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Economic life of Ukrainian emigrants in the camps for displaced persons of
Germany and Austria in 1945-1952 is analyzed the article. After the World
War II millions of Ukrainians found themselves in the territory of Germany
and Austria. According to the agreement between the USSR, USA and Great
Britain, Soviet citizens should have been repatriated to the USSR. The secret
agreement also envisaged forced repatriation. A significant group of displaced
persons were Ukrainians. They were prisoners, ostarbeiters, members of
collaboration groups, refugees. Many Ukrainians did not want to return to the
USSR due to political and national reasons. Despite forced repatriation, about
450,000 Ukrainians did not return to the USSR. They formed the so-called
third wave of Ukrainian emigration. Statistical data from documents of that
time, memoirs and periodicals of 1945-1952 formed the source base of the
article. The historiography of the problem has been considered. The problem of
repatriation, activity of internment camps, resettlement to new host countries,
socio-political activities of the new wave of emigration have become the
subject of researchers’ studies. It should be noted that the acute politicization
of the topic and the lack of access to archival sources did not facilitate its
study by Soviet historians until the late 1980s. However, individual Soviet
historians studied the repatriation of Soviet citizens after the war and the
emergence of new emigration. The collection on Soviet-French relations also
mentioned the agreement with France on repatriation and the problems of its
implementation [1]. Soviet scientists, while studying the fate of war prisoners
and ostarbeiters, paid attention to their return to the USSR [2]. Attempts
have been made to refute the research of Western historians. For example, an
article devoted to the research of Mykola Tolstoy, which repeated propaganda
allegations of voluntary repatriation, absence of repressions against
repatriates, obstruction from Western allies [3]. The attention of researchers
is attracted to M. Pavlenko’s monograph, which despite the involvement
not only examines the repatriation policy of the USSR and the allied states,
but also describes the new wave of Ukrainian emigration [4]. Thus, Soviet
historians did not make a significant contribution to investigation of the “third
wave” of Ukrainian emigration. But emigrant historians began to study the
history of the new wave of Ukrainian emigration in the 1950s—1980s. Being
the direct participants of the events they tried to estimate number, social
composition, countries of settlement and features of this wave of Ukrainian
emigration [5]. The activities of Ukrainian political parties in 1945-1952 and
their influence on emigration and relations with foreign governments were
studied in detail [6]. The monograph of Volodymyr Marunyak [7] was the
most fundamental and thorough work. Western historiography, analyzing
the fate of collaborationist armed groups after the war, drew attention to the
problems of repatriation, life in the camps of displaced persons, the formation
of a new wave of anti-Soviet emigration [8]. Thus, foreign Ukrainian and
Western historiographies have made some progress in studying the problem,
although they have had shortcomings, including a limited source base and
ideological restrictions. Previously closed archives became available to
researchers in the late 1980s. Documents from Soviet repatriation bodies,
diplomatic missions and state security agencies became available. Russian
historian Viktor Zemskov was among the first to study the problem [9-12].
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He not only carefully analyzed the statistics and directions of Soviet policy
on repatriation, but also paid attention to the emergence of the new wave
of emigration. Although the scholar acknowledged the violation of human
rights by the USSR against repatriates and repressions against them, he noted
their limitations and compulsions in the conditions of that time. V. Zemskov
proved the violation of agreements by the Western allies of the USSR and
their obstacles to repatriation. The author was one of the first to disclose
the number, composition, and countries of residence of emigrants after the
World War I1. He highlighted interesting statistical material about Ukrainian
emigration in his works. We find a different position in the works of Pavel
Polyan, who unequivocally condemns forced repatriation and repressions,
identifies the causes of the new wave of emigration and considers the actions
of the Soviet leadership as a brutal violation of human rights [13—15]. The
statistics given by him do not coincide with the data of V. Zemskov in some
figures. The definitions, in addition, also differ. In conclusion, Russian
historiography has paid much attention to the repatriation of Soviet citizens
and much less to the emergence of the new wave of emigration. There are also
no comprehensive studies of postwar emigration from the USSR. Ukrainian
researchers studied the “third wave” of Ukrainian emigration in the 1990s
based on new archival sources. Special researches on the repatriation of
Ukrainian refugees and displaced persons, their residence in camps, and
resettlement to the countries of America and Australia appeared only at the
turn of the 20-th — 21-st centuries. Lyudmyla Strilchuk in her dissertation
and articles identified the number, composition, features of the new wave of
Ukrainian emigration and the activities of international organizations in work
with them [16—18]. Serhiy Rudyk considered the policy of Western countries
regarding the resettlement of Ukrainian emigrants to the USA and Canada
in his dissertation [19]. Mikhail Kunitsky’s dissertation analyzes the causes,
procedure and consequences of forced repatriation of the USSR citizens [20].
The historian studies the struggle between countries of the anti-Hitler coalition
over the repatriation problem. He investigates further fate of repatriates in the
USSR and abroad. In our view, the “third wave” of Ukrainian emigration
needs further careful study by Ukrainian historians, especially after the
resettlement of displaced persons had been completed. After examining the
sources, the author in the article came to the following conclusions. In the
camps for displaced persons Ukrainian emigrants revived the traditions of
cooperative movement in Ukraine and the cooperatives played a significant
role in financing the cultural and educational life of the camps and providing
social assistance. Handicrafts and folk crafts found further development
among emigrants and helped them not only to survive physically but also to
develop spiritually. After the departure of the most emigrants from Germany
and Austria and the transfer of the camps to the German government, economic
life in the camps declined. The experience that Ukrainian emigrants gained in
economic activities in the camps for displaced persons they transferred to the
new countries of their settlement.

T'OCHOJAPCBHKE )KUTTS YKPAIHCHbKUX EMITPAHTIB
Y TABOPAX NEPEMIIIEHUX OCIE HIMEUYMHU TA ABCTPII ¥ 1945-1952 PP.

Capnanskuii O.I1., bonnapenko b.B.
3anopizbkuil HAYiOHANILHUL YHigepcumem

Yxpaina, 69600, m. 3anopidicorcs, eyn. Kykoscvrozo, 66

KuouoBi ciioBa:

OiKeHIIi, mepemirmeHi ocodwu,
TPETSI XBUJISL YKPATHCBKOL
emirpariii, J[pyra cBiToBa BiiiHa,
KOOIIEpaTUBHUN PyX, BTOPUHHA

eMirpaitis, TOCIIOaPChKE KUTTSI.

VY cTarTi aHaNi3y€eThCs TOCMONAPCHKE XKUTTS YKPATHCHKUX eMIirpaHTiB y Tabo-
pax mepeMimenux oci6 Himeuunnu ta ABcTpii y 1945-1952 pp. Micns Hpy-
roi CBITOBOi BifHM MINIBOHH YKpaiHIIIB OMUHUIKCS Ha TepuTopii HiMmeuunan
ta ABctpii. 3rigHo mo yrogm mixk CPCP, CIHA Ta Benmkoro Bpurawniero.
Pamsuceki rpomansan mignmaganum min pemnarpiamnito CPCP. Taemna yroma
nependadana i MPUMYCOBY pemnarpiaiiro. 3Ha4Hy Tpyny MepeMillleHuX ocid
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ckirananu ykpainimi. Lle Oynmu momoHeHi, octapbaifTepn, ydacHUKH Kojdabopa-
HiOHICBKUX (hopMyBaHb, OiXKEHIl. 3 MOJNITHYHUX Ta HAIlOHATBHUX IPHIHH
Oararo ykpainmiB He 6akanu moseprarucs 1o CPCP. He3Baxkaroum Ha mpu-
MycoBy pemarpiamito 0inms 450 Tuc. ykpainmiB He moseprymucs go CPCP.
Bonu ckmanu Tak 3BaHy TPeTIO XBHIIIO YKpaiHChKOi emirpaiii. JkepenbHoro
0a3010 CTATTI CTajdW CTATHCTHYHI JaHi 3 JOKYMEHTIB TOTrO 4Yacy, CIOTajH,
nepioguuna mpeca 1945-1952 pokis. Posrnsmaerses ictopiorpadis mpo0-
nemu. IIpobnema pemarpiauii JissibHOCTI TabOpiB IHTEPHOBAaHUX, Iepece-
JICHHS B HOBI KpaiHM nepeOyBaHHs, POMaICbKO-TIOJIITHYHA JisNIbHICTh HOBOT
XBWJII eMirpamnii cTaiay IpeMeTOM BUBYCHHS AOCIiTHUKAMU. 3a3HAa4NMO, 1110
rocTpa 3amojiTH30BaHICTh TEMH W BiACYTHICTH JOCTYILy 10 apXiBHHUX JKe-
peJ He CIPUsIN BUBYCHHIO 11 paJsTHCBKUMU icTopukaMu 1o ki 1980-x pp.
VYce x Taku, OKpeMi paasHCHKiI iICTOPUKH BHBYAIH pPEMaTpialiio paasHChKUX
TPOMAISH IICIs BiffHM Ta BHHUKHEHHS HOBOI eMirpaiii. Y 30ipHUKY, IPUCBS-
YEeHOMY palsiHCHKO-(ppaHIy3bKHM BiTHOCHHAM, 3TradyBaiocs i mpo yromay i3
O®pantiero mpo penarpiamito i mpodaemu ii mpoBenaeHus [1]. Pagsuceki BUeHi,
JIOCITIKYIOUH JTOJTIO BIICHKOBOTIOJNIOHEHUX 1 0cTapOanTepiB, MPUILISIIN YBATy
i ixupomy noepuenH:o 10 CPCP [2]. Pobunucs cipobu cpocTyBaTH J10Ci-
JOKCHHS 3aX1THUX ICTOPUKIB, IPUKIIAIOM € CTATTs, MPUCBSYCHA J10CITiIKCHHIO
Muxonu ToscToro, y sikiii MOBTOPIOBAIKCS MPONAraHAMCTChKI TBEPIKCHHS
po 10OpOBIIBHICTE penarpialii, BiZICYTHICTb penpeciii 1o/10 penarpiaHTis,
MIEePEIKO/IU 3aXiTHIX COI03HUKIB [3]. He3Barkatoun Ha 3aaHra)oBaHiCTh, yBary
JOCIITHUKIB TpuBepTae MoHorpadis M. [laBnenka, y kil He TIIBKH pPO3IIsi-
naetbest monituka CPCP i coro3HUX AepikaB momo penarpiaiii, ane i JaeTbes
XapaKTepUCTHKa HOBOI XBUIJI yKpaiHCchkoi emirpamii [4]. OTxe, paasHCHKI
ICTOPUKH HE 3pO0OIIIN 3HAYHOTO BHECKY Y BUBUCHHS «TPETHOT XBHIII» yKpaiH-
cpkoi emirpamii. ¥ 1950-1980-x pp. icTopito HOBOi XBWII yKpaiHCHKOI eMi-
rparmii movanu TOCTiIKYBaTH iCTOPUKHU-eMIrpaHTH. be3nocepenHi yd9acHUKH
Mo HaMarajgucs OIIHWUTH YHCEJbHICTh, COMiallbHUN CKJIaa, KpaiHW Moce-
JICHHS i 0CcOOMMBOCTI 11i€l XBUJIi yKpaiHCchKol emirpanii [5]. JleranbHo BuBUYa-
Jacst MisIBHICTh YKPAiHChKUX MOMITHYHUX maprtiid y 1945-1952 pp. i ixuii
BIJIMB Ha €MIrpalilo Ta CTOCYHKHM 3 ypsjaaMmu 3apyOixHux kpain [6]. Haii-
OlnbII yHAAMEHTAIBHOIO i peTeNbHOI0 mpareto Oyina Mmonorpadis Bononu-
Mupa MapyHnska [7]. 3axinHa ictropiorpadis, aHani3ylouu 00 Kojsabopari-
OHICTCHKHX 30poitHMX (hopMyBaHb IiciIs BiifHH, 3BepTaja yBary Ha poOi1eMu
pemarpiarii, )XuTTs B TabopaxX MEepeMillleHuX 0Ci0, YTBOPEHHS HOBOI XBWIIL
aHTHpansHChKOl emirpamii [8]. OTxke, 3apy0OixkHa yKpalHChKa i 3aXigHa iCTO-
piorpadii 3poOunu MEeBHUU MOCTYI Yy MOCIHIMKEHHI MPOOIeMH, X04a MaJH
HEIONIIKH, cepeln SKUX OOMeXeHa JDKepenbHa 0asza # 3aileosori30BaHICTD.
Hampukinmi 1980-x pp. Ayt TOCTiIHUKIB CTaJIH JOCTYITHAMH paHille 3aKpUTi
apxiBu. 3’sIBUBCSA JOCTYI O TOKYMEHTIB PpaJAsSHCHKHUX pernarpialifHux opra-
HIB, JAMINIOMATHUYHUX YCTAHOB Ta OpraiB jaepxkaBHoOi Oesrneku. OpHUM i3
Hnepuux, MpodiemMy moyas JOCIIKYyBaTH pocCiichbkuii icTopuk Biktop 3em-
cbkoB [9—12]. BiH He TiNbKM pETENbHO MpoaHalli3yBaB CTAaTUCTUYHI AaHi Ta
HanpsMH PaJsHChKOT MOJITHUKM IOJO perarpiarii, ane i 3BEpHYB yBary Ha
3apoJUKeHHs HOBOT XBWIIl emirpanii. HaykoBerp xoua i BU3HaBaB MOPYIICHHS
npaB moauHu 3 6oky CPCP mopno penarpiaHTiB i penpecii IpoTH HHX, aje
3a3HayaB IXHIO OOMEXEHICTh 1 BUMYIIIEHICTh B YMOBaxX TOTo 4yacy. B. 3emchkoB
JIOBOJIMB TMOPYIICHHS yroa 3 0oky 3aximamx coro3HukiB CPCP i ixHi mepe-
IIKOJY B perarpiamii. ABTOp OJHUM 3 IIEPIINX BUCBITINB YUCEIBHICTH, CKIIA,
Kpainu nmepeOyBaHHS eMirpaHTiB micus Jpyroi citoBoi Biiinu. IlikaBwuii cra-
THCTHYHHHA MaTepiall y HOTO mpamsx € i mpo YKpaiHCBKY eMirpamiro. [Hmory
MO3UIIII0 MU 3HaxoauMo y nparsax [Tasma [TossiHa, sxuit 6€3yMOBHO 3aCyIKYE
NpUMYCOBY penarpiauiro i penpecii, BU3HaYa€e NPUYMHE HOBOT XBHIII emirpa-
uii, i BBaxkae Ail paJsHCHKOTO KEPIBHHUITBA OpyTalbHUM MOPYIICHHSIM TPaB
mronuHu [13—15]. HaBeneHi HUM CTaTUCTUYHI JaHi HE 301rar0ThCs 3 JaHUMH
B. 3eMcbkoBa B JieskuX udpax 10 TOTO K BiAPI3HAKTHCA i nedinimii. ITia-
CYMOBYIOYH, 3a3Ha4MMO, 110 pociiicbka icropiorpadis 6araro yBarm mpumi-
JWIIa penarpianii pagsHChKUX IPOMaJIsH 1 3HAUHO MEHIIE 3apO/KeHHIO HOBOT
XBHJII eMirparii. BigcyTHI KOMIUIEKCHI TOCTIKEHHS MiCISIBOEHHOT eMirparrii
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i3 CPCP. ¥V 1990-x pp. ykpalHCBKi TOCTITHUKH BHUBYATIH «TPETIO XBHIIOY
yKpaiHChKOI eMirpamii Ha OCHOBI HOBHX apXiBHUX mkepen. CrmermianbHi
TOCTiKeHHS 3 mpobiemMu pemnarpiamii ykpaiHCBPKHX OiXKEHIIB 1 mepemire-
HUX 0Ci0, IXHROTO NMPOKUBAHHA B Tabopax, MEepPECeNeHHs y KpalHu AMEpHUKU
1 ABctpanii 3 sBunucst Tinbku Ha 3mami XX— XXI cr. Jlrogmuna CTpiibayk
y aucepramnii i CTAaTTAX BH3HAYMJIA YHCEIbHICTh, CKJIal, 0COOJIMBOCTI HOBOT
XBWJI1 yKpaiHChKOT eMirparii Ta AisuIbHICTh MIXKHAPOJIHUX OpraHizamii momo
poboru 3 Humu [16-18]. IlomiTuky 3axiHMX KpaiH MIONO MepeceIeHHs
ykpaincbkux emirpanTiB 1o CIIIA i Kanaau posrsinyB B aucepranii Cepriit
Pynuk [19]. ¥V nucepranii Muxaitna Kyaunpkoro npoaHaitizoBaHi IpUYNHH,
MOPSIIOK Ta HAciJKu npuMycoBoi panarpianii rpomansa CPCP [20]. IcTropux
BHBUYa€e 00pOTHEOY MiXk KpaiHAaMU aHTHTITIEPiBCHKOI KOAMIIii MI010 podIeMu
pemarpiamii. Bin mocnimkye moganpiry gonto penarpiantiB y CPCP Ta 3a ii
Mekamu. Ha Ham mormsn, «TpeTs XBWIIS» YKpaiHCBKOI emirparii morpelye
MOJIaJIbIIOTO PETEIHHOTO BHMBYCHHS YKPaiHCHBKUMH ICTOPHUKAaMHU, OCOOIMBO
MicIsA 3aBEPIICHHS MepeceIeHHs 3 TabopiB nepeMimenunx oci6. JocmignBmun
JOKepena aBTop y CTarTi AIWIMIOB 10 HACTYNMHHX BUCHOBKIB. Illo y TtaGopax
nepeMilleHnx 0ci0 yKpalHChbKI eMIrpaHTH BIJPOAMIN TPaauiii KoomepaTHBs-
HOTro pyXy B YKpaiHi Ipy 4OMYy KOOTIEpaTHUBH BiJIrpaiu 3HAUHY poOJb y QiHaH-
CYBaHHI KyJbTyPHO-OCBITHBOTO JKUTTSl TaOOPIB Ta HaJaHHI COLIaIBLHOI A0IIO-
moru. KycrapHi Ta HapoHi MTPOMHUCITM 3HANIIIN OAANBIINN PO3BUTOK Cepej
eMIrpaHTIB 1 JIONOMOIJIM HE TUIBKH BIXKUTH iM (i3WYHO aye i po3BUBATHC
nyxoBHo. Ilicnst Bin’i3gy OinbmiocTi emirpanTiB 3 Himeuwunnu ta ABcTpii Ta
repenadi Tadbopis 1o ymnpasrniaHs Biagor ®PH, rocmogapepke KUTTS B TabO-
pax 3aHemajgae. JlocBix ssKuid yKpaiHChKi eMiTpaHTH HaOyIH y TOCTIOAAPChKiit
IIsUTBHOCTI y Tabopax MepeMilleHnX oci®d BOHHM NEpeHecHr M0 HOBUX KpaiH
CBOTO TOCEIJICHHS.

Ukrainian emigrants had to support their families and
provide certain living standards. Despite international
charitable assistance, the camps lacked food, clothing,
and household items. Therefore, displaced persons were
forced to participate in the economic life of the camps or
work outside them. Our article is devoted to this aspect of
the problem.

The aim of the article is to analyze economic life of
Ukrainians, representatives of the third wave of emigration
in the camps for displaced persons in Germany and Austria
in 1945-1952.

Statement of the problem

Having analyzed the historiography of the problem,
it should be noted that the main attention of researchers
was focused on the study of socio-political problems in
the camps for displaced persons. Scientists have also paid
considerable attention to resettlement in North and South
America and Australia. Aspects of the problem of US,
British and French resettlement and forced repatriation to
the USSR policies remain poorly studied. Scientists have
paid insufficient attention to the adaptation of displaced
persons in the countries of the settlement. Among
the aspects of the problem that remain insufficiently
investigated is the economic life of displaced persons in
the camps in Germany and Austria.

After the World War II millions of Ukrainians found
themselves in the territory of Germany and Austria.
According to the agreement between the USSR, USA

Analysis of recent studies and publications

Ukrainian historians began to research the third wave
in the second half of the 1950s. The first researchers were
representatives of the Ukrainian emigration. V. Marunyak
paid considerable attention to the life of Ukrainian
emigrants in the camps for displaced persons in his work [ 7].

and Great Britain, Soviet citizens should have been
repatriated to the USSR. The secret agreement also
envisaged forced repatriation. A significant group of
displaced persons were Ukrainians. They were prisoners,
ostarbeiters, members of collaboration groups, refugees.
Many Ukrainians did not want to return to the USSR
due to political and national reasons. Despite forced
repatriation, about 450,000 Ukrainians did not return
to the USSR. They formed the so-called third wave of
Ukrainian emigration [16; 19]. They found themselves
in so-called camps for displaced persons located in the
western occupation zones of Germany and Austria. There
were cultural and educational organizations in the camps,
political parties and Ukrainian newspapers. It is clear that

Investigations of M. Dychok should be noted among other
researchers [21]. Contemporary Ukrainian historians
have continued the studies of Ukrainian emigration
representatives. The dissertation work of Russian historian
0. Kosovan is among the latest researches [22].

The main material of the research

During the World War 11, the Nazi occupation policy
forcibly relocated large masses of the Ukrainian population
to Germany. These were prisoners of war, ostarbeiters,
refugees and evacuated by German authorities. Under
the influence of military events, armed collaborationist
formations retreated with German troops and found
themselves in Germany and Austria. Interwar Ukrainian
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emigrants, trying to avoid repressions by Soviet state
security agencies and communist regimes in Eastern
Europe, also retreated with the Nazis to Germany. OUN
and UPA members after the defeat in their struggle were
forced to emigrate to avoid repressions. Thus, a set of
reasons caused the new wave of Ukrainian emigration.
In contrast to the interwar period, it was purely political
in nature and forced. As in the 1920s and 1930s it had
national-political character.

The number of emigrants from the USSR after the
World War II is controversial. P. Polyan estimates the
number of Soviet citizens who found themselves on the
territory of Germany and its occupied countries at the end
of the war as 8.7 million people. Ostarbeiters in quantity of
3.2 million people from the territories of the USSR before
September 1, 1939, the so-called “Easterners”, were the
main groups of which. Forced workers from the Baltic
States, Western Belarus, Western Ukraine and Bessarabia
constituted 850,000 people. “Refugees” and “evacuated”
during the retreat of German troops were up to 1 million
people. Prisoners of war, both those who remained in the
camps and those who served in collaborationist formations
reached up to 2.3 million people. And 3/5 of them were in
the western occupation zones. There were 3 million people
in the zones of Soviet occupation. This accounted for 56%
of all repatriates to the USSR, including 2,135,000 civilians
(60.5%) and 866,000 prisoners of war (47.4%). It is clear
that only a few from the Soviet zones were able to pave
their way to the west and avoid repatriation. According to
the researcher, only 2,353,000 people were repatriated from
the western zones, 960,000 of which were prisoners of war
(44.0%) and 1,393,000 civilians (39.5%). Thus, according
to P. Polyan, 61.5% of the total number were repatriated to
the USSR, 8.1% avoided repatriation. Internal repatriates
and repatriates from allies of Nazi Germany were those
who made up the remainder to 100% of those who found
themselves in Germany and other countries after the war.
According to Soviet data provided by P. Polyan in 1952,
411,561 people became emigrants. The author himself
estimates that the number of emigrants who did not return
to the USSR was 700,000 people [15; 24]. V. Zemskov
gives slightly different figures, and he specifies them in
each of his subsequent works. The historian gives a total
figure of 5 million people, of whom 4,199,488 returned
to the Soviet Union by March 1, 1946. And in one of
his works he gives a figure of 2,654,185 civilians among
them and 2,660,013 persons in another work. The same
is repeated with prisoners of war. The first figure is
1,545,303 people, and the second is 1,539,475 people.
The division into zones from which repatriates returned
is as follows: 1,846,802 people from the Soviet zone and
2,352,686 people from the western zones.

550,000 Soviet citizens had not returned to the
Soviet Union by March 1946, but 29,074 Soviet citizens,
including 20,386 from the western zones, were repatriated
between 1946 and 1952. V. Zemskov estimates the total
number of those who did not return to the USSR as
620,000 people [10; 11].

The number of Ukrainians in the postwar emigration
was a peculiar feature of the "third wave" of Ukrainian
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emigration. This problem remains debatable. V. Zemskov
presented the total number of repatriated Ukrainians
by March 1, 1946 again in different ways. The first link
provides only 1,650,135 Ukrainians, and the second about
1,650,343. They accounted 37.16% from the total number
of repatriates. By groups it consisted of 1,190,135 civilians
and 460,208 prisoners of war [10; 11]. Soviet repatriation
authorities provided a figure of Ukrainians who did
not return to the USSR as 144,934 people. P. Polyan,
considering the ethnic composition of new emigrants,
gave the following figures: 144,934 (32.1%) Ukrainians,
109,214 (24.2%) Latvians, 63,401 (14.0%) Lithuanians,
58,924 (13.0%) Estonians, 9,856 (2.2%) Belarusians,
31,704 (7.0%) Russians [15; 24]. Thus, in contrast to
the 1920s and 1930s, Ukrainians were the largest ethnic
group in the new wave of emigration from the USSR, and
Russians were much inferior not only in comparison with
them but also with the Baltic peoples.

Representatives of the Ukrainian emigration gave other
figures for the number of the “third wave” emigration
in Germany and Austria. According to the statistical
department of the Central Representation of Ukrainian
Emigration in the Western Occupation Zones (CRUE) by
the end of March 1946: 104,024 people in the American
zone in Germany; 54,580 in British, 19,026 in French
zones respectively. Totally — 177,630 people. There
were 29,241 people in all zones of Austria. In total —
206,871 people [25].

Many of them, fearing repatriation, did not register
in Ukrainian organizations. Therefore, most researchers
believe that the figure of 250,000 emigrants of the “third
wave” is real, which significantly exceeded the number
of emigrants in the interwar period. The educational level
of new emigrants was higher than in the interwar period,
and therefore it may be called intellectual emigration. Only
3.2% were illiterate, and 13% were people with higher
and secondary special education. For example, there
were 136 journalists; more than 300 teachers of higher
education schools; 1,103 secondary school teachers; 266
medicine doctors; 900 engineers [25]. This allowed to
have significant intellectual resources for socio-political
activities.

The number of Ukrainians in the camps in Germany
and Austria began to decline from 1946 to 1952, and by the
end of this period no more than 25,000 persons left there.
They were mainly disabled, sick, women with children.
Most of the emigrants were relocated and a small portion
of postwar Ukrainian emigrants remained in Western
Europe. According to Soviet data, 31,774 Ukrainians
remained in Germany; 39,971 in Great Britain; 5,385 in
France and 5,238 in Belgium. Thus, Great Britain was
the center of Ukrainian emigration in Europe. Much more
of them were accepted by the United States, according
to various estimates from 80,000 to 120,000 people,
40,000 by Canada, 30,000-40,000 by Australia. In fact, the
center of Ukrainian emigration was moved from Europe
to North America, and Australia became one of the new
centers. Resettlement of Ukrainian emigrants from Europe
and secondary emigration from Latin America were very
difficult [23].
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The factors that shaped political life in the camps
of displaced persons and countries of new stay after
resettlement from the camps were among the most
important that influenced the peculiarities of economic life
after the World War II. First, the concentration of the most
active and politically engaged emigrants in the camps,
the sharp struggle during the recent war between political
groups, the danger of forced repatriation, and attempts to
continue the anti-communist struggle contributed to active
political activity in displaced persons' camps. From 9,000
to 10,000 party activists and more than 15,000 supporters
were a clear manifestation of this activity. This political
affiliation affected economic life in the camps. Political
organizations and parties tried to provide source of
livelihood for themselves. Therefore, they tried to create
various private enterprises and cooperatives. In addition,
taking over the leadership of the camps into their own
hands, certain political parties tried to subjugate any
economic life. At the same time, various methods were
used from convictions and agitation to racketeering.
Physical massacres were not uncommon. Therefore,
economic entities were forced to participate in political life
in one or another way.

In our opinion, the report of the American diplomat
Landref Harrison “The Ukrainian people as a factor in the
struggle against the Soviet regime”, which was prepared in
the summer of 1952 in Paris for the American government,
is interesting. The author devoted one of the chapters to the
state of Ukrainian emigration, its opportunities and tasks
in the fight against communism. The American diplomat
believed that emigration had absorbed historical problems
and confusion in the international situation of Ukraine in
the past. On the one hand, the pre-war division of Ukraine
and the emigration of formally different countries —
Poland, Romania, Czechoslovakia, the USSR — imparted
the problem of Ukrainian emigration an international
character. On the other hand, emigrants contested both
from anti-communist and anti-Russian positions, and also
against Poles. A significant problem, according to the
American’s opinion, were differences between Western
and Eastern Ukrainians in their interpretations of the
essence of the communist regime, the main enemies, the
purpose of the struggle. L. Harrison denoted internecine
struggle, inconsistency in tactics, lack of clear programs
and ideological institutions, conflicts with Russian
emigration and Poles among the shortcomings of Ukrainian
emigration. He mainly focused on Western Ukrainian
emigration and recognized it as the most influential and one
that subjugated the natives of Over-Dnieper Ukraine. The
American diplomat considered the attempts to transfer the
methods of struggle against the Polish government in the
interwar period to the opposition to the regime in the USSR
as the great problem of Western Ukrainian emigration.
Concentration of attention of Western Ukrainian emigration
representatives only on the western regions was also
incorrect. The author further emphasized on the differences
in views of Over-Dnieper and Western Ukrainians on
problems of the essence of the Soviet regime and building
of an independent state, but saw no contradictions in social
issues. L. Harrison called chauvinism, nationalism and
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the idea of the great power as unifying ideas for the entire
Ukrainian emigration. These ideas, in his opinion, repelled
other peoples of the USSR from the Ukrainian movement,
but on the other hand, helped to consolidate it and support
the people's faith in their own victory. A separate section of
the report was devoted to the possibilities of emigration in
the struggle on the territory of the USSR [26].

The camps for displaced persons in postwar Germany
and Austria existed in the conditions of destroyed
economy and black market. There was a lack of raw
materials and equipment. The camps also had the status
of extraterritoriality. Under these conditions, economic
life in the camps in 1945-1946 had many obstacles and
developed gradually. In addition, the emigrants themselves
were not interested in economic activities because they
received food and medicine in the camps, and charities
provided clothing and footwear. That’s why many people
didn't want to work. And even considered it offensive to
themselves.

The situation began to change in 1947, when nutrition
deteriorated significantly and the help of philanthropists
was severely limited. Ukrainian emigrants started to
work. Some of them worked in camps and were paid for
it. Others worked outside the camps. Ukrainians worked
in international organizations, in the institutions of the
occupying armies and in the enterprises of the German
economy. The situation was also aggravated by the fact that
there was inflation, and monetary reform was carried out.

Ukrainian  emigration moved to the planned
development of economic activity. Vegetable gardens and
farms appeared in the camps. Trade was also developed,
private and cooperative shops were appeared. Ukrainians
established production workshops that belonged to
private capital and cooperatives. Each camp began to
specialize in certain economic spheres and pursued its
own financial policy. There were more than 80 Ukrainian
camps. Unfortunately, their economic activities were not
coordinated and they did not want to be subordinated to
any central international or Ukrainian institutions.

Most production workshops did not go beyond the
camp economy. Their products were distributed among
emigrants. Only a few companies were able to set up
manufacturing, mainly applied art products, for sale on the
German or international market.

Cooperation played the greatest role in economic
activity. It was based on the experience that Ukrainians
gained in cooperatives during 1920s and 1930s, both in
Western Ukraine and within the USSR. Cooperatives
had many obstacles, including low profitability, currency
devaluation, lack of regulations and the refusal of German
courts to register their Statutes. Nevertheless, since
September 1945, Ukrainian cooperation has acquired
organizational forms. On June 9, 1946, at the first congress
of Ukrainian cooperators in Munich the Central Union
of Ukrainian Cooperatives in Emigration — the Central
Union — was founded. Unfortunately, the Central Union
remained only a representative and advisory body and was
unable to establish trade and advertising for the products
of cooperatives abroad including the United States and
Canada. Cooperative centers: the Society of Ukrainian
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Table 1 — Numerical State of Ukrainian Cooperation in Germany

1945 1946 1947 1948 1950
American zone 7 24 29 30 15
British zone — 1 6 11 4
French zone — — 2 2 —
Total 7 25 37 43 19

Source: [7, p. 315-316]

Cooperatives and the Farmer's Association, were also
established in Austria.

Private shops also played a significant role in late 1947,
with their number of 47 in Germany: 37 in the United
States and 10 in the United Kingdom zones respectively.
Sometimes they belonged to individuals, sometimes to
public associations or even political parties. Financially,
these institutions can be described on the example of the
KOS cooperative in Munich for the period from September
1945 to June 1947. According to disposable data, turnover
of the cooperative with 922 members and 63 retained
employees for 2 years amounted to 2.7 million Reichsmarks.

Handicrafts played an important role in economic
activity. They mainly focused on applied arts and folk art.
Well-known crafts were embroidery, doll making, wood
carving and others. Handicrafts were exhibited both in
camps and intercamp and also international exhibitions.
Women played a significant role in these crafts, especially
in embroidery. Famous folk masters of the Ukrainian
diaspora were brought up in the camp handicrafts. Among
them are such masters of embroidery and Hutsul carving as
M. Dzyndra, P. Klaschuk, S. Shvedkzh, S. Lutsyk, Rydash.
Their products can be seen in museums and private
collections in the United States, Canada, France and the
United Kingdom. 3,347 workers worked in 513 workshops
during 1947-1948.

The enterprises were small from 2 to 10 people. 62%
of those Ukrainian emigrants who were able to work
worked in the camps [7, p. 316-317]. If we define the
areas of activity, most enterprises specialized in the field
of soap production, carving, construction, publishing,
light industry, repair of household appliances. Outside the
Ukrainian camps, Ukrainians found work in agriculture
and industrial enterprises. Unfortunately, their working
conditions were terrible and the attitude of German

workers hostile. They received low wages, unlimited
working hours, lack of control over labor protection.
All these did not stimulate the employment of Ukrainian
emigrants outside the camps. The best situation was
only in the British-occupied zone, where the leadership
promoted employment, controlled working conditions and
even issued rations in addition to wages. Moreover, it was
provided in addition to the camp ration and doubled it.
Therefore, in 1948—1950 unemployment among Ukrainian
emigrants was high.

Scince 1948 displaced persons began to emigrate to
the United States, Canada, Latin America, and Australia.
As a result, the economy began to degrade as the number
of workers began to decline. Ukrainians left the camps en
masse. Ukrainian companies were deprived of financial
resources due to monetary reform in West Germany. After
the transfer of the camps to the social security services of
Germany in 1951-1952, any economic activity declined.
Only single mothers with children, disabled people and
pensioners remained in Germany.

Conclusions

It is necessary to note that Ukrainian emigrants in
the camps for displaced persons revived the traditions of
the cooperative movement in Ukraine, with cooperatives
playing a significant role in financing cultural and
educational life of the camps and providing social
assistance. Handicrafts and folk crafts found further
development among emigrants and helped them not only
to survive physically but also to develop spiritually. After
the departure of most emigrants from Germany and Austria
and the transfer of the camps to the German government,
economic life in the camps declined. The experience that
Ukrainian emigrants gained in economic activities in the
camps for displaced persons they transferred to the new
countries of their settlement.
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