”. After the death sentence was imposed in Czechoslovakia
on eleven party and government leaders, among them Rudolph
Slansky, the secretary of the CC, and Vladimir Clementis, the Min-
ister of Foreign Affairs, Ukrayinske Slovo announced in a glaring
headline that: The Enemies of the People Have Been Sentenced.” *

The party was able to promote its line in the Ukrainian pro-com-
munist press and organizations through its members who occupied
key posts at all levels. In the early 1930s, after the ‘““turn to the
path of general revolutionary struggle”, party control over the mass
organizations was strict. [t was maintained through party fractions
inside the mass organizations. The party found these necessary to
maintain its control for a number of reasons. The Ukrainian Labor
Farmer Mass Organizations had not yet been welded into disci-
plined bodies, there had been several revolts in the ranks against
the leaders and considerable factional strife among the leaders
themselves, the party had not yet achieved uncontested control
over the mass organizations and the leaders did not always support
the party line.

By the end of 1935, factionalism had been routed out and a co-
hesive group of disciplined leaders, committed to the support of
the Comintern and the party line, had attained firm control. Frac-
tions continued to function for a time after 1935 but in a progres-
sively diminishing role.

A factor in the decline of party fractions was the changed con-
cept of how socialism was to be achieved. In the pertod prior to
World War II, communists had argued that socialism could only be
achieved through the seizure of power by force. However, in 1943,
the LPP proclaimed that:

The perspective is now before the Canadian labor movement of so con-

solidating its parliamentary strength, in cooperation with farmers, as to

*The Ukrainian pro-communist press had used similar language in denouncing the inno-
cent victims of the Soviet purges in the 1930s.
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elect majorities to the governments of Canada. . . so as to establish labor-

farmer governments which can lead the nation in effecting profound de-

mocratic reforms in the economy and law of Canada.8

As a result, the party was no longer to be made up of a select
few, dedicated to promotingrevolutionary action, but was broaden-
ed to include anyone who was ready to work for the achievement
of power through parliamentary means. Consequently, discipline
in the party became considerably more lax.

As a result, the party no longer proclaimed hegemony over the
mass organizations as in the pre-war years. Control over them was
relaxed and fractions were not revived in the post World War II per-
iod. Ukrainian party members pursued their work in the mass or-
ganizations as they had done in the 1920s before the ‘““turn to the
path of general revolutionary struggle” in 1931. There was little or
no interference from the party as long as they integrated the mem-
bership in the party campaigns and raised the alloted sums in the
financial drives.

This did not mean the abandonment of control by the party
over the mass organizations. They still remained subsidiaries to be
guided and exploited for the purpose of advancing party and Soviet
interests. The practice still prevailed that if a member was expelled
from the party, he was in turn almost inevitably expelled from the
mass organizations. But there were no more fractions or fraction
meetings of party delegates to conventions or party representatives
to supervise convention proceedings.

The party coordinated the work and maintained control over
the Ukrainian mass organizations in two ways: through the mem-
bership of leading Ukrainian communists on party executive bodies
and committees and through Ukrainian party committees or bur-
eaus.

In Montreal, Toronto, Winnipeg, Edmonton and Vancouver,
where the party was strong, it had city committees made up of the
leading cadres in each city. Party work in the local Ukrainian mass
organizations was directed by a Ukrainian city party committee or
bureau, which was responsible to the city committee of the party.
One of the members of the Ukrainian committee was also a mem-
ber of the city committee of the party. In Toronto, this position
was filled by Tom Chopowick until his death in 1962.

In smaller centres, a general membership meeting of all Ukrain-
ian party members would be called two or three times a year when-
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ever an issue related specifically to Ukrainians arose, such as how
best to promote a new turn in the party line in the mass organiza-
tions, or how to mobilize the members of the mass organizations
for a specific party campaign. As the war receded such meetings
became fewer and fewer.

Each province, from Quebec to British Columbia, had a provin-
cial party committee which included leading Ukrainian commun-
ists, among them the provincial secretaries of the AUUC. Their
number was larger in the Prairie provinces where the party was
weak among Anglo-Saxons and where the membership was, in fact,
predominantly Ukrainian, than in the more industrialized pro-
vinces. Thus Quebec and British Columbia each had one Ukrainian
on the provincial party committee — Anthony Bilecki in Quebec
(later president of the WBA in Winnipeg) and John Dubno, the
AUUC provincial secretary, in British Columbia. Manitoba, how-
ever, had three: Kardash, the provincial leader of the party, Andrew
Bileski and Mitchell Sago, later editor of the Ukrainian Canadian.®

Ukrainian leaders also served on the National Committee (for-
merly Central Committee) and the National Executive Committee
(formerly Polit Bureau). At the first convention of the reconsti-
tuted party in 1943, five Ukrainians: Boychuk, Kardash, Korol,
Navis and Weir, were elected to the NC, the latter two also to the
NEC and Kardash as provincial leader in Manitoba.

There was a high degree of continuity maintained in the selec-
tion of Ukrainian representation on the NC and NEC. Boychuk,
Navis and Weir were members of the NC, and the latter two also of
the NEC, from the reconstitution of the party in 1943. Navis re-
mained a member until he died in 1954, Weir until he left for the
Soviet Union in 1963, and Boychuk until he retired in 1966.

The selection of Ukrainians for the NEC was generally guided
by two considerations: the candidate had to be a leader who al-
ways put the interests of the party first and unfailingly supported
the party line in the mass organizations and/or held the reins of
power in the mass organizations. Weir belonged to the first category,
Navis to both. In keeping with this policy, Prokop was added first
to the NC and later to the NEC after he assumed the key role of
secretary of thc AUUC in 1946.

Even with this addition, the Ukrainians were still under-repre-
sented in the NC and the NEC of the party. However, of all the
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ethnic groups Bulgarians, Croats, Serbs, Finns, Hungarians, Jews,
Macedonians, Poles, Slovaks and Slovenes, who had their own pro-
communist organizations, only the Ukrainians and Jews had mem-
bers on the NEC. Representation from the mass organizations was
based on concentrations of power. With the exception of the
Ukrainian and the Jewish, the pro-communist ethnic organizations
were too weak to warrant representation on the NEC. The Jews,
who were overrepresented, were not all on the NEC as members
of the Jewish organization. They were generally more cosmopoli-
tan, had abetter command of the English language (some were born
in England) and many sat on the NEC as party and trade union
leaders.

The Ukrainian members of the NC of the party were also mem-
bers of a sub-committee of the NEC of the AUUC, the organiza-
tional committee. It varied in number from six to eleven members
(all full-time functionaries of the AUUC). It met weekly and di-
rected the work of the Association. The committee had a secreta-
riat of three which functioned as its daily operational and executive
body. It was composed of Teresio, the president, Prokop, the sec-
retary, and Boychuk, the treasurer of the NEC of the AUUC. After
Teresio’s death in 1954, he wasreplaced on the secretariat by Kraw-
chuk.

This organizational committee was simultaneously the Ukrain-
ian National Party Committee, a sub-committee of the NEC of the
party to which it was responsible. Thus a sub-committee of the
NEC of the party directed the work of a supposedly non-political
mass organization, the AUUC, and its subsidiary, the WBA.

For years the NEC of the party checked on the work of the
Ukrainian mass organizations through its representative who at-
tended the meetings of the Ukrainian National Party Committee.
The post was held by Paul Phillips from 1948 to his death in 1956,
by Harry Binder from 1956 to his resignation from the party in
1957, and lastly by Misha Cohen (brother of Sam Carr). None of
the three were Ukrainians, although Phillips and Cohen were quite
fluent in the language and Binder had a partial understanding of it.

The arrangement worked quite well. In 1956, however, a sharp
controversy developed in the NEC of the party in which Ukrainian
communist leaders also became involved. For several years tension
and restiveness had been growing among the party’s top leaders
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over two issues: the abrogation of Jewish cultural institutions and
facilities in the USSR, and the suitability of Buck as party leader.

The Jewish question came to a head in 1952 with the sudden
disappearance of the members of the Soviet Jewish Anti-Fascist
Committee, formed in 1942 to rally world Jewry in defense of the
Soviet Union. Most concerned with the fate of the Jews was J.B.
Salsberg, a member of the Ontario Legislature and one of the par-
ty’s most sophisticated and able leaders. He had been attempting
to obtain party approval to go to the USSR and investigate the
Jewish question since 1949 and was finally permitted to make the
trip in 1955.

In Moscow, he learned unofficially through guarded hints
(“Everyone was afraid to talk”) that the members of the committee
had been liquidated and that the position of the Jews “was worse
than I thought it was”. He then wrote a series of articles for the
Vochenblatt (Weekly), the Jewish pro-communist weekly, which
were widely reprinted by other Jewish papers and journals.!® His
reports served to escalate growing doubt and resentment in the
party.

Disenchantment with Buck’s leadership among members of the
NEC had been growing for many years. His election slogans: “Li-
beral-Labor Coalition” in 1945, “Elect a CCF Government’ in
1948, and “Put Canada First” in 1953, as well as the launching of
a daily Tribune in 1947 (“Our answer to the spy scare”’), all ended
in disaster for the party. Buck further discredited himself with his
extra-marital escapades, and lost the devotion and respect of most
members of the NEC who worked closely with him. They accused
him of having become two-faced, of lacking in loyalty or devotion
to his associates, whom he was capable of completely destroying,
and of being devoid of all virtues except a steely resolve to serve
the Moscow masters to whom he had committed himself.

The content of Khrushchov’s speech, delivered at the Twentieth
Congress of the CPSU in February 1956, came as a traumatic shock
to the members of the NEC of the party. It undermined their faith
in the infallibility of the Soviet leadership and prompted some of
them to challenge Buck who stood for continued subservience to
the Soviet party. Commanding a majority in the NEC, the rebels
adopted aresolution in which they questioned Khrushchov’s expla-
nation for the party’s failure to curtail Stalin’s excesses and added:
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The Communist Party is the guardian of the rights of the working people.
How did it happen that the guardianship failed to be exercised and the
crimes stopped long before the death of Stalin?!!

In spite of all attempts by Buck and his followers to stem the
tide, new events only stoked the fires of revolt. When the Soviet
press attacked Poland, the NEC dispatched a telegram to Gomulka
on October 22, expressing its surprise “‘at the reported attempts
by the Communist Party of the Soviet Union to interfere with the
independent course the Polish Workers Party had taken”.!?

Simultaneously, it sent another cable to the CC of the CPSU, de-
claring that the Polish party and its people ‘““must have full freedom
to decide independently all matters that concern them and we con-
demn any attempts at interference with this right”.13

The Ukrainians ranged themselves solidly against the majority in
the NEC and in support of Buck and the hard liners. The Ukrain-
ian National Party Committee, meeting on October 23, the day
following the dispatching of cables to Warsaw and Moscow by the
NEC, “unanimously agreed . .. to vigourously protest” against the
assumption of powers by the NEC to speak on behalf of the party
as a whole and termed the telegrams ‘“‘presumptuous interference
in the affairs of fraternal parties” and condemned ‘“‘the opening of
doors ... to attacks on the principles of Marxism-Leninism, di-
rected towards splitting and ultimately liquidating the Canadian
Workers party of scientific socialism. . . .””'* This was followed by
a statement from the Ukrainian party committee in Winnipeg urg-
ing that:

All those elements who ... disorientate and disunite our own party,

tend to split it and sow distrust in the socialist future of the world . . .

should be rooted out from the leadership in our party.15

With the solid support of the Ukrainians, Buck regained control
at the NC meeting held from October 28 to November 9, 1956,
and at the sixth convention on April 19-22 the following year.
One Ukrainian leader was able to boast that:

... there have been no resignations from membership or positions among

the membership, that our members have not succumbed to pressures of

hysteria and liquidationism. 16

The reasons for the steadfast Ukrainian support for Buck and
the Soviet position were varied and complex. Through his many
years of loyal and dedicated service to the party and to the com-
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munist cause and his soft, smooth ingratiating manner, Buck had
endeared himself to thousands as a leader of and a martyr for the
working class. With the exception of Weir, who would never do
anything that might adversely affect his standing with Moscow,
the Ukrainians did not know Buck as well as the other leaders who
worked more closely with him, and consequently were still under
the spell of his charm.

The Ukrainians were as shocked as other party members by
Khrushchov’s revelations. But they considered Stalin’s excesses an
unfortunate interlude in the struggle to fulfill the promises of the
Revolution. Furthermore, the position of the rebels whom the
Ukrainian communists characterized as “right opportunists” and
“liquidators”, was an absolute negation of the Marxist-Leninist
philosophy in which the Ukrainian communists had been steeped
for decades and which recognized the indispensibility of a Leninist
party of a “‘new type” and the “dictatorship of the proletariat™ as
absolute prerequisites for the achievement of socialism. The rebels
had also rejected the recognition of the primacy of the USSR at the
very time when relations between the Soviet authorities and the
Ukrainian communists in Canada were reaching their apex and de-
velopments were converging to bind them closer to the Soviet
Union.

A few of the top Ukrainian leaders, especially Prokop and Kraw-
chuk, were quite disturbed by the wide prevalence of the Russian
language in Ukraine, but Russification had not yet become offici-
ally sponsored and publicly proclaimed state and party policy, and
had not reached the degree of intensity of later years. They consi-
dered it a temporary phenomenon and it did not yet affect their
attitude to the Soviet party and government.

The Hungarian uprising and the subsequent Russian intervention
only solidified their support of Buck. The Ukrainian communists
considered the participants “counter revolutionaries’ and the revolt
a “fascist insurrection”. They also had a strong antipathy to the
Hungarians for the latter’s excesses on Ukrainian territories oc-
cupied by them during World War 1.

The crisis wrought a fundamental change in the relationship be-
tween the party and the Ukrainian communist leaders. The Ukrain-
ians had consistently recognized the leadership of the party and
willingly submitted to its authority. They had participated in the
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party’s activities and campaigns with enthusiasm and anticipation,
convinced that the wartime growth would continue, accompanied
by dramatic electoral successes. Their zeal began to wane, however,
as party influence declined and election results proved hopelessly
disappointing.

The disintegration of the party in 1957, while the Ukrainian
ranks remained relatively firm, shattered the faith of the Ukrainians
in the party’s stability and questioned its primacy over the Ukrain-
1an mass organizations. Moreover, their prestige in Moscow en-
hanced by their firm stand in the crisis, the Ukrainian communists
were no longer willing to submit unquestioningly to party domina-
tion.

They announced to the NEC of the party that the Ukrainian
National Party Committee did not need a commissar to supervise
its work. As a result, in 1957, the representative of the NEC of the
party ceased attending meetings of the Ukrainian National Party
Committee. Liaison between the committee and the NEC was
maintained through Ukrainians on the NEC and through meetings
between the secretariats of the Ukrainian National Party Commit-
tee and the NEC of the party.

After the defeat and resignation of the rebel leaders from the
party in 1957 and the mass defections from party ranks, the pro-
portion of Ukrainians in the party increased. They were drafted to
fill some of the vacant posts. To the four Ukrainians who had been
on the NC — Boychuk, Kardash, Prokop and Weir — several others
were added including John Boyd, Paul Pauk, a local Toronto acti-
vist, and Peter Boychuk, a YCL and later a party functionary.

The number and proportion of Ukrainians increased on the city
and provincial committees and among party and party-sponsored
candidates. Of the nine entered in the Toronto municipal elections
in December 1956, three were Ukrainians: Paul Pauk, Paul Pawliuk
and William Repka, all of them little known.

Several other Ukrainians were transferred to party posts, among
them John Boyd who was released as business manager of the Ukrai-
nian Canadian to become an editor of the Canadian Tribune. More
Ukrainians appeared on various party delegations, sometimes even
as heads. In August 1965, Hrynchyshyn led a party group to East
Germany and in July 1968, Kostaniuk headed a party delegation
to the USSR.!’
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The role in the party of the top leadership of the Ukrainian mass
organizations underwent a complete change after 1957. As they
became more and more preoccupied with Palermo camp and in-
volved in business ventures with Ukrayinska Knyha, Globe Tours
and other enterprises, their role in raising money for the party in-
creased. However, these preoccupations diminished their interest
in and left them less time for political activities and their political
role in the party declined. Eventually they were elected to the NC
and the NEC of the party mainly because of their money-raising
capacities.

The role of the Ukrainian rank and file members also gradually
decreased. Few Canadian-born Ukrainians joined the party and
most of those who did failed to remain. Those who did remain
were mostly older veterans. Slowed down by the weight of their
advancing years, they became less and less eager to perform the
role of foot soldiers of the party. Furthermore, they no longer
had the energy to carry the “double burden” of party and AUUC
work. Their place was gradually taken over by the younger re-
cruits from the ranks of the new wave of immigrants: Greeks,
Italians, Portuguese, East Indians, Caribbeans and others.!®

The relationship between the Ukrainians and the party leaders
remained cordial through the 1950s. Periodically there were differ-
ences over the division of the profits from Knyha and Globe Tours.
When the party was short of functionaries, friction sometimes de-
veloped over the disposition of Ukrainian cadres. Occasionally
party leaders levelled criticism at Ukrainian party members for
spending too much time on mass organization and too little on
party work. This prompted one leading Ukrainian communist to
declare that work in the mass organizations ‘“‘rarely gets an acknow-
ledgement, often is derided as secondary and unimportant”.!® But
generally differences were amicably settled. In the 1960s, however,
more serious misunderstandings developed that led to an almost
complete estrangement between the party leaders and the top
Ukrainian communists.



IX

Differences with the USSR

DISENCHANTM ENT with aspects of Soviet policies began
to develop among Ukrainian communist leaders in Canada. Soon
after the end of World War II it increased as ties with the USSR
and Ukraine were expanded and Ukrainians became acquainted
with Soviet reality.

The first cause of friction was the reluctance of Soviet authori-
ties to allow unhampered correspondence between Ukrainians in
Canada and their relatives in Ukraine. According to one leader,
some of the reasons were “incomprehensible’” and “it was necessary
to exert a great deal of effort’”” by the NEC “to resolve this prob-
lem”.

Another source of misunderstanding was the desire of Ukrainians
from Canada to return home. The problem “remained a sharp and
painful one... for a number of years”. It was never completely
resolved “for many Ukrainians . . . are still waiting for permission
to return to Ukraine”.!

A third source of considerable friction was the question of set-
ting up a parcel post agency for transmitting parcels from Cana-
dians to theirrelatives in Ukraine. Eventually Ukrainska Knyha was
formed, but only after a great deal of procrastination on the part
of Soviet authorities, causing undue irritation for the applicants.

These were comparatively minor issues. A more serious problem
that became a fundamental cause of disillusionment was Russian
repression of the Ukrainian language and culture in Ukraine. Even-
tually two other issues — Soviet refusal to grant visas, and the inva-
sion of Czechoslovakia in 1968 by the armies of the Warsaw Pact
countries — served to widen the schism and deepen the alienation.

155
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In the pre-1939 period, there had never been any serious dis-
cussions in the Ukrainian pro-communist ranks regarding the future
of the Ukrainian language in Canada. The main emphasis was on
the extension of communist influence among Anglo-Saxons. There
was little encouragement or incentive for the youth in the ULFTA
to take a serious interest in the language. Consequently, the Cana-
dian-bom often lacked a knowledge of Ukrainian and rarely had
any proficiency in its use.

Interest in it was aroused in Ukrainian pro-communist ranks
during World War II. In an endeavour to promote greater effort in
the war against the invaders, the hard-pressed Soviet government
appealed to the national sentiments of the various nationalities of
the USSR and especially the Ukrainians, who bore the brunt of
the initial German attack. Soviet propaganda glorified Ukraine’s
past with its legendary Cossack heroes and stimulated Ukrainian
national consciousness. A special military medal, named after
Bohdan Khmelnytsky, famous seventeenth century Cossack leader
and head of the Ukrainian state, was created. Leading Ukrainians
in the armed forces, the sciences, literature and the arts were hon-
oured. The Soviet press gave full recognition to the important role
Ukraine was playing in the war. Ukrainian literature was able to re-
flect the great agony caused by the devastation and suffering and
give expression to a profound feeling of love and attachment to
Ukraine.

The glorification of Ukraine at home was eagerly and enthu-
siastically taken up by the Ukrainian pro-communist press in Can-
ada. Ukraine, much more than the USSR, became the centre of
emphasis, with considerable attention to all aspects of her cul-
ture, customs and history. Shevchenko was idolized more than ever
before as a great national poet and a new interest was aroused in
the language.

The Ukrainian communists envisaged a great future for Ukraine
and were convinced that the course of post-war development would
provide added encouragement for the study and maintenance of
the Ukrainian language in Canada. The Second Convention of the
AUUC in 1946 expressed this conviction in a resolution to the
effect that the admittance of Ukraine to the United Nations and
the prospects of the development of friendly relations between
Canada and Ukraine created the need for a knowledge of Ukrain-
ian.?
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Interest in its study was further influenced and encouraged by
the establishment of contact with and the opening of tourist travel
to the USSR and the admission of members of the AUUC to var-
ious educational institutions of Ukraine.

The Ukrainian communist leaders also noted that the Canadian-
born who lacked a knowledge of the Ukrainian language generally
exhibited less interest in the AUUC. They concluded that propaga-
tion of Ukrainian was also necessary to guarantee the continued
growth and existence of the Ukrainian pro-communist organizat-
tions.

In addition, some of the AUUC leaders were uncompromising
partisans of the Ukrainian language. Swystun, for whom the pre-
servation of the native tongue and culture was basic to his national
creed, also placed a strong emphasis on the propagation of the
Ukrainian language and culture.

However, neither Swystun nor the Ukrainian communist leaders
in Canada seemed to realize that the Soviet emphasis on national
languages and cultures during the war was but a temporary expe-
dient. Just as the campaign of the Ukrainian pro-communists in
Canada to revive the study of Ukrainian gathered momentum,
Soviet leaders embarked on a drive to complete the ongoing pro-
cess of Russification by speeding up the replacement of the national
languages in the non-Russian republics with Russian.*

The campaign began after Khrushchov achieved supremacy in
the Central Committee by ousting the so-called “‘anti-party’ group
of Molotov, Malenkov, Kaganovich and others in June 1957. The
basis was laid by a number of theoretical articles in Soviet Russian
journals, according to which there was a drawing together of the
nations of the USSR which would eventually lead to the merging
of all languages into one — Russian. This was followed by a plan to
abolish the non-Russian schools. In 1959, a new school law was
passed in each republic, against strong open opposition, to give
parents the right to choose to what school — with what language
of instruction, Russian or the local native tongue — the parents

*On the subject of Russification in Ukraine see: Michael Browne (ed.), Ferment in Ukratne,
Documents by V. Chornovil, I. Kandyba, L. Lukianenko, V. Moroz and others, New
York: Praeger, 1971; Ivan Dzyuba, Internationalism or Russification? London: Weiden-
field and Nicholson, 1968; John Kolasky, Education in Soviet Ukraine: Toronto: Peter
Martin Associates, 1968; Valentyn Moroz, Report From the Beria Reserve. Edited and
translated by John Kolasky. Toronto: Peter Martin Associates, 1974.
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wished to send their children. The idea was, of course, that they
would ““choose” the Russian schools.?

The Ukrainian pro-communist leaders in Canada, in the mean-
time, vehemently denied all nationalist charges of Russification in
Ukraine. After spending nearly two years in Ukraine (1947-1949)
Krawchuk declared that the Bolshevik revolution had liberated the
peoples of the Tsarist empire from “national slavery’’ and conse-
quently the Ukrainian youth were able to study at Kiev Univer-
sity in their native tongue.*

As proof that there were no restrictions on the Ukrainian lan-
guage, Hrynchyshyn, who had followed Krawchuk to Ukraine,
quoted R.V. Babiychuk, the Minister of Culture and a graduate of
an agricultural institute, that ““instruction in schools and higher
educational institutions is basically conducted in the Ukrainian
language”’.®

Swystun also took special pains to counter nationalist charges
that there was discrimination against the Ukrainian language. In a
report on his second trip to the USSR in 1957, he described his
own experiences at Kiev University where he was examined for a
law degree after completing the course by correspondence. He re-
ported that the oral examination was conducted in Ukrainian and
cited this as proof that the charges of the nationalists “that every-
thing in Ukraine is Moscovized are false and dishonest”. In an arti-
cle written for a Soviet journal and reprinted in Canada he wrote:

The national policy of the Soviet Union has secured to every people the
possibility of all round development of its culture in the native lan-
guage. . . I could not find even the slightest trace of national discrimina-
tion in the Soviet Union.6

The Ukrainian pro-communist press also carried articles by
Soviet authors which proclaimed that Ukrainian was flourishing,
that it was the language of “all state organs and institutions, all
public organizations, as well as schools, higher educational institu-
tions, the press, publishing houses, theatres, clubs and other cul-
tural and educational institutions”.”

The myth that the Ukrainian language was freely flourishing in
Ukraine was propagated so effectively by Soviet agencies and re-
peated so convincingly by their supporters abroad that it became
generally accepted not only by radicals but also by liberals and non-
communist intellectuals. Even such an uncompromising critic of
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the USSR as Watson Kirkconnell wrote as late as 1961 that:

Ukrainian today is the official and educational language of the Ukrain-

ian Soviet Socialist Republic.8

While the Ukrainian communists in Canada emphasized the pro-
motion of Ukrainian and denied the existence of Russification they
became themselves the unwitting tools of Russification. Ukrainska
Knyha, the agency through which parcels were sent by Ukrainians
and others from Canada to their relatives at home, placed an ad
which read:

Required men and women who can type in Russian for addressing and

typing invoices.?

Invoices for parcels to “united, independent, sovereign’’ Ukraine
were to be typed in Russian.

There was also the transliteration of surnames. The Russian alpha-
bet does not have a letter for the 4 sound. Consequently the Ukrain-
ian A in a surname becomes g in the Russian transliteration. Thus
Honchar becomes Gonchar in Russian. When Ukrainian names are
transliterated into English by Soviet translators it is not from the
original Ukrainian but from their Russian equivalents. The Ukrain-
lan communists in Canada adopted this policy of Russification of
Ukrainian surnames in English translations. Thus Halahan became
Galagan, Hrabovsky — Grabovsky and T. H. Shevchenko — T. G.
Shevchenko.

The Ukrainian pro-communist press even distorted reports to
cover up the existence of Russification in Ukraine. On one occasion
it informed its readers that outstanding cultural figures of Ukraine
had received Stalin prizes, one of whom was Volodymyr Belaev
(not a Ukrainian), who obtained it for the novel Stara Kripost (The
Old Fortress). The title of the novel was given in Ukrainian, convey-
ing the impression that it was published in that language, whereas
it was actually published in Russian.'®

Another case concerned the reprinting of a report from the
Soviet press. After the death of Stalin in 1951, Beria, in a manoeu-
vre to gain the support of the non-Russians in his struggle for
power, sent a memorandum to the CC of the CPSU criticizing the
national policy of the party as anti-Leninist and proposing that the
national republics be given more freedom in developing their lan-
guages and cultures. In July a plenum of the CC of the CPU re-
lieved L. G. Melnikov, its first secretary, for, among other reasons,
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replacing Ukrainian with Russian in the lecture rooms of the higher
educational institutions of Western Ukraine. The Ukrainian com-
munist papers in Canada listed all the reasons given for Melnikov’s
demotion with the exception of Russification.!!

There were a number of reasons why the Ukrainian communist
leaders so vehemently denied charges of Russification. Not only
were they duty-bound to defend Soviet policies but they approach-
ed the question from the point of view that the Ukrainian language
had attained great privileges since Tsarist times when it had been
proscribed. While the nationalists saw the increased use of Russian
in Ukraine since 1945 as a planned Russian encroachment on the
gains made by the Ukrainian language and culture during the 1920s
and early 1930s, the communists viewed it as a temporary and
spontaneous phenomenon brought on by the war with its influx of
Russian troops and administrators. Furthermore, to the national-
ists the USSR was an imperialist power and Russification was Rus-
sian colonial policy. To the communists the USSR was a federation
of free states building a socialist society. What the nationalists
termed Russification, the communists regarded as errors and abuses
in the application of Lenin’s national policy that would eventually
be corrected as the new society was constructed.

Nevertheless, the Ukrainian communist leaders in Canada were
appalled and disturbed by the wide prevalence of the Russian lan-
guage in Ukraine. Most chose to discuss their feelings only in nar-
row circles of their closest associates. However, two of them, Kraw-
chuk and Prokop, favoured raising the question with Soviet officials
in Ukraine after their first trips to the USSR. They were restrained
by the hesitancy and timidity of such senior leaders as Navis and
Shatulsky who were categorically opposed to criticizing any aspect
of Soviet policies.

By 1956, the situation had radically changed both in Canada and
the USSR. Shatulsky and Navis had both died and Prokop and
Krawchuk had become senior leaders. In the Soviet Union the aura .
of infallibility of its leaders was rapidly dissolving in light of Khru-
shchov’s revelations of the crimes of Stalin, making it easier to
voice criticism. On their visits to Ukraine, both Krawchuk and Pro-
kop raised strong objections to the dominance of the Russian lan-
guage.

When the situation in Ukraine did not improve, the Canadian-
Ukrainian communist leaders realized it was more serious than they
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had been led to believe. They were not acquainted with the articles
on the merging of Soviet nationalities which had appeared in the
Russian joumals, nor did they seem to realize the implications of
the new school law or wonder why Ukrainians had to choose
whether to send their children to Ukrainian or to Russian schools.

In 1960, they received a sudden shock which completely modi-
fied their conception of the national problem in Ukraine. The oc-
casion was the appearance of an article entitled, “V. I. Lenin on
Russian and the National Languages of Our Country”, by I. Kravt-
sev, a senior official in the apparatus of the CC of the CPU. He at-
tempted to justify the increasing prevalence of the Russian language
in Ukraine and declared that “in the process of the building of
communism there is an intensification of the drawing together of
socialist nations’’ which would lead to “the process of consolidation
of national languages around the Russian language”.!?

The publication of Kravtsev’s article had far-reaching effects on
Ukrainian communists in Canada. It substantiated nationalist
charges of a planned policy of Russification which the communists
had consistently denied, dealt a serious blow to their pride and pres-
tige, and marked a turning point in their relations with the Soviet
government and party.

They suddenly realized that what had been deplored as a spon-
taneous development was official government policy. The official
acknowledgement of Russification alarmed them. The smouldering
fires of resentment which they had nurtured over the increasing
dominance of the Russian language in Ukraine were suddenly
fanned into sharp criticism.

Their position was difficult. As loyal and devoted communists
they supported the USSR in the belief that it was the vanguard in
humanity’s march to a universal socialist order. As Ukrainians,
however, they could not reconcile themselves to the demise of their
mother tongue and their native culture.

Led by Krawchuk and Prokop, the Ukrainian leadership con-
demned Kravtsev’s article in a proposed protest to the Soviet gov-
ernment which was presented to a closed meeting of the NEC of
the party for approval. After lengthy discussions in which John
Weir strongly opposed the protest, the NEC refused to support it
and it was never dispatched. Instead, five months after the appear-
ance of Kravtsev’s article, one of the Ukrainian pro-communist
papers published an editorial (in all probability written by Kraw-
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chuk). It denounced the nationalists for ‘‘distorting the facts” be-
cause they had cited Kravtsev’s article as evidence that Russifica-
tion was official policy since it had appeared in an organ of the
government and the CC of the CP of Ukraine. The editorial declared
that Kravtsev had made false assertions which were his personal
opinions, in spite of the fact that the editors knew that personal
opinions on such subjects could only be expressed by leading
members of the Politburo of the CPSU. It added that as a result of
the revolution the Ukrainian nation had achieved statehood, chil-
dren were receiving instruction in Ukrainian, the national culture
was flourishing and Ukrainian was the official language.'?

In the meantime there was irrefutable evidence of the validity
of Kravtsev’s claims, not only in Ukraine, but on Canadian soil.
When the Virsky Dance Ensemble arrived in Canada from Kiev in
1962, Ukrainian Canadians came in contact with a cast almost
completely made up of Russians and Russianized non-Slavs who
spoke Russian.

The communist leaders were faced with a loud outcry from the
nationalists and the growing disenchantment of their own members
over the issue. Nourished for three decades or more on the propa-
ganda that Ukraine was a free and independent nation within the
framework of the USSR, many pro-communists were stunned to
find Russian, which they did not understand, dominant in nearly
all spheres of life in Ukraine. A general feeling of resentment, and
in some cases outright hostility, developed. Numerous letters of
sharp criticism, none of which were published, reached the NEC of
the AUUC and the editors of the communist press.

Anonymous articles, condemning Russification, by persons
claiming to have visited Ukraine as members of tourist groups spon-
sored by the AUUC, found their way into the nationalist press. A
well-written and detailed series in Ukrayinsky Holos by a correspon-
dent who claimed to be a member of the AUUC and the WBA, ran
for several weeks in 1960-1961. The author claimed that he had
first sent his articles to the communist press which refused to pub-
lish them. He complained against the almost universal prevalence
of the Russian language in Ukraine and the presence of large num-
bers of Russian officials.'® A second correspondent, who also
claimed to have been a member of an AUUC-sponsored tourist
group visiting Ukraine, wrote a similar but less detailed complaint
for another nationalist paper.'?
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Members of the AUUC who had been studying in Ukraine since
1950 added fuel to the smouldering fires of resentment. Since their
courses lasted fora year or more, they were in a position to become
well acquainted with conditions. They often discussed what they
saw and experienced in closed circles. When one student returned
in 1956, after two years, she made a report to the Ukrainian Na-
tional Party Committee in which she expressed bitter disillusion-
ment over conditions in the USSR. No one was shocked. What she
said was simply taken for granted by the members of the commit-
tee. Other students also made similar reports after their return.

The issue of Russification reached a critical stage in Canada after
the twenty-second congress of the CPSU in October 1961 pro-
claimed a new program which declared that in the future commun-
ist society in the USSR “‘the nations will draw still closer together
until complete unity is achieved. . ..”

There were members in the AUUC who declared that: “Unless
this question of the Ukrainian language is resolved there is no fu-
ture for our organization in Canada”.'® The problem was high-
lighted in 1965, when a Canadian student at the Higher Party School
in Kiev was arrested and subsequently expelled for involvement
with opponents of Russification in Ukraine. Nicholas Oleniuk, a
party member and a delegate from Toronto, then raised the ques-
tion at the Twelfth Convention of the AUUC in Winnipeg on March
21, 1966. He declared that the Russian language dominated nearly
all Soviet institutions in Ukraine, termed Russification an ‘‘his-
torical error” and demanded action on the part of the AUUC.!?

Krawchuk attempted to reassure the delegates. He replied that
mistakes had been committed in relation to the national question,
especially the Ukrainian language, that the NEC of the AUUC had
taken a stand on the matter several years ago and that the latest
pronouncements of Soviet leaders indicated that the problem was
under consideration.!?

There was every indication that the situation was far from re-
assuring. Even the Ukrainian communist leaders found it difficult
to refrain from criticism. When Korol reported on his impressions
of Expo ’67, he expressed regret that ‘“Ukraine does not have a
pavilion, or even a Ukrainian section in the pavilion of the USSR”".1?

The Ukrainian leaders finally applied to the NEC of the party
for permission to send an official delegation from the AUUC to
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raise the problem with Soviet authorities. Because Ukrainians
formed a large and important sector of the communist movement,
the party was also concerned. Tim Buck knew how disturbed the
Ukrainians were over the issue. Probably fearing that they might
create an embarrassing situation if they were not restrained, he
suggested that a delegation might have more authority if it was
sponsored by the party.

The decision by Ukrainian and party leaders to raise the national
question with Soviet authorities may appear as a bold move. How-
ever, it must be viewed against the background of events. In Canada
there had been a growing tendency in party circles, for several years,
to subject Soviet policies to a critical examination. Ukrainians be-
came disturbed over the arrest and persecution of opponents of
Russification in Ukraine. Other non-Ukrainian party members were
annoyed by the harsh sentences meted out to Daniel and Sinyav-
sky. Several letters, highly critical of Soviet policies and practices
and of the prevailing conditions in the USSR appeared in the Can-
adian Tribune. Amongthem was one by Nicholas Balan, presumably
a Ukrainian.?°?

In Ukraine, through circumstances, as yet unexplained, * several
writers, as well as P. Yu. Shelest, the first secretary of the CC of
the CPU, condemned Russification and spoke up in defense of the
Ukrainian language and culture at the Fifth Congress of the Union
of Writers of Ukraine held in Kiev on November 16-19, 1966.%!

Thus AUUC and party leaders undertook to raise the national
question with Soviet authorities when certain Soviet policies were
being questioned by anumber of party members in Canada and after -
it had been raised publicly by writers in Ukraine. After prolonged
discussion in the NEC and negotiations with the CPSU for permis-
sion, the plenum of the CC of the CPC sponsored a delegation com-
posed of Tim Buck, the national leader; William Ross, the lcader
of the party in Manitoba; Anthony Bilecki, president of the WBA;
George Solomon, secretary of the AUUC in Alberta; William Hara-
sym, national president of the AUUC; and Peter Krawchuk, editor
of Zhyttia ¢ Slovo. Their purpose was to visit Ukraine ‘“‘on a mission
of inquiry and discussion concerning the policy and the experience
of the Communist Party and the Government of Ukraine in dealing

with the national question”.?2

*The move to promote Ukrainianization was probably fostered by Shelest.



Differences with the USSR 165

The delegation, which left on March 30, 1967, by Soviet plane,
was met in Moscow by A. D. Skaba, the third secretary of the CC
of the CPU in charge of agitation and propaganda, Yu. I. Dudin (a
Russian), ambassador of the Ukrainian SSR to Moscow, and others.
The delegates spent twenty-two days in the USSR, visiting mini-
stries, institutions and enterprises, and interviewing officials in vari-
ous cities and towns.

The hosts were well prepared with glowing descriptions and im-
posing statistics of great achievements, designed to-impress the
delegation and disprove charges of Russification. When confronted
with embarrassing evidence of Russification they resorted to subtle
distortion, misrepresentation, outright denial and prevarication.
Some of their answers might lead one to believe that they consi-
dered the delegates naive and uninformed.

At the Ministry of Education the delegates were told that, where-
as Ukrainians constituted seventy-seven per cent of the population
of Ukraine, cighty-two per cent of the pupils were enrolled in
schools with Ukrainian as the language of instruction, that ninety-
five per cent of all text books published in Ukraine were Ukrainian
and that the main language of instruction in technical schools was
Ukrainian.*

- Babiychuk, in whose ministry most of the key posts were held
by Russians, declared that the circulation of journals published in
Ukrainian had increased by twenty percent since the end of 1965
while the circulation of those published in Russian had not in-
creased, that fifty-two of sixty-one professional theatres in Ukraine
were Ukrainian and that “those who believe that there is Russifi-
cation in Ukraine are cither badly misinformed or are denying real-
iy”.

In the State Planning Commission and several ministries which
they visited, the delegates were informed that all minutes of meet-
ings and all correspondence were in Ukrainian.f
*The eighty-two per cent figure was first quoted by Allan Bondar, then Minister of Edu-
cation, in 1966 as the percentage of elementary schools in Ukraine which are mostly
rural and included grades 1 to 4, and not as the percentage of Ukrainian pupils in all

schools in Ukraine. For the school year 1963-1964, three of the forty-one million text-

books published in Ukraine were in Russian. In addition seventcen million Russian text-
hooks were imported. Thus twenty of the fifty-eight million textbooks used in Ukraine

were Russian. The main language of instruction in technical schools in Ukraine is actu-
ally Russian. For further details see Kolasky, Education in Sovict Ukraine, pp. 52, 61, 90.

tThey are usually in Russian. See Kolasky, Two Years in Soviet Ukraine, Chap. 4.
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At a meeting with leaders of the writer’s union a delegate asked:
“Why is it that writers have been arrested in Ukraine?”” O. Komiy-
chuk, a leading dramatist and president of the Ukrainian SSR, re-
plied:

They were arrested because they were engaged in an attempt to distri-

bute anti-Soviet propaganda printed in West Germany, not because of

something they had written.

The director of radio and TV broadcasting stated that ninety-five
per cent of all domestic broadcasting was in Ukrainian.t A delcgate
asked him: “When will you at last start to produce records in the
Ukrainian language. People in Canada have been waiting for them
until they have grey beards.” The director replied: “Very soon
now. Construction of our plant for making records is almost com-
plete. We expect to start production very soon.”**

At the Institute of Social Sciences of the Academy of Sciences
of the Ukrainian SSR, 1. K. Bilodid, head of the Institute of Lin-
guists, reassured the delegation that the Ukrainian language was
flourishing and that Russian did not enjoy any privileges. When
asked why so many Russians came to Ukraine he replied: “In our
Union there cannot be a law against moving from one republic to
another. .. .”t%

After the delegates returned and proceeded to write a report on
their mission, disagreements developed between the Ukrainians,
who favoured a strong condemnation of Soviet policies, and Buck,
who proposed a more conciliatory approach. (Ross sided with the
Ukrainians.) eventually a compromise report was published. Its
greatest significance lay in the fact that for the first time since 1956,
party leaders dared to level open criticism at policies and practices
of the Soviet government and party.

The report indicated that the delegates were far from satisfied
with the replies and explanations they had received to their quer-
ies. They found “instances of gaps between declared policy and
practice” and were critical of charges of “bourgeois nationalism”
tMost of the broadcasting in Ukraine is in Russian. See W. Veryha, Communication Medsa

and Soviet Nationality Policy, New York: Ukrainian Congress Committee of America,
1972.

**In 1978 there was still no factory for producing records in Ukraine.

t1Migration of citizens is strictly controlled. In order to live anywhere in the USSR, a
citizen must obtain police permission in the form of registration. Only those who are
transferred by an official agency are readily registered.
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(“The term was never defined.”) against writers who were impri-
soned as ‘“‘enemies of the people’” on charges that were not speci-
fied.

The sharpest criticism was levelled at the Soviet national policies.
The report rejected the assurances of some of those interviewed
that the national question had been solved and the assertion of
others that language was of secondary importance. It condemned
the sole use of Russian on signs and in restaurant menus and tele-
grams, and the absence of language rights for Ukrainians living in
compact areas outside Ukraine. In reply to a question as to why
there were no Ukrainian schools in Moscow where there are large
concentrations of Ukrainians, the dclegates were told that there
was no demands for such schools and that no one forced these
Ukrainians to go to Moscow.

The delegation was not satisfied with the reply, compared it to
statements made years ago that therc had been no demand among
Jews for the study and publication of books in Yiddish, and asked:

In what way are Ukrainian workers in other republics different from
Russian, Polish and others who desire to continue with their native lan-
guage in Ukraine? Are national feelings among Ukrainians weaker than
among other Soviet nationalities? Or is it possible that Ukrainians living
in Moscow or elsewhere outside Ukraine, hesitate to request schools in
the Ukrainian language lest they be branded as nationalists?

The report did not raise the basic question of the dominance of
Russian in all spheres of life in Ukraine and was careful not to lay
the blame for Russification at the door of the central government
but to treat it as if its origin and solution lay in Ukraine itself. Nor
was the national policy itself criticized. There were only “problems”
and “mistakes” in connection with its application. Although the
report did not spell this out, the thecory of merging of the nations
of the USSR, which had so alarmed the Ukrainian communist lead-
ers when it was propounded by Kravtsev, had apparently been one
of the central topics of discussion.

Mykola Bazhan, one of the few older writers who had miracu-
lously survived Stalin’s purges of the thirties, declarcd that *it is
nccessary to press the fight against Russian chauvinism”. He an-
nounced that the concept of the merging of nations had becn re-
jected and confidently added: “I don’t think we shall have any
more trouble with the question.”
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Shelest, with whom the delegates carried on discussions, assured
them that ““mistakes” and “‘problems” were being overcome and
explained that crroncous ideas on the merging of languages had
been expressed but ‘““only a fool could imagine that there is any
possibility of the Russian language taking over in Ukraine””.

The mission and the subsequent report were designed to pacify
the rank and file members of the Ukrainian pro-communist orga-
nizations, blunt the sharp edge of nationalist accusations of Russi-
fication and, above all, influence Soviet authorities to amend the
national policy in Ukraine. The delegation felt certain that its mis-
sion had been necessary and valuable and that it had made a contri-
bution to the solution of the problem. So confident were the dele-
gates of the positive effects of their report that they proposed it
be publicized and discussed as widely as possible.

Unexpected events challenged the report’s conclusions that the
national problem in Ukraine was in the process of being solved.
Barely a month after the publication of the delegation’s report, a
book entitled, Education in Soviet Ukraine: A Study in Discrimi-
nation and Russification,*® came off the press. Its author, a mem-
ber of the Ukrainian pro-communist organizations and the CPC for
over thirty years, had been a student at the Higher Party School of
the Central Committee of the Communist Party of Ukraine from
1963-1965. Disillusioned with Soviet reality and incensed by Russi-
fication, he had collected materials which revealed the nature of
the Soviet national policy and had surreptitiously channelled them
to Canada.

The book was based on a mass of Soviet documents, statistical
and other data and unpublished materials not available in the West.
It was a comprehensive study which revealed a planned drive by
the central authorities in Moscow to impose arbitrarily the Russian
language and culture on non-Russians.

Coming out at a time when the question of Russification had
aroused considerable interest, the book became an instant sensa-
tion. A Toronto daily in a front page review described it as “‘a time
bomb ... designed to explode the myth of Soviet impartiality and
equality in policies towards minority nationalities in the USSR”".%#

It was no longer possible to deny the existence of planned and
arbitrary Russification. The book caused considerable confusion
among the members of the Ukrainian pro-communist organizations
and consternation among their leaders. While the Ukrainian na-
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tionalist and other press discussed at great length the evidence pre.
sented in the book, the Ukrainian pro-communist paper remained
silent. A yearlaterit reprinted an attack on the book from a Soviet
journal “for the information of our readers” but deleted the phrase
“at the expense of imperialist moneybags’’?® which it probably re-
garded as libelous and which referred to the supposed source of
funds for the book’s publication.

Meanwhile, members of the Ukrainian pro-communist organiza-
tions were further disturbed and confused by new evidence of
Russification which had been smuggled out of the USSR and pub.
lished abroad.?® It substantiated and supplemented the evidence
in Education tn Sovict Ukraine and indicated that Russification
was being intensified. To pacify the activists, who were clamouring
for explanations, a closed AUUC membership meeting was held on
Sunday, March 3, 1968, at 300 Bathurst Street to discuss Russifi-
cation. The report, delivered by Krawchuk, alternated between
praise for and criticism of Soviet policies. He enumerated the
achievements in Ukraine and declared that *“only Soviet power
brought national freedom for Ukrainians”. He dismissed the recent
arrests of dissidents with the statement that: “We cannot be judges
of whether they have the right to arrest in Ukraine,” but criticized
the refusal by Soviet authorities to grant visas and permission to
visit native villages.?”

In the meantime, officials in Moscow in charge of relations with
Ukrainians in Canada were highly disturbed over the report. One
official of the apparatus of the CC of the CPSU indignantly asked
a Canadian party leader, visiting Moscow, how Tim Buck could
have signed his name to such a document. Through the Soviet
cmbassy in Ottawa, pressure was applied on the party to withdraw
the report and Buck was called to Moscow.

The Ukrainian communist leaders became somewhat concerned
over Moscow’s displeasure with the report. Fearing the consequen-
ces of their role in its publication, they reaffirmed their loyalty to
the Sovict regime in a resolution passed at the Thirteenth Conven-
tion of the AUUC, held April 12-15, 1968. It declared that “if to-
day we are overly sensitive to some phenomena in Ukraine, it is
due to good intentions. . . %3

A month later, the leadership of the AUUC took another step
to ingratiate itself with the Soviet hierarchs. On May 21, 1968, a
month after he had been expelled from the CPC and over two years
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after his return from Ukraine, the author of Education in Soviet
Ukraine was indicted before the NEC of the AUUC. The charges
were never presented to the accused in writing but were read to
him. He was charged with conduct in Ukraine that was incompa-
tible with membership in the AUUC, conduct that included the
covert collection and transmission to Canada of materials on the
national policy which Soviet authorities wished to suppress. With
Krawchuk acting as prosecutor and the other members as judges,
he was expelled from the AUUC. Thus an organization which
prided itself on being democratic and boasted a Canadian charter,
expelled one of its veterans for participating in acts designed to ex-
pose Russification against which its leaders had only recently pro-
tested in a report.

At the same time, the Ukrainian communist leaders would not
back down on the report. After Buck returned from Moscow, a
discussion and controversy that lasted over a year ensued in the
NEC over the report. A majority, including Buck, were in favour
of complying with Moscow’s demand that it be withdrawn. The
Ukrainians, however, were adamantly opposed. Krawchuk was not
a member, but he attended meetings of the NEC when the report
was discussed, as one of the delegates. He vowed to fight against
its withdrawal to the bitter end.

New pressure was applied from Moscow. In November, an open
letter appeared in an organ of the CPC, signed by Weir. It con-
demned the report and its authors, insisting that the national prob-
lem in Ukraine had been solved and urged that the report be re-
considered.?’

When this did not produce the desired results, another open
letter, signed by twenty-eight public figures in Ukraine who had
participated in discussions with the delegates, was addressed to the
NEC of the CPC and to the delegates. It termed the report “sensa-
tional and astonishing”, claimed there was incongruity betwecn
the factual material cited and the conclusions, and drew attention
to the fact that the arguments and assertions in the report were
used by ‘“‘encmies” of the USSR (i.e. the nationalists). Gently chid-
ing the delegates, the authors cxpressed the hope that their letter
would facilitate a better understanding of life in Ukraine in the
field of national relations.?°

In spite of the new pressure, the Ukrainian communist leaders
would not compromise on the report. When the situation reached
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an impasse in the NEC, William Beeching, Don Currie and Mark
Frank favoured a showdown with the Ukrainian ‘‘nationalists™.
Soon after, however, the party leaders called a truce in an attempt
to settle their differences with the Ukrainian leaders. Over the op-
position of all members of the delegation except Buck, the report
was then withdrawn at the plenum of the CC of the party, held
October 4-6, 1969.3!

The withdrawal of the report amounted to full acquiescence to-
wards Russification. The Ukrainian communist leaders were placed
in an unenviable predicament. They did not publish the announce-
ment of the withdrawal or make any mention of it in their press.
Nor did they dare to declare publicly their opposition to the action.
By raising the national question with Soviet authorities and the
publication of thereport, they had hoped to appease their followers
and enhance their prestige in the Ukrainian community as staunch
defenders of the Ukrainian language and culture. But instead of
emerging as heroes, the Ukrainian communist leaders were branded
as traitors. Moreover, they were forced to bear the censure in si-
lence. They felt betrayed by Buck and the other party leaders.
Prokop became especially bitter and alicnated. The relatively har-
monious relations that had prevailed between the party and the
Ukrainian leaders were severely strained.

Meanwhile, the tensions between the Ukrainian communist lead-
ers and Soviet authorities were further aggravated by the difficulty
Ukrainians experienced in obtaining permission to visit their native
villages. The matter was the subject of numerous discussions be-
tween representatives of the AUUC, Globe Tours and various Soviet
officials, both in Canada and in the Soviet Union, generating con-
siderable tension and misunderstanding between the two sides.

The reason given for the refusal to provide visas was the presence
of military installations in the restricted arcas. On analysis it turned
out that the villages, which tourists were not allowed to visit, were
located in all parts of Ukraine. Moreover, while one applicant would
be refused, another, often a nationalist, would be granted permis-
sion to visit the same village or a ncighboring one. What made it
more galling was the fact that within Poland there were no travel
restrictions. Moreover, nationalists, who did not expect to find
utopia and consequently would not be disillusioned with what they
saw, were often more readily given Soviet entry visas than AUUC
and WBA members of long standing.
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The problem of obtaining tourist visas to the USSR and permis-
sion to visit native villages was an even greater irritant, especially
to the rank and file members and sympathizers, than Russification.
In 1964, at the eleventh convention of the AUUC, John Dubno,
former provincial secretary in British Columbia, complained that
AUUC activities were hindered by the “‘anti-Soviet attitude of cer-
tain people who are disatisfied because they could not go to their
native villages”.3?

By 1968 the problem had become so acute thatit could no longer
be ignored. Krawchuk condemned Soviet authorities for such re-
fusals in his report to the closed membership meeting of the AUUC
on March 3, 1968, declaring that:

Everyone has a right to go to his native village. . . . It should not be ne-

cessary to beg on one’s knees to go to Ukraine.

At the thirteenth convention of the AUUC on April 12-15,1968,
Krawchuk, in his report again raised the question of tourist visas
to villages. He underlined the gravity of the problem when he de-
clared that it was “the subject of everyday conversation and discus-
sion . . . in every locality across Canada where Ukrainians live’.33

In the name of the convention presidium and the resolutions
committee, Krawchuk, who was not a member of either, read the
text of a letter addressed to M. V. Pidhorny, president of the USSR,
and D. S. Korotchenko, president of the Ukrainian SSR, requesting
that steps be taken to resolve the problem. It was adopted unani-
mously. The letter complained that members were refused visas to
visit their native villages and advised to apply again in twelve months
and added bitterly:

Some have applied five and more times and each time received the stan-
dard reply: “Make a new application in twelve months.” Many people
who are advised to wait twelve months are seventy or more. It is true
that some of them were sixty when they first applied. . . . It is incompre-
hensible to us that twenty-three years after the end of the war people
cannot visit their birth place.34
In spite of the appeal, refusals by Soviet authorities to grant visas
to members of the Ukrainian pro-communist organizations to visit
villages continued. It was again the subject of heated discussion at
the fourteenth convention of the AUUC in March 1970. One dele-
gate enumerated the ‘“‘complaints of those, who cannot visit their
relatives in Ukraine”. Another reported that it was ‘“‘an acute prob-
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lem with which we are confronted at every meeting” and urged
that the AUUC “should do everything possible to resolve this prob-
lem”.3s

Prokop reported that the NEC had received a verbal reply to the
thirteenth convention’s letter to Pidhorny through a representative
of the Soviet Embassy in Ottawa. The letter confirmed the refusal
to grant travel visas to those arcas which were closed to tourists
for reasons of security and stated that no changes in this respect
were anticipated.

He further added that on their visits to the branches the leaders
were constantly reproached by members over the matter of visas.
The NEC also received numerous complaints blaming it for not tak-
ing steps to improve the situation. He declared that everything
possible had been done by the leadership to solve the problem but
without success. *°

The rift that had developed over Russification and visas between
the Ukrainian communists and the USSR deepened over the inva-
sion of Czechoslovakia. When Alexander Dubcek embarked on his
attempt to liberalize and give socialism in Czechoslovakia a “human
face”, John Boyd, a member of the CEC of the CPC, was stationed
in Prague as the Canadian member on the editorial council of the
World Marxist Review. He was caught up in the wave of popular
enthusiasm for the new course and transmitted these sentiments to
communists in Canada through his dispatches to the Canadian Tri-
bune.

He described the broad program of democratization, the spon-
taneous outburst of popular enthusiasm for the new course, the
wide participation in free and open discussion, and the high hopes
for “a greater degree of democracy . .. that in one form or another
will have to take place in every socialist country”.3”

The articles received great publicity in the paper and were in-
strumental in developing a deep sympathy among communists in
Canada, including Ukrainians, for the Dubcek experiment. The
Ukrainian pro-communist press reprinted some of Boyd’s articles
and other reports on Czechoslovakia, placing special emphasis on
the process of democratization.

The Ukrainian communist leaders were convinced, like so many
others, that the events in Czechoslovakia heralded the beginning of
a process of reform that would engulf the whole Soviet bloc and
add political democracy to economic security. They believed like
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Otakar Sik, a leading Czech economist and member of the CC of
the Communist Party of Czechoslovakia, that the democratization
would “truly become attractive to all working people in all capital-
ist countries and ... immeasurably influence the development of
the entire left-wing movement in the Western countries’”.®

When the Warsaw Pact troops entered Prague on August 20,
Tim Buck was in Moscow and a number of other members of the
NEC of the party were away on holidays. Twelve of the seventeen
members of the NEC met. The majority were opposed to the inva-
sion but disagreed on what stand to take. Half of them favoured
outright condemnation, the others were hesitant or opposed. A
compromise statement was issued on August 21, declaring that the
NEC was disturbed by the situation which had developed and
strongly urged the carly withdrawal of all foreign troops from Cze-
choslovakia, the preservation of her sovereignty and independence,
and the extension of socialist democracy embarked upon by the
Central Committee of the Communist Party of Czechoslovakia in
its decisions of January, 1968.%°

The Ukrainians were among the strongest opponents of the in-
vasion. Their attitude to the USSR had undergone considerable
change since 1956 when they had supported the Soviet intervention
in Hungary. At a general party meeting in Toronto on Sunday,
September 5, 1968, there were some sharp exchanges between the
Ukrainians, some of the Jewish leaders and other opponents of the
invasion on the one side, and those who supported it on the other.
When one supporter of the invasion called the Czechs who pro-
tested the invasion, “hooligans’’, onc of the Ukrainian leaders re-
torted: “You are a hooligan” and branded the invasion: “Russian
aggression”.4?

Two weeks later a meeting of the CC of the CPC, with Buck
present, rejected, against strong opposition of the Ukrainian and
other members, that part of the NEC statement “which gave cx-
pression to the false position that the entry of Warsaw Pact troops
into Czechoslovakia was not in the interests of socialism”.*!

The Ukrainians continued to oppose the invasion even after the
CC statement. They condemned it at a plenum of the NC of the
AUUC on Scptember 22, 1968, in Toronto. Of over thirty top lead-
ers and full-time functionaries in the AUUC, WBA and the press,
only threc: William and Mary Kardash and Constantine Kostaniuk,

supported the invasion.
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The Ukrainian stand caused alarm in the Soviet embassy in Ot-
tawa and among party officials in Moscow. Sergei Molochkov, for-
merly in charge of relations with the CPC in the apparatus of the
CC of the CPSU and the liaison between the Soviet party and the
CPC and the ethnic mass organizations, had been in Canada as an
employee of the Soviet embassy in Ottawa since 1967. He made a
trip across Canada to persuade the Ukrainian leaders to alter their
stand in the hope of finding support for the Soviet position.

When he failed in his mission, John Weir, who had migrated to
the USSR in 1962 to take up permanent residence there, was sent
back to Canada in 1969 to lead the fight among the Ukrainians for
the party line. Weir had alienated the other Ukrainian leaders by
his opposition to the protest against the Kravtsev article in 1960
and to the delegation’s report in 1968. He was also unpopular in
the NEC of the party and had become completely estranged from
his family in Canada. In spite of the fact that he was an emissary
of the Soviet party, the Canadian party leaders completely ignored
him and no one even met him at the airport when he arrived. Kraw-
chuk refused to shake hands with him when Weir came to the news-
paper office and the Ukrainian communist leadership rejected him
completely. After failing in his mission, he served as editor of the
Canadian Tribune for a period and then returned to Moscow.

The opposition of the Ukrainian communist leaders to the in-
vasion of Czechoslovakia further aggravated their strained relations
with the Soviet and Canadian parties. The tension became so great
that there was almost a complete break. Normally opposition to
the party line is punished by swift condemnation and summary ex-
pulsion. However, the Soviet authorities, having failed to win sup-
port among the Ukrainians for their intervention in Czechoslovakis,
called a truce. Any disciplinary action on their part could have alie-
nated the remaining dwindling sympathies for the Soviet regime
among Ukrainians in Canada. The leaders of the CPC readily ac-
quicsed: they could not afford to lose their largest base of financial
support. Fearing the loss of their lucrative business enterprises, de-
pendent on Moscow, the Ukrainian communist leaders also compro-
miscd. The Ukrainian pro-communist press then published without
comment the statement of the CC of the CPC supporting the inva-
sion of Czechoslovakia.

‘The party suffered serious repercussions as a result of its support
of the invasion. Some members wavered, some became disillusioned
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and some defected. In British Columbia, a group of over thirty lea-
ders and activists resigned from the party over the issue. There
were no Ukrainians among them. In Toronto one lone Ukrainian,
John Boyd,* a prominent party leader, resigned from the CPC.
The leaders of the Ukrainian pro-communist organizations re-
mained. The rank and file members, however, were slowly dropping
out, gradually eroding the Ukrainian base which had been the main
source of party support for half a century.

*Boyd apparently did not break with the Ukrainian pro-communist organizations. Since
leaving the party, he has contributed to the AUUC press and lectured at a WBA-sponsored
meeting.
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Seeds of Decline

IHE decline of the Ukrainian pro-communist movement
began almost immediately after the end of World War II. One of
the first signs of the slackening of the tempo of organizational
activity was a decrease in the number of new recruits entering the
ranks of the AUUC. Their number rapidly declined from a high
of 2,579 in 1945 to 48 in 1969. (This is the last year for which
the AUUC issued statistics.) (Table VIII)

Another indication of the instability in the AUUC was the rapid
turmover in membership, especially among the Canadian-born. In
the first few years after the war, their numbers had grown steadily.
At the Third Convention, in 1948, there were thirty-two English-
speaking branches with one thousand members. However, Prokop
noted in his report at the next convention that there had been a
great turnover in that category. By 1952, the number of English-
speaking branches was declining. In 1954, there were only sixteen
with 401 members.!

The AUUC had a similar experience with the Youth Section.
In 1954, it had only thirteen branches. Little, if any, improve-
ment was made in subsequent years. Prokop declared at the Eighth
Convention in 1958 that “the younger sector is numerically small
and organizationally weak”. Harasym reported to the Twelfth
Convention in 1966 that the largest drop in the rate of recruit-
ment had occurred in the youth division and that *“overall and
numerically-speaking we have not grown in the past two-year
period in the Canadian-born organizational sector’”’. Two years
later, Prokop admitted that “little is left of the Youth Section

which was still functioning a year ago”’.?
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Seeds of Decline 179

The Junior Section also proved unstable. Of 266 members re-
cruited between the eleventh and twelfth conventions, 143, in six
localities, dropped out. At the thirteenth convention Harasym
produced additional statistics to reveal the seriousness of the situ-
ation. There were 128 fewer new members recruited in the period
between the twelfth, in 1966, and thirteenth convention two
years later than between the eleventh, in 1964, and the twelfth.
The youth and junior sections accounted for 109 of this deficit.?

The decrease in the ranks of the Canadian-born was reflected
in the organization as a whole. According to official reports, the
number of members at the end of 1945 was over 13,000. No fur-
ther statistics were ever published — an indication that it was not
increasing. As a matter of fact, there were numerous admissions
that membership was declining. In his report to the ninth conven-
tion, in 1960, Prokop reported that the AUUC had as many
members as did the ULFTA in 1939. This was an open admission
of a decrease in membership, since the ULFTA had only about
10,000 members before World War II. At the twelfth convention,
in 1966, Joseph Petelko, the secretary of the men’s branch at
300 Bathurst Street in Toronto, reported that the membership of
his branch had decreased through death, migration to Ukraine
and inactivity. Harasym declared at the same gathering that *if
we reported to you the number of members in good standing . . .
there would be a few explosions on the floor of this conven-
tion. . ..” Mary Prokop, reporting to the thirteenth convention
on work among women, stated that what *‘disturbs us most is the
fact that our branches are not augmented by younger women’’.
Prokop admitted at the fourteenth convention, in 1970, that the
150 new members recruited in 1968-1969 did not replace those
who had died or dropped out.*

The data on the number of branches give some indication of
the extent of the decline. From 315 at the end of 1945, the num-
ber of branches dropped to 176 in 1952 and 152 in 1954. The
greatest decrease was in Alberta, from 105 in 1945 to 23 in 1954
(Table IX). The number of branches also declined considerably in
Ontario. They were mostly in smaller communities — many in the
Fort William district.®* No further statistics are available on the
number of branches for subsequent years, but it is possible to
follow the decline by calculating the number of branches repre-
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sented at conventions. This data is incomplete because some
branches, such as youth, junior and many smaller ones, were not
represented. It does, however, indicate an almost continuous de-
cline in the number of branches represented at conventions, and
consequently a decline in membership. Thus from 168 branches
represented at the Third Convention, in 1948 (the first post-war
convention for which we have data), the number dropped to sixty-
one at the fourteenth in 1970 (Table IX). The number of dele-
gates also declined from 350 at the Fifth Convention, in 1952, to
124 at the fourteenth, in 1970, and 110 at the next convention
in, 1972.°

The decline of the WBA began much later and continued at a
much slower rate. Its membership had grown from 5,154 at the
end of 1942 to 7,757 at the end of 1945, a gain of 1,603 for a
three-year period or an average of 534 per year (Table X). At the
end of 1948, the membership stood at 9,317. This was an increase
of 1,560 from the end of 1945. However, the 1,560 new members
were not all Ukrainians. The WBA began organizing branches of
Russians in 1946 and Carpatho-Russians in 1948.*¥ About 600 of
the new members recruited in this period were from these two
ethnic groups,’ leaving 960 Ukrainians, or an average of only 320
per year, as against 534 per year in the 1942-1945 period. In 1951,
the WBA began organizing Polish branches.

In 1953, of the 12,478 members, 11,000 were Ukrainians. This
was an increase of over 3,200 from 1945. The membership seems
to have continued tQ grow until at least 1954, after which the over-
all membership began to decrease. Thus the decline in member-
ship in the WBA not only began much later than in the AUUC, but
it was still growing while that of the AUUC was already declining.
This is further borme out by a comparison of the number of
branches in the two organizations. The number of Ukrainian WBA
branches increased from cighty-seven in 1942 to 146 in 1953. The
number remained fairly stable, dropping to 142 by 1965 but rising
again to 144 by 1968 (Table X). The decrease in the number of
branches in the AUUC began shortly after the end of the war (Table
IX).

*The so-called Carpatho-Russians were actually Ukrainians from the Carpathian area of
Ukraine. Many of those who formed the Russian branches were also Ukrainians from
the province of Volhynia and the central areas of Ukraine. Each group had its own pro-
communist mass organization similar to the AUUC.
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In 1963, the WBA took over the Independent Mutual Benefit
Federation, a fratemal society composed of Hungarians, Slovaks,
Czechs and a few Germans, Macedonians, French and others. The
WBA also reported a Finnish branch of eleven members.® With the
addition of these non-Ukrainians the membership rose from 11,953
in 1962 to 13,5651 in 1963. Two years later it was down to 12,886,
a loss of 665 in two years. A consistent annual decline followed,
with a loss of 4,412 members or over 34 per cent in the ten-year
period between 1965 snd 1974 (Table X).

The third pro-communist organization, the Society for Cultural
Relations With Ukraine, which was to have played a decisive role
in extending pro-Soviet influence among the nationalists, proved
to be still-born. It established two embryonic branches with three
ex-nationalists as members. Two of these soon faded from the pic-
ture. Romaniuk lost his enthusiasm after hostile nationalist reac-
tion to his articles in the pro-communist press in 1946. Dr. W. Yar-
mey also became inactive. Swystun carried on alone, attempting to
expand the society as late as 1956. Duringhis last trip to the USSR
in 1961, he became completely disillusioned with the Soviet na-
tional policy in Ukraine.’® Aftéx his return from the Soviet Union,
he withdrew from all participation in pro-Soviet activity.

Of the nationalists who had been attracted to the Ukrainian pro-
communist movement during World War II, only one, Mykhailo
Sribniak, remained after the Cold War set in. He began writing for
the Ukrainian pro-communist press in 1945 and continued to con-
tribute quite regularly. He also became a member of the AUUC.
The issue of Russification and the invasion of Czechoslovakia in
1968 led him to reassess his position.

He expressed disillusionment in a poem written in the form of
an allegory, entitled “To My Brother’. In it, he wrote of “that
which has for years weighed upon our hearts” and asked: “Where
is that equality . .. that has been set down on paper...?” He re-
plied that there was none. Instead there prevailed ‘“‘coarse brutal-
ity”. Sribniak concluded his poem with the question: “How long
will you continue to keep us, your younger brothers, in subjec-
tion?”’? Since the Russians regarded themselves as the elder bro-
thers of the Ukrainians, the reference in the poem was obvious.

Sribniak took the poem to Krawchuk, who refused to have it
published. A week later, when the latter was away, he took it to
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Mykola Chachkowsky, an associate editor, who accepted it for
publication. The poem’s appearance caused quite a storm. Readers
wrote to the paper, some complimenting and others criticizing it.
Although the paper did not publish the letters, Chachkowsky wrote
an explanation, accepting full responsibility in the absence of a
meeting of the editorial board, for the poem’s publication. The edi-
torial board declared in a statement that it had been a ‘“‘mistake”
to publish the poem.’! As a result of the storm over his poem, Srib-
niak was completely alienated from the Ukrainian pro-communist
movement.

There were other indications of decline in the Ukrainian pro-
communist organizations. For a short period after the war the
number of AUUC temples was still increasing while the number of
branches was declining. It was not lo\1g before it became evident
that many localities were having problems in maintaining their
halls. As the membership decreased, they became a burden and
many were offered for sale. By 1950, the halls in Mundare, East
Toronto and Grimsby were sold, and by 1954 those in Simcoe and
Sandwich. By 1960, the temple in Dunnville, which had been open-
ed in 1953, was up for sale. The Ottawa hall, which had been the
headquarters for every communist delegation that came to Ottawa
and the centre of all communist activities in the area, and which
had been remodelled and enlarged after the war, was listed for sale
in 1965. From 112 in 1952, the number of halls dropped to ninety
in 1954 and to forty-three by 1973 (Table XI). The greatest drop
in the number of halls was in Alberta, from fifty-four in 1944 to
thirty-nine in 1954.

In many of those that were left, little, if any, organizational
work was carried on. They were maintained by income derived
from rent for weddings, meetings and bingo games. Some remained
unsold after the local branch ceased to exist. In Alberta, in 1954,
there were twenty-three branches (Table IX) and thirty-nine tem-
ples (Table XI).

As the membership declined, some of the picnic grounds and
summer camps that had been inherited from the ULFTA or pur-
chased by the AUUC and WBA jointly or singly, where formerly
large crowds of Ukrainians had gathered on Sundays and holidays,
also became a tax burden and were sold. Among these were the
grounds in Timmins, Ontario, and Haney, British Columbia.
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Table XI

NUMBER OF LABOR TEMPLES OWNED BY THE ULFTA-AUUC,
BY PROVINCE, 1939-1973

Year BC Alta Sask Man Ont Que NS Total
1939 . 1132
1944 54 L L.
1949 . e e e e e 108¢
1950 5 51 9 16 26 2 2 111d
1952 b ah en e e e e 112¢
1954 5 39 4 14 25 2 1 9of
1973 i e e e e e 438
Source:

a Krawchuk, Na noviy zemls, p. 300;

b US, March 15, 1944;

¢ UC, November 15, 1949;

d Narady i ukhvaly chetvertoho. . . zyizdu. . . p. 68;
e Narady i ukhvaly piatoho. . . zyizdu. .. p. 73;

f Narady i ukhvaly shostoho. .. zyizdu. .. p. 21;

g AUUC data obtained unofficially.

The cooperative enterprises followed the general trend. In Thun-
der Bay, the International Cooperative Stores Limited, with a
bakery and a chain of grocery stores in the metropolitan and the
surrounding area, found itself in serious difficulty. In February
1971, it was forced into bankruptcy. In Northern Ontario, the
Workers Cooperative, which once had a bakery, a dairy and a chain
of grocery stores, dwindled to one small store.

The circulation of the Ukrainian pro-communist press held up
better than the membership of the mass organizations. Many con-
tinued to subscribe even after they had severed all other ties with
the Ukrainian pro-communist movement. Ukrayinske Zhyttia was
even transformed into a semi-weekly in 1954 although many sub-
scriptions were not being renewed, especially in Western Canada.!?

It soon became clear that the press was in difficulties as well.
R