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THE PROBLEM OF LABOUR MIGRATION
OF UKRAINIAN PEASANTS AND BURGHERS IN THE INTERNAL
POLICY OF RUSSIAN EMPIRE IN THE SECOND HALF
OF THE NINETEENTH - EARLY TWENTIETH CENTURIES

Abstract. The purpose of this research is to highlight the results of Russian
policy for Ukrainian labour migrants, which is both of theoretical and practical
importance, since it enables modern Ukrainian leaders to take into account positive
and negative experience of unprivileged classes labour migration in the late 19th and
in the early 20th centuries. The research methods are based on the main principles
of historicist tradition, scientific objectivity, comprehensive approach and data
classification. In order to achieve the purpose the authors use a number of general
scientific methods (analysis, synthesis, classification) as well as specific historical
methods, such as problematic and chronological, comparative, retrospective and
method of periodization. As the result of the research, the authors have made a
conclusion about quite high activity of the inhabitants of Dnipro Ukraine in
migration movements during the second half of the 19th century and the early of
the 20th century due to the lack of land. The economic reasons were predominant for
most migrants, as they were unable to satisfy their primary needs within their region.
These are general observations. To be more precise, we can determine a certain range
of social and economic factors which made direct and indirect impact on stepping
up of migration movements on Ukrainian lands of the Russian empire within
the period of 1861-1917. These factors include: 1) the lack of land for most small
agrarian producers due to the implementation of legislation acts concerning former
serf (in 1861), udilni (in 1863) and state peasants (in 1866); 2) small labour market
in the late 19th and early 20th century that resulted in agrarian overpopulation of
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Ukrainian villages (from 7 to 12 million by various estimates); 3) the availability
of the special social unprivileged class of kozaks who inhabited Left-Bank Ukraine
(with the highest level of migration) and always had a possibility to sell their land
and receive some money to move out, 4) the prevailing government ideas concerning
Ukrainian people as the best colonization element that is proved by a large number
of legislations acts related to so-called "malorosiyski kozaky". Because of fiscal
interests, the central power restricted the intention of some part of its citizens to find
better resources in other regions of the country for a long period. However, the need
for economic growth of remote eastern and south-eastern regions of the empire and
necessity for the defence of these territories from aggressive neighbours, e.g. Japan,
forced the government to provide more possibilities for labour migrants to move from
the densely populated central parts of the country to its borderlands.

Keywords: Russian empire, Ukraine, labour migration, peasants, burghers.

Nowadays the problem of labour migration is very urgent for a number of
countries on almost all continents, as it influences both internal and foreign po-
licy and makes all state institutions take measures to develop legal framework
for mass migration. In the search for better living conditions millions of people
make a decision to move out and often face risks for their health and life. This
problem is very urgent for modern Ukraine, since our people are moving to fo-
reign countries and especially European Union to look for better jobs on foreign
labour markets.

Due to a number of similar characteristics of labour migration at the turn
of the 19t — 20 and 20* — 21* centuries, modern Ukrainian historians, lawyers
and economists are interested in the forms and methods used by the state po-
wer (central and local) to regulate migration processes after the abolishment of
serfdom law and introduction of other reforms during the second half of the 19
century and the early of the 20* century.

For those people who are interested in the history of Ukraine there is a wide
choice of scientific works concerning labour migration during the second half
of the 19™ century and the early of the 20 century. First we should mention
such researchers V.Kabuzan!, Ya.Boiko?, D.W.Treadgold? F.-X.Coguin*, and
M.Yakymenko®. There are also summarizing historiographical works by bodies
of state power in solving the problems of agriculture modernization during the

1 Kab6ysan B.M. JlanpaeBocrounbiii kpait B XVII — mauvase XX BB. (1640-1917): Hcropuko-
nemorpadgudeckuii ogepk. — Mocksa, 1985. — 260 c.; Ka6ysan B.M. Ilepecenenusi ykpaiHiliB y
Jlamerxocxigumii kpai B 1850—1916 pp. // Yrpaincbkuii icropuaunii skypHast. — 1971, — No2. — C.65-70.

2 Boiiko A.B. 3Bacenenue [Osxmoit Yrpawmnsr:: 1860-1890 rr. (MCTOPUKO-d9KOHOMUYECKOE
ucciaenoBanue). — Yepracesr, 1993. — 256 c.

3 Treadgold D.W. Siberian Migration: Government and Peasant in Resettlement Emancipation
to the First World War. — Princeton Univ. Press, 1957. — 262 p.

4 Coguin F.-X. La Siberie: Penplement immigration pansanne an XIX ciecle. — Paris, 1969. —
789 p.

* Arumenro M.A. Ilepecenenns censn 3 Ykpainu Ha Jlanexuit Cxin B erioxy puHKOBHX pedopM
rinma XIX — mogarky XX cr. — [lonrasa, 2003. — 130 c.; Hoeo s, Arpapri mirparii ykpaiHchrOro
cesstacTBa Ha pybeski XIX—-XX cr. — [Tomrasa, 2006. — 144 c.; Hoeo oc. IlepecesieHchbruii pyx y
Hannninpascekiii Yrpaini B poku croymmiHchbkux pedopm (1906-1913 pp.). — Ilonrasa, 2009. —
148 c.; Axumenro H.A. Ilepecesnenyueckas MoJUTHKA [IapuaMa Ha YKpauHe u eé mocseacTsus (1861—
1917 rr.). — Ilomrasa, 2011. — 298 c.
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above-mentioned period and characterize the regional historiography of agrari-
an relations of Left-Bank Ukraine. Our attention is focused on the sources which
deal with the T.Sharavara® and S.Makarets” who pay attention to the activity of
the local importance of labour migration of Ukrainians in the internal policy
of the tsar government after the abolishment of serfdom law.

Dnipro Ukraine with its 9 gubernias (provinces), such as Kyiv, Podillia,
Volyn, Poltava, Kharkiv, Chernihiv, Katerynoslav, Tavriia and Kherson, be-
longed to the specific regions of the Russian empire in ethnic, social and econom-
ic aspects. In order to prove the latter statement it is necessary to mention some
peculiarities of the process of serfdom law abolishment, since special laws were
adopted for such regions of Ukraine as Left-Bank, Right-Bank and South®. The
social structure of population was also different in these regions. For instance,
Right-Bank Ukraine was inhabited by 34,36% of noblemen, Left-Bank — by
38,13% and the South — by 27,51%, so their proportion in these regions was ap-
proximately the same. However, the situation with unprivileged classes was
quite different, e.g. 52,27% and 21% of burghers respectively. The number of
former state peasants was estimated as 32,58% (1 827 814 persons) in Right-
Bank Ukraine, 42,76% (2 399 780 persons) in Left-Bank, and 24,66%
(1 383 683 persons) in the South. More differences can be observed in the loca-
tion of the poorest part of unprivileged classes, such as former landlord peasants.
Their number was 2 128 535 persons (50,30%) in Right-Bank Ukraine,
1 487 468 persons (42,76%) in Left-Bank Ukraine and only 615 764 persons
(14,55%) in the South. In comparison with the two above-mentioned categories,
the number of udilni peasants (those who served on the lands of the emperor’s
family) was not significant: 138 007 persons (17,48%) in Right-Bank Ukraine,
326 706 persons (42,00%) in Left-Bank and 324 450 persons (41,11%) in the
South. According to the statistics in 1863 burghers was represented by
1 575 760 persons and former state peasants — by 5 611 280 persons in 9 guber-
nias of Ukraine. The number of landlord peasants was slightly lower —
4 231 767 persons. Together with udilni peasants the total number of all peasants
and burghers representatives of Ukraine was more than 12 million persons who
formed the main migration groups after 1861°. Apart from most burghers repre-
sentatives who were engaged in industry, trade and service sector, the main ac-
tivity for peasants was agriculture and only in some cases crafts. As there are
many scientific works about difficult economic conditions for peasants after the
reform of the 1860s, in our research we will not pay special attention to buying

6 Hlapasapa T.0., Arxumenxo M.A. Icropiorpadiubde mOCHiKeHHS IIAJIBHOCTI 3€MCTB
Hangmuinpsiacbroi Yrpainu y cdepl MomepHisalli ClIIBCHKOTOCIONAPCHKOT0 BHPOOHUIITBA TIEPIOLy
npyroi momopuau XIX — mouatky XX cr. // Ilpobaemu ictopii Yrpaiuu XIX — mouatky XX cr. —
Bun.VI. - K., 2003. — C.406-411.

" Maxapeup C.B. PeriomanpHa mopanasiHCbka icropiorpadis arpapHUX BITHOCHH y TyOepHisX
JliBoGepesxnoi Yrpaium Ha py6eski XIX—XX cr. // 36ipHUK HAYKOBUX ITPAITb MIsKHAPOIHOI KOH(pEPEeHIIil
«Hayxa 1 cyuacuicts: Buksmkn rirobasmisarii». — 4.II1. — K., 2013. — C.81-84.

8 Kpecrpsauckas pedopma B Poccru 1861 r.: CoopHME 3aK0HOIATEIbHBIX aKTOB. — MockBa, 1954. —
C.179, 243, 299.

9 Crarucruuecknit BpemeHHUK Poccuiickoit mmnepun / Ilog pen. IL.II.CeménoBa. — Canxr-
Ilerepbypr, 1866. — C.41-51.
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out operation according to the legislation in 1861, which was the basis for re-
forming udilni (in 1863) and state peasants (in 1866). From our point of view, it
is enough to mention agrarian overpopulation of Ukrainian villages and with the
help of it we can estimate the number of labour force that was not able to provide
their families with all necessary resources on their native land. The commaission,
set up according to the tsar edict of November 16, 1901 to examine peasants’
welfare, estimated the number of “excessive” population as 7 624 000 persons'.
These were families unable to find necessary resources to satisfy minimum needs
of adults and children. Taking into account the estimation of one of the authors
of this article, we can speak about much larger numbers of potential migrants,
which were up to 13 million at the turn of the 19 and 20* centuries'’. In addi-
tion, how could a peasant satisfy his needs, when the minimum standard of land
property in the central black soil gubernias was 5 desiatynas per a masculine
person'?, but according to the statistics in 1877 its average size was 2,3 desi-
atynas for former landlord peasants and 4,0 desatynas — for state peasants.
Moreover, 7,8% of all peasants’ households did not possess any agricultural land.
This was general economic background for labour migration of Ukrainians after
1861, which was very contradictive in its form and content. On the one hand, the
bodies of central and regional power were aware of the lack of land among the
most part of small agrarian producers. This was the reason for stimulation of
migration processes in the country. However, during almost four decades the
tsar government restricted these processes because of fiscal interests. According
to the legislation of the 1860s, peasants had to make payments to the treasury
for buying out (former landlord peasants) or for the registration of the so-called
“ownership records” by state and udilni peasants. We should also take into ac-
count the political component of the problem of agrarian migration, which can be
observed in the process of colonization and reclamation of the newly joined re-
gions of the Far East, Caucasus and Middle Asia. The abovementioned facts can
explain the reasons for the incoherent migration policy of the tsar government,
which included both stimulation and restriction of labour migration until the
period of Stolypin reforms. As the researcher from Cherkasy Ya.Boiko states,
although a peasant was able to leave his community according to the legislation
in 1861, it was almost impossible to fulfil all norms of this law!4. Meanwhile, the

10 MaTtepwmaJibl BEICOUANIIe yupeskeHHO0M 16 Host6pst 1901 r. KOMECCHH 10 UCCIIeIOBAHUIO BOIIPOCA
o nuskeHnu ¢ 1861 r. mo 1900 r. 6JIar0COCTOSHUS CeJIbCKOI0 HACEJIEHUS CpeHe3eMIIeIeIbueCKuX
ry0epHUil CPaBHUTEJBHO C IPYTMMH MecTHocTssMu Kspometickoir Poccum. — I wacts. — Cankt-
ITerepOypr, 1903. — C.224.

1 Arumenro M.A. Ilepecenenus cesssa 3 Yrpaiuu Ha Jlanexuit Cxig B emmoxy puHKOBUX pedopm
kinmg XIX — mouarky XX cr. — [Tosrrasa, 2003. — C.17.

12 Beicouaiimie yTBeps:kAéHHOe IloosKeHmre O IIepecesieHMH  MAJIOPOCCHUUCKUX — Ka3aKoB,
OIHOJIBOPIIEB W IIPOYMX KA3EHHBIX IIOCEJISTH JJIS TMOCTYIIEHWS B KABKA3CKHMe KAa3aubd JIMHENHbIe
Boiicka u mosiku // Tlosraoe codpaume sakonos Poccuiickoit mmmepun (masi — [IC3 PU). — Cobp. 1-e. —
T.VII. — Caukr-Ilerepoypr, 1835. — No5630.

13 Arumenro M.A. llepecenenus cesnsia 3 Yrpaiuu Ha Jlameruit Cxix B €11oXy pUHKOBUX pedopm
kiumg XIX — mouatky XX cr. — C.9.

4 Boiiko A.B. IlepeceneHcbKka moJIiTHKA Ta IIepeceeHCchbKe 3akoHomaBeTBo B Pocii (60—80-Ti pp.
XIX cr.) // Bicaur Yepracwvroro yuiBepcurery: Cepist «lcropmuni mHaykm. — Bum.80. — Yepracwu,
2005. — C.64.
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government began to prepare laws aimed to regulate labour migration in some
regions. On May 10, 1862 they adopted the law that provided each migrant from
the central regions of the empire including Ukraine with a right to get 20 desia-
tynas of land in the Northern Caucasus free of charge'®. In July 1865, the Russian
emperor approved the Regulation of the Committee of Ministers about coloniza-
tion of Altai region with a right of land tenancy and annual payment of 6 rubles
for each newly arrived migrant'®. The similar laws were adopted for migrants
from Orenburg!’, Ufa'8, Tobolsk, Tomsk!® and a number of other eastern and
south-eastern regions of the empire. In the 1880s the laws to stimulate migra-
tion to the Amur River region were also adopted?’. The most part of the above-
mentioned laws, e.g. the migration law of the empire of July 13, 1889, were not
widely known, unlike the circular orders of the minister of internal affairs of
April 13 and May 4, 1868. The first one gave the right to migrate to Orenburg
and Samara gubernias and settle on the state lands only with a special pass-
port?!, while the second one threatened a prison for those people who would try
to leave their place of registration as a taxpayer without permission of the local
state administration®’. Having heard about the circular order of April 13, 1868,
published in some regional newspapers??, thousands of poor peasants and burgh-
ers representatives applied for a permission to migrate, but a lot of them left
their home without any documents. For instance, in 1868 the governor of Poltava
wrote in his report to the emperor that in late 1867 and early 1868 “they detected
the intention among the peasants of Poltava gubernia to migrate to the Caucasus,
but appropriate measures were taken to calm people down and provokers were
sent to prison”?*. In some gubernias of Ukraine with a very urgent problem of

1> Brrcouatime yrBepsknéanoe [lomosxenre o 3acesiennu mpearopuii samagHoi yactu Kasrasckoro
xpebra KybaHCKMME Kazakamu u apyrumu mnepeceserriamu u3d Poccum // IIC3 PU. — Cobp. 2-e. —
T.XXXVII. — Cauxr-ITerepoypr, 1865. — Ne38256.

16 Bercouatinre yrBepixaénnoe [lomoxenne Komurera Munucrpos «O BonmBopeHun B Asrraiickom
oKpyre rocygapcrBeHHbIX KpecTbsa» // Tam sxe. — T.XL. — Caurr-IlerepOypr, 1865. — No42353.

17 Beicouatrinte yrBepskaénuoe llomoskenme [sraBHOro wommTeTra 00 YCTPOMCTBE CEJIBCKOTO
cocTossHus, 00bsiBJIeHHOe CeHATy MHUHHCTPOM BHYTPEHHHUX Jes 16-ro Toro ske ampesisi «O mepax
o Boneopennoo B OpeHOyprckoi rybepHny n3fgaBHa MPOKUBAIOIINX TaM II€PECEJIeHIIeR U3 JIPYTHUX
rybepuui» // Tam ske. — T.XLIV. — Cauxrr-ITerepoypr, 1869. — Ne46952.

18 Bricouatinie yrBep:kaénaHoe Ilomoskenme ['aBHOro xommTera 00 YCTPOMCTBE CEJIBCKOTO
cocrosiaust «O pacmpocTpaHeHWH BhICOUaiinie yTBeps:kaéHHOro 9 amperns 1869 roma Ilososkernust
I'maBHOro wKomMmTeTra 0 mepeceseHrax OpeHOYyPrckoil TyOepHUM Ha TyOepHHUI0 Y QUMCKYI0 W Ha
MIPOKUBAIOIINX B CHUX I'YOEPHUAX YOPHOSABOJCKUX MACTEPOBBIX KA3EHHBIX M YACTHBIX 3aBOJIOB U
opBIEX yaesbHBIX kpecThsam // Tam ke, — T.XLVI. — Caurr-IletepOypr, 1871. — Ne49230.

19 Beicouaiinre yrBep:kaénuoe Ilososkenme IyiaBHOrO KoMuTeTa 00 YCTPOMCTBE CEJIBCKOTO
cocrosiHusi, 00bsiBaeHHOe CeHATy MHHHCTPOM BHYTPEHHUX mJei 19-r0 TOoro ke HOSIOps
«O mepeceneniiax Tobosbekoit u ToMcko# rybepHHM, BOIBOPUBIIUXCSI TaM C JaBHEro BpemeHmw» //
Tawm sxe. — T.LI. — Caurr-IlerepOypr, 1876. — No56571.

20 Breicouaiinre yrBep:kaéaHoe MHeHue ['ocymaperBerrnoro Cosera «O HEKOTOPHIX U3MEHEHUSIX B
IpaBUJIax M Jbrorax mepecesernnam B [Ipuamypekuii kpai» / Tam sxe. — Cobp. 3-e. — T.II. — Canxr-
[TerepOypr, 1882. — No655.

21 PoccuiicKHii TOCYIaPCTBEHHBIN APXUB COIMAIBHO-IOIUTAYeCKoH ncropuu. — ©.109. — Om.208. —
J1.135. — J1.4.

22 Tam xe. — @.730. — Om.1. — J1.1608. — JI.2.

% TlosrraBckue rybepHCKMe BefomMocTh. — 1868, — 18 mas.

24 Poccmiicknil TOCyIapCcTBEHHBIN ncTopmdecknit apxus (mami — PI'UA). — @.1281. — On.7. —
J1.21. - J1.23.
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land scarcity, there were people who called peasants to ignore the information
from the official representatives of the local state administration, as they con-
cealed the truth about the freedom of migration to the Far East and Siberia. For
instance, in December 1869 the peasants of Kaniv povit (district) Trokhym
Kostenko and Dmytro Chemerys under the supervision of the former employee
of Kyiv district court Petro Chuchynskyi on the behalf of 43 families of their fel-
low villagers asked the governor of Kyiv to provide necessary documents for mi-
gration to Orenburg gubernia. After the refusal, P.Chuchynskyi explained the
reason of such behaviour of the bodies of power to peasants. In his opinion, they
concealed the real law that provided each family of migrants with 300 rubles as
an aid from the treasury. On January 12, 1870 he was arrested as a provoker,
but he managed to escape. Hiding out from the police, P.Chuchynskyi continued
propagating migration idea. In early March 1872 he organized subscription in
Kyiv povit for the peasants willing to migrate to Orenburg region. P.Chuchynskyi
introduced himself as a colonel who was sent by the Ministry of internal affairs
to form migration groups in Kyiv region and required from one to five rubles for
putting in the list of migrants?. According to some data, in such a way he hus-
tled about 1200 rubles from trustful peasants?.

The inhabitants of Right-Bank Ukraine who belonged to unprivileged class-
es suffered not only from the mix of laws, but also from the complicated system
of social and economic relations in the region. For instance, in the letter of April
21, 1870, the Ministry of state land property informed the governor of Kyiv that
“giving free state lands in Orenburg and Samara gubernias can be only for land-
less people”. The peasants who possessed some property were not allowed to
receive any migration documents, passports and certificates providing rights to
search resources beyond their region?®. The problem was in the form of land
ownership in Ukraine, when the youngest son inherited the plot of land after his
father’s death. His elder brothers were separated immediately after their mar-
riage and without buying some fields or farmyards they became landless. As the
governor of Kyiv reported on July 17, 1872, “meanwhile, these landless people
live in the region where all peasants are considered owners by law, but they do
not have any land property, that is why their migration is natural”?.

Labour migration was restricted in different ways by the bodies of state pow-
er in Left-Bank Ukraine largely inhabited by kozaks. For instance, on October 8,
1869, the trustee of state land property in Samara gubernia sent an inquiry to
St. Petersburg concerning so-called “Malorosiiski (Ukrainian) kozaky” who con-
sidered themselves as landless and submitted documents from volost (district)
administrations. After a month, on November 7, 1869, he received the answer,
which said that “Malorosiiski kozaky” were landowners according to the law of

% JleHTpaJbHUHN Iep:KaBHUN IcTOpuuHUN apxiB Yipainu, m. Kuis. — @.442. — Om.308. —
Cmp.86. — Apk.58.

%6 Tam camo. — Apk.79.

2T Tam camo. — Apk.22.

% Tam camo. — Apk.24-25.

2 Tam camo. — Apk.111.
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June 25, 1832, and were not allowed “to settle on state lands”°. Under such con-
ditions the only way out was unauthorized change of their residence. According
to the statement of L.Lichkov, the clerk of the governor chancery of Kyiv, Volyn
and Podillia, migrants sold their property secretly and “at night they set off
without any passports. They were often arrested by the police on train departure
or at railway stations”. As the abovementioned author says, in order not to be
caught by the police, migrants took a train in the distance of 100 and more kilo-
metres from their villages®'.

In the 1880s and 1890s bureaucratic procedures became less complicated
only in the government program for colonization and reclamation of Southern
Ussuriysk region according to the laws of January 26, 1882, and June 1, 1882.
The latter one even provided free transportation of migrants to the Far East on
the route Odesa — Colombo — Yokohama — Vladivostok. Because of a huge num-
ber of migrants, free transportation was cancelled and candidates for migration
had to possess not less than 600 rubles of their own funds. However, only after
the beginning of the construction of the Trans-Siberian railway in 1892, which
required a large number of non-qualified labour force, migration movements in
the Russian empire, including Ukrainian region, become more active. It resul-
ted in the intensive construction of settlements and roads, provision of food and
healthcare. In 1896 the Migration administration with all necessary subdivisions
was established. Modern Russian historiographers, following their forerunners’
traditions of the tsar period, totally disagree with Soviet researchers criticizing
the migration policy of the tsar government and praise everything done by the
imperial power before 19172, However, the truth is that hundreds of thousands
of migrants suffered greatly on every stage of their way to desired places — while
leaving their homes, travelling a long distance and settling in the far Siberian
taiga or waterless steppe of Kazakhstan. For instance, in 1888 thousands of mi-
grants were kept in prison-like quarantine stations in Odesa before sending to
the ships of the Volunteer fleet chartered by the state power®. If someone had
any symptoms of certain diseases, they were not allowed to the ship. Thus, all
healthy family members went to Vladivostok, while sick people stayed there for
cure and took risks of losing their families forever.

The first migration point on the way from Ukraine to the eastern and
south-eastern regions of the empire was in Nizhniy Novgorod. These were bar-
racks built from coarse wood. Another location was Kazan, where barracks suf-
fered from spring floods. Migration point in Tyumen consisted of 10 barracks
which housed up to 18 000 migrants instead of 4000 according to the sanitary

30 PI'UA. — @.385. — Om.6. — J1.2528. — JI.7.

31 Barmmcka o IOJIOMKeHUY ¥ OpraHu3aIuy mepecesieHyeckoro aesa B FOro-amnamaom kpae / Cocr.
JI.JInukos. — K., 1894. — C.4.

32 3Baxaposa H.B. Komouusaruss TobGosbckoil IyOepHHN B IEPHUOJ CTOJBIIWHCKON arpapHOMl
pedopmel (1906-1914 rr.): ABTOpEd. IHCC. ... KAHI. UCT. HAYK. — Bopone:k, 2004. — 23 c.; Boporose H.H.
Kpecrbsinckme mepecesnennst m 3emseycrpoiicteo B Munycurckom yesme uHa pybesxe XIX—XX BB.:
Agtoped. mmce. ... Kagg. wcr. Hayk. — KpacHosipck, 2004. — 24 c.; ITopbynosa FO.®@. Vmnepatop
Huxoutait I1 kak rocymapcTBeHHBIN qesiTelIb B 0T€UEeCTBeHHOM uctopuorpadguu (koxer XI1X — Hayasio
XX BB.): ABTOped. aucc. ... KaHmd. UCT. HAyK. — Tomck, 2004. — 26 c.

3 Jlepsxasunit apxiB Ogeckroi 0011, — @.2. — Om.1. — Cp.1674. — Apx.130.
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norms. Cooked meal promised by the state power was not available. “The earth
floor and bed boards were filthy and the air was smelly. There were not enough
toilets™*. According to the statement of the inspectors of the Ministry of inter-
nal affairs, in 1894 approximately 30% of migrants were ill on the way from
Tyumen to Tomsk and among them 7-12% died without reaching new places®.
Migrants continued suffering in new locations. In the book “Trips to migrants”
a well-known author G.Uspenskiy writes about some settlements, which he ob-
served, “Some black stacks [...] of small size, which do not look like human ac-
commodation, it is impossible to imagine that people can live here. However,
they live”?. G.Uspenskiy represents some interesting information concerning
Ukrainians’ appearance. In 1888 he wrote, “migrants from Malorossia (Ukraine)
were dressed better than ours, had meals more carefully and at certain time.
All people from Malorossia had boots, while Russians were wearing lapti (straw
shoes), dirty shirts, pants and dresses”".

In accordance with the legislation of the late 19* century, all people who
had permission documents were allowed to apply for a state loan. It was limit-
ed to 200 rubles and had to be paid back within a period of 28 years®. During
the next years the procedure of providing migration loans was changed several
times and its amount depended both on the good will of a certain clerk and the
region of agrarian colonization. Anyway, we can state that these loans were not
large enough, since according to the official data, to settle and start farming
in the Far East, Siberia or Kazakhs steppe, it was necessary to have at least
400—450 rubles apart from the state loan®. However, migrants’ financial situ-
ation was very poor. According to the data of Chelyabinsk registration point,
among 882 interviewed migrants’ families from Ukraine in 1906-1909 14,8%
did not possess any own funds, 49,1% had up to 50 rubles, 12,9% — 51-100 ru-
bles, 12,3% — 101-200 rubles, 8,2% — 201-500 rubles, 2% — 501-1000 rubles and
0,4% — over 1000 rubles®.

The problem was in the fact that loans were difficult to obtain and borrowers
did not get the whole sum of money, but only in some parts. We can make such
a conclusion reading the telegram of some Ukrainian migrants sent from the vil-
lage Fedorivka of Primorsk region to St. Petersburg on March 20, 1910. It says,
“we represent 79 households. There is a marshy taiga around. There are only
9 desiatynas of land suitable for cultivation. Further reclamation is impossible
because of rainfalls and floods. Only money loans will be able to help till the soil,

3 PITUA. — @©.592. — Om.1. — J1.59. — J1.89.

3% Tawm sxe. — J1.83.

36 Venencruil I'. Tloesnku k mepecesnentiam // Eeo owce. Cobpaune counuenuii. — T.8. — Mocksa,
1958. — C.389.

3T Tawm ske. — C.266.
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sow grains and save us from hunger”*'. Moreover, there was a great number of
such telegrams. Another example is the letter sent to the governor of Tomsk on
February 2, 1909 by the group of Ukrainian migrants of the village Komarovske
(I.Puzyr, L.Matviienko, I.Kulyk, P.Borshch, E.Kyryliuk, K.Bryzytskyi, F.Zozulia,
I1.Zatula, S.Mamai, H.Dovzhkevych, M.Mysko, A.Balatsko, D.Didenko and
F.Balako). It says, “we did not have any land in our native villages and did not
sell anything, we borrowed money from other people to get here with a permis-
sion. We spent the money given to us (100 rubles) to buy a cow. Our situation is
very poor at the moment”. They asked to provide them with some more funds,
“otherwise we will die from hunger”*?. In 1910 one of the authors of that time
wrote, “200 rubles of a state loan do not significantly influence the economic
situation of newly arrived people. As a rule, this loan is provided in parts, 50 or
even 10 rubles™3.

After characterizing the forms and content of Ukrainian labour migration of
the second half of the 19% and the early of the 20 centuries, we would like to ana-
lyze the general scale of agrarian migration and the main colonization regions of
that time. Unlike the period of 1896-1917, in the first post-reform decades after
the abolishment of serfdom law in 1861 there were no accurate records of labour
migrants including about 50% people of working age**. On this account, research-
ers have to use the data from the population census of the Russian empire in 1897,
which provides information about people who were not born in the places where
they lived at the time of census and who can be considered as migrants. On the
base of this data, in 1978 a researcher form Moscow B.Tikhonov published a mono-
graph describing the general scale of migration processes in the Russian empire®.
Taking into account scientific appreciation of his work, we also use the data from
the census of 1897 in our research of Ukrainian labour migration. According to
the census, 1 229 851 Ukrainians took part in migration processes in the second
half of the 19* century. Among them 432 495 people (35,17%) migrated to south-
ern Ukrainian steppes, 333 706 (27,14%) — to the Northern Caucasus, 267 357
(21,73%) — to the nearest Ukrainian gubernias, 129 960 (10,57%) — to Siberia,
33 904 (2,75%) — to the Far East and 32 429 (2,63%) — to Kazakhstan*®. These
figures can be considered as minimum, since B.Tikhonov did not take into account
the regions where the number of migrants was less than 5000.

During the period of Stolypin reforms the change from the policy of restric-
tion of migration processes to their stimulation resulted in swelling of migrants
numbers on the whole territory of the empire and also in Ukraine. Having done
some calculations, we receive the following data: in the period of 1896-1917
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2 062 381 migrants Left-Bank Ukraine. This number includes 1 035 862 per-
sons (50,23%) from Left-Bank Ukraine, 416 990 persons (20,22%) from Right-
Bank and 609 529 persons (29,55%) from the South. We note a comparatively
small percent of migrants from Right-Bank Ukraine, although land scarcity in
that region was similar to Left-Bank Ukraine. One of the main reasons of this
fact is that the tsar government restricted migration from this region because of
the predominance of Polish people who were hostile to Russia. A large part
of those who left their native places had to come back due to various circum-
stances. 554 169 unfortunate migrants included 26,9% of Ukrainians. Among
them 264 029 persons (47,65%) returned to Left-Bank Ukraine, 171 976 persons
(31,03%) — to the South and 118 164 persons (21,32%) — to Right-Bank Ukraine*’.
In 1913 a former clerk of Migration Administration S.Bulatov who was made
redundant, but actually dismissed because of his disapproval of the government
migration policy, wrote to a member of State Duma (parliament) V.Purishkevich,
“almost 600 000 migrants of Siberia came back to Russia, having sold their land
and houses before migration. Now they have neither land nor houses and become
homeless™®. 1147 migrants’ families, who left Amur and Primorsk regions in
1906-1908, were interviewed about the reasons for their back migration. The
answers were the following: death of the family head (2,7%), remote location
of their plots of land (4,2%), lack of money (21,88%), lack of transport routes
(0,69%), floods (5,92%), marchlands (6,62%), rocky area (10,46%), no free plots
of land (5,05%), family disagreements (1,65%), they did not like the new region
(15,43%). The other reasons including expensive goods, lack of possibilities to
earn money, bad climate etc. made up 26,98%*.

All researchers of agrarian migration agree that, from the economic point
of view, mass migration movements in the late 19 and early 20 centuries had
a positive effect on the regions of agrarian colonization due to agricultural pro-
duction growth. However, the regions from which people moved out were nega-
tively influenced by migration in both economic and political aspects. Firstly,
Ukraine lost the most active part of its citizens (moreover, we have the same
situation nowadays). Secondly, this category of population, angered because of
their migration failure, was at the head of antigovernment protests. In this con-
text, we should mention well-known peasants’ disorders in Poltava and Kharkiv
gubernias in 1902 provoked by those who returned to their native places without
money, land and houses. These people considered it to be fair to seize food from
landowners to feed hungry elderly people, women and children®. Most unfor-
tunate migrants came back to Left-Bank Ukraine, which became the centre of
anti-government protests during the next years (1905-19075! and 1917-1921%%).
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After analyzing a complex of historical facts and studying a large number
of archive sources, we make a conclusion about quite high activity of Dnipro
Ukraine inhabitants in migration movements in the second half of the 19* and
the early of the 20" centuries. The main reason for labour migration was poor
economic situation, since it was impossible for peasants and burghers repre-
sentatives to satisfy their primary needs within their regions. These are general
observations. To be more precise, we can determine a certain range of social and
economic factors which made direct and indirect impact on stepping up of mi-
gration movements on Ukrainian lands of the Russian empire within the period
of 1861-1917. These factors include: 1) the lack of land for most small agrarian
producers due to the implementation of legislation acts concerning former serf
(in 1861), udilni (in 1863) and state peasants (in 1866); 2) small labour market
in the late 19" and early 20* century that resulted in agrarian overpopulation
of Ukrainian villages (from 7 to 12 million by various estimates); 3) the availa-
bility of the special social unprivileged class of kozaks who inhabited Left-Bank
Ukraine (with the highest level of migration) and always had a possibility to
sell their land and receive some money to move out; 4) the prevailing govern-
ment ideas concerning Ukrainian people as the best colonization element that is
proved by a large number of legislations acts related to so-called “malorosiyski
kozaky”. Because of fiscal interests, the central power restricted the intention of
some part of its citizens to find better resources in other regions of the country
for a long period. However, the need for economic growth of remote eastern and
south-eastern regions of the empire and necessity for the defence of these terri-
tories from aggressive neighbours, e.g. Japan, forced the government to provide
more possibilities for labour migrants to move from the densely populated cen-
tral parts of the country to its borderlands. The experience of mass migrations of
Ukrainians in the 19% — 20%* centuries is quite useful for the modern leaders
of Ukraine. It gives grounds to state that the urgent task for the government of
Ukraine and other countries as well is to provide their citizens with high living
standards, which will successfully prevent migration processes.
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NPOBJIEMA TPY[,0BOI MII'PALYIT YKPAIHCbKUX CENSIH
| MILLLAH Y BHYTPILLHIA NONITULI POCINCbKOI IMNEPIT
Y OPYTIW NOJIOBUHI XIX - HA MOYATKY XX cT.

Anomauia. Mema 00¢1i0HCEHHA NOJIA2AE Y UCBIMIICHHT HACIOKI8 POCITLCbKOL No-
JLMUKU 0N YKPATHCOKUX MPYO08UX MITDAHINIG, W0 MAE He JILULe CYMO meopemuyne,
e I nPAKmMuuHe 3HaueHHA, a0xce 00380JI€ 8 HAW YAC YPAX08Y8AMU NO3UMUBHUL
ma HeramueHull 0oceio mpyoosoi mirpayii Henpusiietosarux cmanis Kinys XIX —
nouamry XX cm. Memo00.J102is 00Cti0HceHHA 6a3YeMbCst HA OCHOBHUX NPUHIUNAX
icmopuamy, HayKo8oi 06 ekmusHocmi, ycebiuH020 ma CUCmemH020 nioxody U cucme-
mamuaauii oxcepesn. Bukopucmarno sk 3a2aibHOHAYKO08L (AHAJII3, CUHME3, KJACU-
pirauis), mak i cneulasibhi icmopudri (NpooseMHO-XPOHOJI02TUHUL, NOPIEHATILHO-
icmopuvHUl, nepiodu3aull, PempocneKmueHull) memoou 00CioxdceHHA. Asmopu
Olliwiu 6UCHOBKY Npo 00CUMb BUCOKY AKMUBHICMb MeuwkaHyie Hadoninpancoroi
Vipainu 6 mirpauitinux pyxax opyeoi nonosurnu XIX — nouamry XX cm., cnpuuure-
HY MQJ10- ma 6e33emessiam. 3a2a10M 8UHAUATIbHUMU 0L abcostiomHol 6livwocmi
mpyoosux MIIpAHMIE 0yJilt eKOHOMIUHI NPUHUHL, TOOMO HeMONCJIUBICIMD Y MEHCAX
€8020 pPeriorny 3a0080JIbHUMU OCHOBHL NOMPebl cenaHcbko-miuarcvkoi poduru. Co-
ULAJIbHO-eKOHOMIYHL (PAKMOPU, UL0 NPAMO ab0 NOOIUHO 8NIUBANL HA AKMUBI3AULI0
MIPAULiHUX PYXi8 HA yKpaiHcbkux 3emnax Pociticokol imnepii 8 nepiod iz 1861 no
1917 pp.: 1) mano- ii beazemesrnisi 0CHOBHOL MACU OPLOHUX CLIIbCLKO20CN00APCOKUX MO-
8apoBUPOOHUKIE Y X00L Peasi3alll 3aKOH00A8HUUX AKMIE U000 KOJUWHIX KPINOCHUX
(1861 p.), yoinvrux (1863 p.) ma oepycasrux (1866 p.) censm,; 2) 8ysvKicmv PUHKY
pobouoi cunu y opyeiti nonosuri XIX — na nouamry XX cm., npamum HaAcJAIOKOM
14020 CMQAJIO aepapHe neperacesieHHa YKPAiHCbK020 cend, aKe, 3G PIBHUMU OQHUMU,
o0xonJii08aso 8i0 7 0o 12 man oci6; 3) nassuicms y rybeprisx Jlisobepescroi Yipai-
Hu, Oe MiIpayii 6yiu 0coONUB0 ZHAUYWUMU, MAKOL COUIAIbHOL Kame2opli Henpuai-
JIeTi08AHUX CMAHI8, AK KO3AKU, UWL0 3A8HCOU MAJIL MONCIUBICIND NPOOAHCY C80IX Y2lob
i, 810N0BIOHO, OMPUMAHHSA OJI NEPeCcesieHHA NeGHOL CyMU Kowmis, 4) nanysaHHs 6
YPA008UX KONAX OYMKU U000 YKPAIHUIE AK HAUKPAUL020 KOJIOHIZAULILH020 eJleMeH-
My, w0 niomeepoHcyemuCsi U100 HU3K0I 3aKOH00A8UUX AKMIB CIMOCO8HO NOCEJIeHHSA
maK 38anux «masopociiicokux Kosaxier. Ilepecnioywouu cymo gickanvHi mMoOmusu,
UEHMPAJIbHA 8J1A00 MPUBAJILUL YAC YCITIAKO 00MeHCy8ala HAMA2AHHA C80IX nidoa-
HUX 3HAUMU 8 THUWLUX PErioHax Kpaiiu 810nosioHl 3acobu yxcummeodisnvrocmi. IIpo-
me nompedu eKoOHOMIUHO20 PO3BUMKY CXIOHUX 1 NIBOCHHO-CXIOHUX OKPAIH Lmnepil,
a makoxc HeobxioHicmb 3axucmy ix 610 3a3ixaHb arpecusHux cycioie (y momy uuc-
2l Anonii), amyurysanu ypaoosi KoJia KPoK 34 KPOKOM CMEoplosamu 0eoasii 6livuil
MONHCAUBOCME OIS PYXY MPYOOSUX MIIPAHMIG 13 2YCMO3ACETeHUX UeHMPATIbHUX pe-
rionie Pocil.

Knrouosi cniosa: Pociiicorka imnepis, Yepaina, mpyoosa miepayis, Cestil, MIULAHU.
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