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THE EFFECTS OF THE «<FOURTH WAVE» OF IMMIGRANTS
FROM UKRAINE ON THE UKRAINIAN DIASPORA
IN THE UNITED SATETES

The «Fourth Wave» represents the most important development in the history of the Ukrainian Diaspora, which
has affected profoundly all aspects of its life and became the subject of different studies. Detailed information from
the US Census and the American Community Survey, as well as specialized local surveys, allow one to analyze
in detail the impact of the Fourth Wave on the Ukrainian diaspora in the United States. We plan to analyze the
same aspects of this Fourth Wave
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The Ukrainian Diaspora in the United States has more than a century-old history.
During that time we record four periods of mass immigration of Ukrainians to the U.S.
The causes of each wave of immigration were certain historical and social-economic
circumstances. The peculiarity of the immigrants of the «Fourth Wave» is that, unlike
all previous waves, they emigrated from an independent Ukrainian state and came from
all of its regions. This circumstance is the dominant differentiating characteristic of the
immigrants of the «Fourth Wave».

The Ukrainian Diaspora as a social and cultural system continues its development un-
dergoing several changes due to the activity and the increasing role of the «Fourth Wave».
This fact creates the need for a systematic research of the Diaspora.

The basis for our study form the official statistical data of the Census USA and the
American Community Survey (ACS), which enable us to have a real picture of the current
demographic situation, the social-economic characteristics of Ukrainians in the U.S. and
the dynamics of their development.

Within this theme, based on analysis of statistical data, we consider the main characte-
ristics of the Ukrainian Diaspora in the U.S. and the «Fourth Wave» in particular.
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Table 1. Periodization of the immigrant waves and the number of immigrants

Immigration Wave Characteristics of migration Period Number
I wave Economic 1870—1914 254.376
11 wave Political and economic 1923—1939 11.000
111 wave Political 1946—1959 80.000
1V wave Free and economic: 1991 — present 216.587
Including, born in Ukraine 183.409
Source: |1]

Note: The «Fourth Wave» often used to denote immigrants from Ukraine to all European countries even if the Ukrainians
immigrate to a given country for the first time, like Greece, Spain, Portugal and Italy.

In the years 1988—1991 began a new emigration from Ukraine to the United States and
Western Europe. The mass nature of this migratory flow continued until 2005. In subsequent
years, the migration did continue, but its scope has been much smaller than in previous years.

As was already mentioned, the new wave of Ukrainian immigration to the United States
was named the «Fourth Wave» on the basis of its mass flow in the specified time period. Tab.1
presents the numbers of each migration wave, its periods and the causes of the emigration.The
calculation of immigrants, which we refer to as the «Fourth Wave» is based on the methodology
of calculation of the U.S. population and includes persons who in the Census or in the annual
survey conducted by the American Community Survey (ACS) indicated in questionnaires that
they are «Ukrainian» or (in the case of mixed couples) call themselves «Ukrainian» in their first
or second ancestry, were born in Ukraine and came to the U.S. after 1990.

In our study, we examine only immigration to the U.S., and only those registered in the
official statistical reporting of the U.S. population.

There are several major factors that caused mass emigration from Ukraine.

Negative factors in the country of residence:

— Deep and prolonged economic crisis in Ukraine, starting from the mid 80’s that has

lasted through the of nineties (90°s) of the twentieth century;

— High unemployment;

— Political instability.

However, gaining independence in 1991, Ukraine entered the path of democratization
and canceled a number of discriminatory laws of the former Soviet Union, which limited the
rights of people to migrate freely both within the country and abroad. There was liberalization
of conditions of border crossing.

And positive, attractive, factors from the country of immigration, in our case — the
United States:

— Family ties with members of previous immigrant waves;

— The inclusion of Ukraine in 1994, on the list of countries participating in the im-

migration lottery the «Green Card»;

— Relatively liberal Immigration Law;

— U.S. economic prosperity and more.

The main flow of the «Fourth wave» — was formed from among those who won the
«green card». In addition, they immigrate to the U.S. based on reunion of families (parents
to children and children with parents), marriage, and on the student, working and tourist
visas. The last category («tourists») generally forms a group of illegal immigrants. Some of
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them, over time, become legalized and enter official statistics, and some — go to the category
of «illegal immigrants» and are practically impossible to account for.

According to annual surveys of the American Community Survey (ACS) [See. Tab.2]
in 2009 in the U.S. there was a population of 961.262 persons of Ukrainian origin, which
is only 0.3% of the total U.S. population, including: 656.782 persons born in the U.S. and
304.480 — of which 183.409 are immigrants born in Ukraine.

Statistical data are presented in Tab.2 give us the most accurate information on the num-
ber of Ukrainians in the U.S. and the dynamics of their population. Between 1980 and 1990
we notice a slight increase in the Ukrainian population due to births in the United States,
partly because of immigrants of Ukrainian origin from Australia, Argentina, Brazil, Venezuela,
Canada and Poland, who came to the U.S. after 1960. They partly slowed the negative trend
of the reduction of the population of the Ukrainian Diaspora. In the 1980’s, a developing
negative trend reduced the population of the Ukrainian Diaspora through increased mortality
of older people, who in the majority belong to the category of «<immigrants».

The «Fourth Wave» changed the character and dynamics of these processes. Between 1990
and 2000 is a massive influx of new immigrants [Tab.2]. The total population of Ukrainians,
relative to 1980, increasing by 22.3%. The most dynamic growing number of Ukrainians
belongs in the category of «immigrants». During this period into the United States come
over 150,000 Ukrainians, which is 117.86% relative to 1980, or 147.77% relative to 1990,
making it the phenomenon called the «Fourth Wave» that fundamentally changed the status
of the Ukrainian Diaspora in the U.S. and attracted attention of researchers, politicians,
journalists, writers and so on.

The trend of mass influx of immigrants continued until 2005, however, in subsequent
years the number of new immigrants significantly diminished. One reason may be the «Orange
Revolution» in 2004, providing hope for change in society, to improve economic development
and this affected the volume of migration flows. Unfortunately, the expected changes have not
occurred. The current economic and political situation in Ukraine, according to experts, is
also not encouraging. So we can expect a new phase of growth of immigration from Ukraine.
The next statistical section will show if our assumptions are correct.

Table 2. Dynamics of the number of Ukrainians in the USA 1980-2009*

1980 1990 2000 2005 2009**
All Ukrainians 716.780 722.122 883.129 965.337 961.262
% Relative difference 100% 0.7% 22.3% 9.3% -0.4%
Including:
Born in the U.S. 601.260 620.548 631.457 676.052 656.782
% Relative difference 100% 3.2% 1.7% 7.0% -2.8%
All immigrants 115.520 101.574 251.672 289.285 304.480
% Relative difference 100% -12,1% 147,8% 14,9% 5,25%

* Persons with first or second Ukrainian ancestry 2009

** Average of 2007, 2008 and 2009 values

Source: [1] .

Notice. The census conducted in 2010 was by a short form questionnaire of only 10 questions in which there was no
question about ethnicity, so we use the data of the annual surveys conducted by the ACS.
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Table 3. Comparative characteristics of the dynamics of Ukrainian category «<immigrants» before and after

1990 (1980—-2009)

Period of immigration 1980 1990 2000 2005 2009**
<1990 115.520 101.574 110.602 93.463 87.893

% Relative difference 100% -12.07% 8.88% -15.4% -5.96%
1991-2009: — — 141.070 195.822 216.587
% Relative difference - - 100% 38.8% 10.6%

Including born in Ukraine — - 117.682 162.956 183.409
% Relative difference - - 100% 38.47% 11.93%

Due to reduction of the influx of new immigrants and increased mortality among older
populations the Ukrainian population in 2009 relative to 2005 is reduced by (- 0.4%), (Tab. 2).

Important for the recreation of the population is the birth rate. Overall until 2005, the
number of births in the U.S. was growing, but the growth dynamics was uneven. Only in
2005, we see the effect of the «Fourth Wave» of the Ukrainian Diaspora, when the number
of «Born in the USA» reaches 7% relative to 2000, or 8.94% relative to 1990. But in the next
cut in 2009 the dynamics of «Born in the USA» has a negative trend (-2.8%). Generally, the
«Fourth Wave» has a great potential for fertility in later periods. Currently we have almost
30 thousand new members in the youth organizations and Saturday schools — this age group
from 5 to 17 years and over 18.000 enrolled in colleges (age group18—24) [2].

Inevitable is the process, which reduces the number of persons, representatives of pre-
vious immigrant waves, belonging to the category of «immigrants», the kind born outside the
United States. In 2009, the number of Ukrainians who came to the U.S. before 1946 was only
1.331. Of the representatives of immigration of the 3rd wave, from the period 1946 — 1959
we have 30.694 persons. As already mentioned above in the period from 1960 to 1990, to the
U.S. came Ukrainians from Australia, Canada, Argentina, Brazil, Venezuela, and Poland.
Although their number reached almost 40 thousand they were not named «N Wave» because
on average was slightly more than 1.000 persons per year for 30 years and their age structure
had no significant impact on changing the age structure of the Diaspora [1].

Comparing the statistics of persons belonging to the category of «immigrants» in the
period before and after 1990, we note the characteristic features:

Reduction in the number of immigrants of previous immigration waves and reduction
in the inflow of new immigrants. Also see that in 2005 was the peak of growth of the «Fourth
Wave». The nature of the process of migration of Ukrainian to the U.S. is changing and is
relatively of small but constant. The dynamics of changes in the number of «immigrants»
are presented in Tab. 3.

Some characteristics of the «Fourth Wave» immigrants. Before 1991 Ukrainians emig-
rated from their ethnic territories that in different historical periods have been occupied by
various countries: Austria, Russia, Poland, Romania, Hungary, Czechoslovakia, Germany
and finally in 1945 the territory of Ukraine, in the current borders, part of the USSR. If
representatives of the «Second» and «Third» waves were forced to emigrate for political
reasons, then the «Fourth wave» are free in their choice of emigration. Participation in the
lottery «Green Card» is completely voluntary and the right of every person. The owners of
«immigration visas» are different categories of people: by age, sex, education level, wealth,
the status of employment, etc. Sociological surveys we conducted among representatives of
the «Fourth Wave» in 5 states found that only 8% of the respondents were unemployed at
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the time of departure to the United States. Undoubtedly, the economic factor is dominant
for decisions to emigrate and in addition there are several good other reasons from the social
and psychological category that affect this decision.

Demographics. Gender and age structure of immigrants reflects the demographic
structure of population of Ukraine where the number of women dominates over men. The
difference is about 7%.

The Demographic effect of the impact of new immigrants to the Ukrainian Diaspora
is clearly evident in the analysis of age groups of immigrants. Data on the percentage of the
«Fourth wave» in each age group are presented in Tab. 4.

The «Fourth Wave» constitutes about % of the population in each age group that ranges
from 15 to 39 years. There are a high percentage of new immigrants in selected cohorts of
younger and older ages. Obviously many of the new immigrants — are families of representa-
tives of three generations. This is confirmed by our survey outcomes 75% of the respondents
reported that they are married.

More than 74% have children, and about 60% have two children. It is important that
80.9% of the children of new immigrants live in the U.S. and 18.1% — in Ukraine. The fact
that children live in Ukraine can be explained by the fact that some children at the time when
parents received immigrant visas were over 21 and under the U.S. immigration laws could
not immigrate with their parents. Most children of immigrants were born in Ukraine. More
than 30.000 young people have created great potential for Ukrainian youth organizations
and Saturday schools. The activities of the Ukrainian Student Union of America and others
have been restored.

Education. Their high educational level is an important feature of the new immigrants.
Tab. 5 shows the data of the educational level of immigrants in the Metropolitan New York,
in other regions the level of education is somewhat different.

All who came to the United States aged 18 and older have high-school education, over
60% have higher education and 24% — received university education already in the U.S.
This attests to great potential of the representatives of the «Fourth wave» and the potential
for their professional growth. But we are still analyzing statistical data on their vocational
and educational level.

Table 4. Percent contribution of 4th wave immigrants to the total number of Ukrainians by 5-year Age
Groups: U.S., 2006

Age % 4th wave of tot. pop. Age % 4th wave of tot. pop.
00 — 04 5.7 45 —49 17.2
05-09 17.9 50 — 54 13.3
10— 14 21.9 55-59 12.0
15-19 26.3 60 — 64 7.9
20 —24 24.9 65— 69 14.6
25-29 27.8 70 — 74 18.1
30 — 34 25.5 75-179 12.4
35-39 24.0 80 — 84 7.3
40 — 44 19.8 85+ 6.2

Source: [1].
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Table 5. Level of education attainment: NY Metropolitan Area, 2006 (persons 25 yrs old or more)

Education U.S. Born <1990 1991-2007%
None-Grade 8 1.4% 9.0% 3.5%
Grades 9—12 28.0% 26.8% 16.5%
1-3 yrs.college 19.5% 20.6% 24.7%
4+Yrs. College 51.1% 43.7% 55.3%

Source: The Ukrainians in the New York Metropolitan Area: Dynamics and Fourth Wave settlement. By Oleh Wolowyna
and Vasyl Lopukh. The Ukrainian Weekly. September 5, 2011, Ne36.

The settlement of the Ukrainian people. New trends in the geography of the settlement
of Ukrainian immigrants are also associated with the «Fourth wave». The largest Ukrainian
population lives in the states of North-Eastern and North-Central part of the United States.
Most numerous Ukrainian communities in metropolitan areas are concentrated in New York,
Chicago, Philadelphia and Portland (Oregon) where about % of all the Ukrainian people
live. Because of economic problems in the U.S., which caused internal migration, in such
states as Michigan, Pennsylvania, New Jersey there is a loss of the Ukrainian population.
However, in the states Georgia, North Carolina, South Carolina, Texas and Utah there is a
growing Ukrainian population due to internal migration and the «Fourth wave».

Table 6. Ukrainian settlement in regions of the U.S., 2009

Regions Number Percent %(2009—1980)/
1980 2009 1980 2009 1980
New England 46.500 58.818 6.5% 6.1% 26.5%
Mid. Atlantic 348.340 311.014 48.6% 32.4% -10.7%
East-North-Center 145.320 160.386 20.3% 16.7% 10.4%
E. North-Center 22.560 36.231 3.1% 3.8% 60.6%
W. North-Center 59.800 130.219 8.3% 13.5% 117.8%
W. South-Center 4.900 16.688 0.7% 1.7% 240.6%
Mountain 12.880 29.348 1.8% 3.1% 127.9%
Pacific 14.800 49.243 8.6% 17.6% 174.5%
TOTAL 716.780 961.262 100.0% 100.0% 34.1%
Source: [1].

New England Division: Connecticut, Maine, Massachusetts, New Hampshire, R. Island, Vermont

Middle Atlantic Division: New Jersey, New York, Pennsylvania

East North Central Div.: Illinois, Indiana, Michigan, Ohio, Wisconsin

West North Central Div.: lowa, Kansas, Minnesota, Nebraska, N. Dakota, S. Dakota

S. Atlantic Div.: Delaware, DC, Florida, Georgia, Maryland, N. Carolina, S. Carolina, Virginia, W. Virginia
East South Central Div.: Alabama, Kentucky, Mississippi, Tennessee

West South Central Div.: Arkansas, Louisiana, Oklahoma, Texas

Mountain Division: Arizona, Colorado, Idaho, Montana, Nevada, New Mexico, Utah, Wyoming

Pacific Division: Alaska, California, Hawaii, Oregon, Washington
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Also, we see a completely new trend — the dynamic growth of Ukrainian population
in the states of Oregon and Washington. However, despite the changes and trends in recent
years the Ukrainian settlement characteristics: high levels of urban and regional concentra-
tion, including the geography of major settlement sites has not significantly changed. App-
roximately 50% of Ukrainians are living in a few states [Tab. 6]. of the Mid-Atlantic region
(Delaware, Maryland, New Jersey, New York, Pennsylvania, Washington (DC), Virginia
and West Virginia) and approximately 20% in the states of Eastern North-Central region
(Illinois, Indiana, Ohio, Wisconsin).

More dramatic is the situation when viewed in the metropolitan areas in which, in the
1990—2009 period, the Ukrainian population has been decreasing. [Tab.7].

The reasons — internal migration, aging and reduction of natural populations within
these cities among Ukrainians and very little influx of new immigrants. The worst situation is
in Flint (MI) where the Ukrainian population declined by (91.3%) between 1990 and 2009,
and in such a metropolitan areas like Omaha (Nebraska / lowa) Johnstown (Pats), Toledo
(Ohio/Michigan) where the Ukrainian population declined in from (40%) to (50%). In
absolute numbers the population loss rate is less impressive for it amounts to approximately
1.000 people. At the same time in such metropolitan areas as Detroit (MI) and Pittsburgh
(Pen) the losses amount to 5 to 10 thousand of the Ukrainian population, although the rela-
tive rate of losses is not as high as is the case in the example above and is (18%) in Pittsburgh
and (27%) in Detroit. In the case of the metropolis Flint and Omaha, we see the complete
collapse of Ukrainian community life. Sold out houses NGOs, churches. An end to the cen-
tenary history of the community. And at the same time there is the loss of language, culture,
continuity of traditions and more.

United States of America

10.4%

127.9%

‘0.6%

Map. 1. Ukrainian settlement in regions of the U.S., 2009 (%(2009—1980)/1980)
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Table 7. Selected Metropolitan Areas with losses between 1990 and 2009 in the number of persons

of Ukrainian ancestry (1990—2009)

Metropolitan Area 1990 2009 %(2009—1990)/1990
Flint, MI 1.304 114 -91.3%
Omaha, NE/IA 1.243 632 -49.2%
Johnstown, PA 3.074 1.659 -46.0%
Toledo, OH/MI 1.656 960 -42.0%
Scranton-Wilkes-Barre, PA 12.396 7.917 -36.1%
Utica-Rome, NY 3.126 2.110 -32.5%
Allentown-Bethlehem-Easton, PA/NJ 12.754 8.815 -30.9%
Santa Rosa-Petaluma, CA 1.107 775 -30.0%
Canton, OH 1.379 979 -29.0%
Detroit, MI 32.133 23.520 -26.8%
Albany-Schenectady-Troy, NY 8.752 6.544 -25.2%
Pittsburgh, PA 24.807 20.351 -18.0%

Source: [1].

At the same time on a map of America there appeared cities in which earlier the pres-
ence of Ukrainians was hardly taken into account because their number was not sufficient

for an active social life.

In metropolitan Sacramento and Portland, presented in Tab.8, in 1990, lived respec-
tively 2.629 and 3,160 Ukrainians, and in all other metropolitan areas represented in Tab.
9 there were only from 160 to 980 people. However, in 2009 from 1.000 to 6,000 persons
of Ukrainian origin are living in these areas. The gain ranges from the lowest rate at 492%
to 766%. Such rapid population growth of Ukrainians is mainly due to the «Fourth Wave».
These cities formed the new Ukrainian communities with new traditions, which in many

cases differ from the old traditions of previous immigrant waves.

Table 8. Metropolitan Areas with the largest relative increases between 1990 and 2009 in the number of

persons of Ukrainian ancestry

Metropolitan Area 1990 2009 %(2009—1990)/1990
Asheville, NC 189 1638 766.7%
Salt Lake City-Ogden, UT 467 3.930 741.5%
Portland, OR-WA 3.160 26.016 723.3%
Sacramento, CA 2.629 20.432 677.2%
Greenville-Spartanburg-Anderson SC 327 2.186 568.5%
Raleigh-Durham, NC 543 3.626 567.8%
Charleston — N. Charleston, SC 228 1.480 549.1%
Williamsport, PA 164 1.010 515.9%
Madison, WI 430 2.623 510.0%
Spokane, WA 981 5.808 492.0%
Source: [1].
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Summary and Conclusions. In the history of Ukrainian immigration to the U.S. the
«Fourth Wave» was the largest, of numbering more than 150 thousand people. Qualitatively,
the structure of new immigrants is distinguished by their educational level, high mobility and
the dynamic of economic growth.

The «Fourth Wave» changed the demographic situation of Ukrainian Diaspora and it
represents 17% of Ukrainians in the general population in the U.S. Without the 4-th wave
today we would have had only 7% of Ukrainian-speaking Ukrainians. Thanks to the «Fourth
Wave» the presence of Ukrainian language increased, but we see the paradoxical situation
that exists in no other ethnic community. Nearly half of the new immigrants speak Russian
at home. This complex language situation is the result of the many years of Russification of
the Ukrainian population and it reflects the language problem in Ukraine.

We are seeing how a new wave of immigration has changed the geography of the sett-
lement of the Ukrainian people. On the one hand, the «Fourth Wave» complemented and
strengthened the organized Ukrainian Diaspora, and the other hand formed a new community
in those areas where previously there was no Ukrainian community. Otherwise, Ukrainian
settlement in large metropolitan areas has not changed significantly.

Another important fact associated with the «Fourth Wave», which clearly distinguishes
it from immigrants prior to 1990 and those born in the U.S., is a high dynamics of their
travel to Ukraine and their financial support of families. In addition, some of them returned
to Ukraine, in particular, this trend was apparent after 2004, when there were high hopes of
winning the Orange Revolution. Unfortunately, the current political situation in Ukraine
evokes concern and emigration sentiments are typical, especially among young people.
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HACHIIKU «4ETBEPTOI XBUJII»
MEPECEJIEHLIB 3 YKPATHU HA YKPATHCBKY OIACITOPY B CILA

bausbko onHoro MinbitoHa ykpainuis kuByTh y CLLIA. BoHu HajexaTb 10 TONepeaHiX XBUJIb eMirpatii
Ta X HaIIaJIKiB, @ TAKOX I1e HOBi iMMiTrpaHTH, Tak 3BaHOI «YeTBepToi XBWiTi», st eMirpaitist B CriosydeHi
IlITatu movanacs B nepiuiii monoBuHi 1990-x pokiB. @yHKIiOHATbHE BU3HAUCHHS «YeTBepTa XBWIs»:
0Cco0U YKPaTHChKOTO MOXOIXKEHHSI, 1110 HapoaAuaucs B YKpaiHi, siki mpuixanu B CIIA micist 1990 poky.
[MpubytTst YerBeproi XBUITi, IMOBIpHO — HAWOIBIIT BaskJIMBa OIS B icTOpii yKpaiHiliB y CriosydeHnx
IItaTax, sika TIMOOKO 3aUeruia BCi CTOPOHM XXKMUTTsI YKPaiHCBKOI iacIiopH, i cTaja mpeaMeToM 0araTbox
nociKeHb. BoHM 3BepHY/IM Ha3aa MpolleC MOBHOI aCUMIIALT, BIUIMHYJIM Ha reorpadiuHe po3nomia
CTPYKTYpPU, JOMOMOIJIN OXUBUTU FPOMAIM i CTBOPUTU HOBI. [i HacinKy GymyTh BildyBaTyCs IPOTAroM
0araTboX poKiB.

JoxknagHa ingopmauis Ilepenucy HaceneHHst CIIA i American Community Survey, a TaKoxX
crenializoBaHUX JIOKAJIbHUX O0CTEXEHb, 1a€ 3MOTY AETaIbHO MTPOAHAIi3yBaTH BIUIUB «HeTBepToi XBUIi»
yKpaiHcbKoi miacriopu B CIIIA. Mu miaHyeMo MpoaHaslizyBaTH TakKi aCTIeKTH IIbOTO BIUIMBY «YeTBepToi
XBUi»:

a) ocoonuBocTi po3cesnieHHs B LlltaTax i micTax;

b) ix cTaTeBO-BiKOBO1 CTPYKTYpH;

C) MOBa, Ha sIKili TOBOPSITh BJOMa i Yepe3 BeJIMKi Mpomnopllii pociiichKoi MOBHU;

d) colianbHO-eKOHOMIUHUIA CTATYyC i XapaKTePUCTUKHU XKUTJIOBOTO (hOHIY, AaHi;

€) BILJIMB HOBMX iMMITPaHTIB Yy CYCITITbHOMY XHTTi 1iacTIOpH.

IMopiBHsIHHS Oyne 3podsieHo Mixk «YeTBepToio XBUJICIO» IMMITPaHTIB Ta iHIIOIO Aiacriopoio. Mu
OyneMo BMBUYATH BILIUB «YeTBepToi XBUJi» HAa COLliaIbHE XXUTTS CYCITIIbCTBA Ta HOTO OpTaHi3alliii.

Karouogi caosa: ykpaincvka Jiacnopa, «4emeepma Xeunsa», bropo Ilepenucy CLIA, Bropo [locaioncenns
Amepurxancvkoeo Cycninbcmea, nepuie abo opyee emuiuHe NOX0O0NCEHH, IMMiepauis, IMMiepaHmu, HaceaeHHs,
Mmoea.
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BJAVAHUE «<4YETBEPTOM BOJIHBI»
NEPECEJEHHEB C YKPAMHbBI HA YKPANHCKYIO INMACITOPY B CILIA

OKoJ10 01HOrO MUJUTMOHA YKpanH1EeB XUBYT B CLLIA. OHM OTHOCSTCS K ITPENIIECTBYIOIIMM BOJIHAM SMUTPALIN
¥ VX TIOTOMKaM, a TakKe 9TO HOBble UMMUTPAHTHI TaK Ha3biBaeMoii «YeTBepToii BoHbI», Ubst IMMUTpALIVST
B CoenunenHble IlltaTel Hayanach B nepBoii mojoBuHe 1990-x rogoB. MyHKIMOHAILHOE OIMpeaecHIe
«YetBepras BosiHax: inlia yKpanHCKOTo MPOMCXOXKIECHNS, PONUBIIMECs YKparHe, KoTopble npuexanu B CIITA
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nocnie 1990 rona., [MpubsiTrie «YerBeproii BonHbl» — BeposiTHO,— Hanbosee BaxKHOE COOBITHE B UCTOPUU
ykpanHueB B CoenrHeHHbIX LI TaTax, KoTopoe ry00Ko 3aTPOHYJIO BCe CTOPOHBI XKU3HU YKPAUHCKOU TMacriopbl
U CTAJIO TIPEIMETOM MHOTHX MiccIieoBaHui1. OHM 0OpaTHIIN BCITSITH ITPOTIECC SI3BIKOBOI AaCCUMIITSIIIAN, OKA3aJI
BJIMSTHME Ha reorpaduieckoe pacrpeaeieHue CTPYKTyPbl, TOMOIJIA OXKUBUThH OOLIIMHBI ¥ cO30aTh HOBbIE. Ero
TOCTIEACTBUSI OYIYT OLIYIIAThCSI B TEUEHNE MHOTHUX JIET.

[Toapo6Has undopmanus [Nepenucu Hacenenus:s CLLIA u American Community Survey, a Takxe
CIeLMaTN3UPOBAHHBIX JIOKATBHBIX O0OCIIEIOBAHUI, TIO3BOJSIET NETATBHO MPOAHATU3UPOBATh BIUSHUE
«YetBeproii BonHbl» Ha ykpanHcKyto auacriopy B CLIA. Mbl j1laHUpyeM ITpoaHaIu31upoBaTh CJISIYIOLINe
acCIeKThl JTaHHOTO BIusiHUS «YeTBepToit BomHbI»:

a) ocobeHHocTH paccesieHus B LlTarax u ropomax;

b) X MOJOBO3PACTHO CTPYKTYPHI;

C) SI3bIK, Ha KOTOPOM TOBOPSIT IOMAa M B CHITY OOJIBIINX TIPOTIOPIINIA PYCCKOTO SI3BIKA;

d) colmanbHO-9KOHOMUYECKUT CTATYC U XapaKTePUCTUKU KUIUIIHOTO (DOHNA, TaHHbIE;

€) BJMSIHUE HOBBIX UMMUIPAHTOB B OOLIECTBEHHO XXU3HU TUACIIOPHI.

CpaBHeHue OyzeT caenaHo Mexny «YerBeproit BoimHOW» MMMWTPAHTOB M OCTAJIbHBIE TUACTIOPHI.
Mpb1 O6ynem Takke m3ydaTh BausiHue «YerBeproit BonHbl» Ha colmanbHyI0 XH3HB 00IIECTBA U €Tr0
OpraHu3alui.

Karoueswie caosa: ykpaurnckas Juacnopa, « Hemeepmas Boana», bropo Ilepenucu CIIA, bropo Hccaedosanuii
Amepukanckozo Obujecmea, nepgoe uau 6mopoe SMHUHECKoe NPOUCXONCOeHUe, UMMUPAYUS, UMMUSDAHMbL,
HaceneHue, A3viK.
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