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Purdica Gordi¢ Review article
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Ruthenians: missing or lost? An analysis of migrating
European minority in the XX and the XXI century from the
documents gathered by Miron Ziro$

Abstract: The problem of the contemporary world regarding
small nations is not only national identity and ethnicity. The
minorities which do not have a mother-country have often faced
oppression in the past, and today, when they are encouraged to
publicly show and celebrate their tradition, there are fewer
people eager to participate, some even to speak in their native
language. The problem that will be shown in this paper is the
way that Ruthenians (or Rusyns) are losing in the battle to
contemporary migrations and assimilation in intimate
biographical stories gathered by Ruthenian journalist Miron
Zhirosh (Miron Ziros or Mupon JKupow). The goal in this
paper is to show contemporary world from an angle of a small
human without their mother country, and even though the
person has grown up in a small and semi-closed community,
they have to open to the world to survive, and the way the family
and their value is changing and deteriorating in the
contemporary world with traditions disappearing.

Keywords: Ruthenians/Rusyns, minority, disappearing,
national identity, globalization
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INTRODUCTION

In the contemporary world, multiculturalism is more than welcome as
every country, every city at every time of the year has people of
different ethnicities living in it. All around the world people are fighting
for some form of freedom. These freedoms rarely consider the freedom
to belong to a certain ethnicity, which, even though it has been officially
considered as a part of human rights and identity, the reality does not
reflect. Native Americans throughout the US live either in reservations
which are a part of national parks, or are thoroughly assimilated by the
American society, and have no freedom on or right to the land they have
been using for hundreds of years before the 19th century. Many
Amazonian ethnic groups share a similar problem. Their homeland is
being destroyed and exploited by wood companies, but they, because
of their way of life, are not able to understand governance issues and
therefore it is easy for them to be used and even ignored by the officials.
During the long history of colonizing, the conguerors oppressed the
locals in order to “civilize” them, but, in actuality, it was through brutal
oppression and assimilation the locals were forced to adopt the
(colonizer’s) culture. By using these methods of “civilizing”, if any of
these ethnicities remained to this day, they are considered minorities.
These types of problems do not have an origin only in the colonization
process, but also in the conquers throughout Europe and Eurasia. When
a small country or a small ethnic group falls in the hands of a bigger
country, they are, almost as a rule, assimilated. This paper will consider
one problem of one such type of minority — ethnicity which does not
have its own country and which is, because of different historical and
contemporary processes, disappearing. The minority which this article
covers is a Ruthenian minority, whose homeland is in the Carpathian
Mountains in the contemporary Slovakia, Poland, Ukraine, and
Romania, even though they can be found all around the world. The
number of Ruthenians is declining as there are fewer and fewer people
who declare themselves as Ruthenians, and even fewer who use and
practice their culture and language.

“I am from nowhere” (The Warhol 2018: n. p.). That is the response
that people would receive if they were to ask Andy Warhol where he
comes from. In reality, Andy Warhol did have a family and did have a
place where his family came from. His parents were Carpatho-Rusyn
immigrants who came from the part of the Carpathian Mountains which
is the part of Slovakia today. Even though politically speaking, it is a
part of the Republic of Slovakia, historically speaking this is the land of
Ruthenian, the small ethnic group which has never had their own
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internationally recognized country, although on some historical
occasions it was possible. In contemporary Europe, Rusyn have their
position settled as a minority in the countries where they live (such as
Kashubs in northern Poland). They are not the only minority without a
state and in this way not particularly interesting to study, although their
history, intertwined with the countries they have been part of is
completely different. Their voices during history, at least here in the
Republic of Serbia, are rarely heard. Their migrations are so important
and such a big part of their lives, especially since their migrations were
usually forced®. Forcing and oppressing people during longer periods
brings misfortune firstly, and, in this case, demise upon the oppressed
in the end. By assimilating to survive, to give themselves a future,
people go into so much assimilation that they become unsure about their
own identity which leads to forming a new one based on the dominant
culture, and leaving their native-born culture.

MIRON ZIROS

Miron Ziro§ is a journalist, publicist and, let us call him the archivist of
Ruthenian history. His books show the life of the Ruthenians, mostly in
the XX and the XXI century, from data gathered while he was working
as a journalist for a Ruthenian magazine called “Ruske slovo™. His
colleague and friend Pura Lacak says, “Benbka gacit Toro 10 XKuporr
Hamucall ¥ MyOJIMKOBaJ MPEICTaBs €]IeH (PparMeHT, €HY CIUYKY 303
q)HHMCKeﬁ MNaHTJIKU KMBOTA HAIIUX JIIOA30X, KOTpa HOIIA Y cebe u
€JIHY HCTOPHitHY auMen3mo“? (Ziro§ 2003: 10). This work is filled with
different news, stories, reports, pictures, anecdotes, diaries, letters,
confessions and many more intimate and conversational formats of
storytelling. This is a life-long material and an archive worthy of a
proud scientist. Ziro§’s work is really a marvelous garden of ideas for
further research in many humanistic fields.

One of the interesting questions regarding Ziro§’s publications is the
question of the genre. He himself says, “S me He Hamaran Hanmcar

! Further informations on migrations acquired from: Marouu, M. P. (Magochi,
P.R.) (2009). Hapoa HiMoakaas — waycTtpoBaHa wuctopua KapnaTckux
PycHauox.

2 “The big part of what Ziro$ has written and published represents one
fragment, one small picture from the film tape of our people’s life, which as
well carries in itself one historical dimension.” Since the materials used for
this paper were not translated, the author of this paper is translating the
needed quotations.
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MCTOpHIO, 51 mucan nomka uume” (Ziro§ 2008: 92). This “else” is the
aspect worthy of exploring. His work consists of, as we have already
mentioned, testimonies gathered from the civilians of certain ethnicity
about certain historical circumstances. This kind of work is not
completely new. Furthermore, something similar has been just recently
worldly recognized in the works of Svetlana Alexievich, the 2015
winner of the Nobel prize in literature. She is also a journalist who
writes a type of documentary prose which she herself calls “novels of
voices” (Alexievich 2016: n. p.), where she takes stories told by
ordinary people (although in this way she is showing that no one is
ordinary) and gives it a form on the paper and in the book by gathering
the stories under the same or similar topic. She shared her view on the
world,

“I see the world as voices, as colours, as it were. From book to book,
I change, the subjects change, but the narrative thread remains the
same. It is the narrative thread of the people I have come to know ...
With thousands of voices | can create — you could hardly call it reality,
since reality remains unfathomable — an image of my time, of my
country... It all forms a sort of small encyclopaedia, the
encyclopaedia of my generation, of the people I came to meet. How
did they live? What did they believe in? How did they die and how
did they kill? And how hard did they pursue happiness, and did they
fail to catch it?” (Alexievich 2016: n. p.).

Svetlana Alexievich does essentially the same thing as Miron Ziros.
They both are illuminating the ordinary person, who is not ordinary. It
does not matter what the person did or how “small” their life was; they
were the witnesses of their times. When people read “The Diary of
Anne Frank”, it is similar to stories written by these two people. We
could see the connection with the literature and drama character type —
the Everyman. The Everyman has a long tradition in the literature and
drama, and it is a typical character with whom the reader should easily
connect. Here, it is different. Even though their characters are
Everymen, the authors are using them to show a collective spirit by
applying inductive reasoning on collected answers from their
informants who become silent heroes of the stories. From individual to
collective, their approach serves a purpose of giving a lesson to their
readers.

3 “I was not trying to write down the history, I wrote something else.”
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A PROBLEM OF NATIONAL IDENTITY IN RUTHENIAN
MINORITY

The definition of a national identity is a problematic one, since not only
the laws, but also the minds of people are changing depending on the
historical conditions, so this definition and the feeling of the national
and cultural identity are changing as well. Ziro§ provides this one,
“3HaHe 0 cBOIM ecTBe — (hYyHIAMEHT HAIMOHAIHOTO WICHTHTETa U
unTerpurera™ (2008: 52), which indicates that a person receives their
national identity in its surroundings, as a part of cultural and even basic
knowledge. Supposedly, a person should know about themselves firstly
from their family, and afterward to supplement knowledge while being
in the process of education®. By the law of the Republic of Serbia, the
minorities have equal rights as the dominant culture®. This is all well
and good, but there is a problem. This right to be and live as a Ruthenian
has one major flaw — there is no control over their education. Whether
a child goes to a school where classes are taught in Ruthenian, they will
learn about the Ruthenian culture. Whereas if the child goes to a regular
public school, they often do not have the possibility to study Ruthenian.
And even if they do, the grades from this language are not part of the
regular system which means that those are not officially recognized nor
relevant in their education, ergo children do not consider it a necessary
skill to have. The problem, according to the teachers and professors is
in the state finances as well in the system which is not controlling
whether the children are attending classes. Furthermore, parents are the
ones who do not apply for classes or educate their children. Moving
away from financial and governmental problems, as they are not the
part of this research, the question is — why Ruthenians cannot be
themselves, and why is there not enough interest from the parents for
their children to learn their own language and culture?” These examples
of

4 “Knowledge about yourself (self as in your ancestors, your culture and
language) is a basis of national identity and integrity.”
5 As Hobsbawm has explained in his essay “Language, Culture and National
Identity” our social knowledge is mostly formed during education, all up until
the late adolescence.
5 In Lotman’s theory the culture which is prevalent in different categories —
guantitative or qualitative, and the culture which is changing the other, is the
dominant one.
7 Opinions were shared and conducted on a debate during Fourth Scientific
Conference for Students, Young Scientists and Experts, in Novi Sad, May 26
2018.
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detachment are leading to tomorrow’s adults who do not declare
themselves or take part in Ruthenian cultural life as Ruthenians.

In the recent study conducted by Pew Research Center,® “People
throughout the continent say it is important to respect national
institutions and laws and speak the dominant national language to be a
true member of their country” (2018: 1). There is no country which is
not a “salad bowl” — a mixture of different ethnicities that live in the
same country, but as seen on the previous example, the problem of
national identity and keeping the minority existing is a completely
different story. We can talk about the culture, about the origin, the last
name (or both), but the aspect of a nation which most of Europe
considers one of the most important (since institutions and laws are
somewhat similar nowadays) is the language. So, we should go back to
Ziro§, who writes about the nation,

“A cymHa € o3HaueHS TepUTOpuUs, Oelrea W YyBCTBO €THOCIIH,
OIHOCHO >MEI3HUCOOHOTO pO3yMEHs, Ta3l0BaHI W BIACHOTO
PO3BHBaHAY CBOIM OTpaj3e€HHM IIPOCTOpE, alle U y oOHcCIly, Bajale,
Kparo, o0Jlaciiy, MOKpaiHu, aje y nepkaBu.< Ha KoHIy mumko mie
3BO/I3M Ha Ofpen3oBaHe Oyoynoro HampsMy IOJUTHYHOTO,
MIPUBPEIHOTO, KYJATYPHOTO M HAIIMOHAIHOTO PO3BOIO, J3EKYIOLH
CIIOKOHBUYHOMY TPaIUITHHOMY PpO3BOIO KHUTEIbCTBA
HOBOO(DOPMEHEH JiepKaBH... KOTpa KaXJIOT0 YjieHa MPUMYIIN POOHI]
U CIIpaBOBall IIe TaK M MOYUTOBAIl TaKH MOPSAOK SKU OAper3ela
HCHYIOL[A TIONWTHYHA... ¥ HAIIMOHAJTHA BJACIl HOBOTO OO€IMHEHS
TepUTOpHi 10 HaluoHaHeil nepsxxasu‘® (2008: 52).

If we follow his thoughts, every country is supposed to consist of only
one ethnicity, which is not possible, although if we think wider, and
follow further, it becomes clear that the ethnicity which did not develop
into a country now has a problem to protect itself on an international
level, since they, apart from international laws, only have themselves to
demand their rights as ethnicity different from the governing one.

8 Additional information is available on: http://www.pewresearch.org/

9 “And its key labels are territory, language and the feeling of unity, regarding
>mutual understanding, governing and individual growth in its enclosed
space, but also a home, a village, a neighborhood, a province, but still in the
state.< In the end, all ends with the positioning of the future political,
economic, cultural and national development, thanks to the serene
traditional population development in the newly formed state... which makes
every member work and do and respect that order which has been decided
by the initial political... and national government of the new unification of the
territory to the national state” (tr. from Ruthenian).
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Additionally, they also depend on the contemporary government which
in most republics changes every four years. Understandably, it is quite
the race to protect the culture, precisely to protect the opportunities to
use that specific language and culture. The liberalistic movements
across the world are fighting for elementary human rights, but in the
Human Rights Law,° ethnicity is also included.

A lot of questions arise — why are Ruthenians keeping themselves from
their own ethnicity and why and how are their numbers getting smaller
if the whole world is fighting for and winning to achieve the basic
human rights for everyone? Where is the right to be of a certain
nationality, ethnicity or culture and not to be discriminated on that
basis?

RUTHENIAN MIGRATIONS/ASIMILATION PROCESS
THROUGHOUT CENTURIES

As it was already mentioned, Ruthenians are an ethnicity whose history
is filled and marked by migrations, especially forced migrations. The
Ruthenians from the XX and the XXI century about whom Ziro$ writes
are from the group that was forcefully moved from the Carpaths to the
today’s Vojvodina, the autonomic province in the Republic of Serbia,
during the XVI11 century by Austro-Hungarian government. One of the
main reasons for the first migrations were,

“Ken mie mpe MaTepHsIHH OOCTABHHM M YEXKKHU Ta30BCKH JKHUBOT,
IocJie PO3CeNIbOBAaHA 3HOBA BEJIi HAIUIM y MaTepUsUTHEH Ounau mpe
CBOIO BEJIBOYMCICHOCI] M TPHUMYIIEHH CY OIXOJA3MIl Ha HOBHU
KOHTHHEHT e Ou cebe Npemy eld >XHBOT Yy CBOIX CTPEIKOX -
3MOIJIM OKPEMHHM MAa€TKM M JOCTOTHCTBEHO BHXOBAJIM CBOHO
notomctBo “M (Ziro§ 2003: 12).

The author himself is talking about the living standard and reasons to
emigrate. The bravery and the need of the certain Ruthenians from the
beginning of the XX century have taken them on their own will far away
from any land they have seen and walk on. This case is nowhere unique
in world history, but the story of this small ethnicity is different from,

10 Additional information is available on:
http://www.un.org/en/sections/issues-depth/human-rights/.

11 “Because of the financial circumstances and hard servant’s life, when after
the first migration they had new material misery caused by big families they
were made to go to a new continent in need of prolonging their lives — so they

could buy their own land and raise their children with dignity”
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for example, British or Irish migration for the most obvious reason they
did not speak a language which was internationally recognized at that
time. They only had their strong will and wish to make their and their
families living standards better. The mass emigrations with the really
small number of returnees have started mostly from the other part of the
XX century. It is interesting to note that the emigration process was so
massive that it was needed to divide it into periods. This division
consists of,

“1. 3emnenincka emurpauus og 1895-1914. pok no 3A/;

2. Pemecenninka emurpauus on 1919-1930. pox 10 ApreHTuHH,
Kanamm u 3A/I;

3. PobGorniuka emurpaums on 1970-1990. no xemox Espomu u
ABcTpanui;

4. NarenextyanHa emurpanus on 1991. no Hemenkeit, Kanagu u
JPYTHX AKeMoxX 12

(Ziro§ 2008: 1, 121).

The goal was to show what level of education and which living standard
required to be escaped from, or required an immediate change for these
emigrants. Sadly, the level of education has only grown since the
beginning of the XX century and is showing the tendencies known in
the rest of the Balkan region, even known to the rest of the world.
Young or middle-aged people are emigrating from their countries which
are in a war or the process of transition, more often than not leaving
never to return. The countries who already have problems develop more
complex problems and this vicious cycle never ends, at least not with a
positive outcome. The countries become destabilized and disappear,
with the remaining people becoming refugees.

Miron Ziro§ has also written about a separate reason for disappearing,
and that was the process of assimilation, mostly through mixed
marriages. About those circumstances, Ziro§ writes during the 1990s,
“)KuBOT y MHINAHMX CTPEIKOX JOoloMara BEKIIE YHUCJIO MMINAHUX
MaJDKEHCTBOX. MHUIIIaHN MaJDKEHCTBA 3a PyCI/IHOX Yy npenuiocun 6yJ'II/I
>Tparann<. ITocrumoBanu aCMMHUJIalilu0, OJHOCHO XaCHOBAHE sA3HUKa
Mallepy, OyXOBHE BUXOBAaHE y JpYreil BUpU M TPALICHE 32 PYCKY

12 “1, The Farmer’s emigration 1895-1914. to USA; 2. The Craftsman’s
emigration 1919-1930. to Argentina, Canada and USA; 3. The Worker’s
emigration 1970-1990 to the countries in Europe and Australia; 4. The

Intellectual emigration from 1991 to Germany, Canada and other countries.”
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napoanoc’”™® (1997: 493). Later in the paper, this process will be
shown in examples from Ruthenians in Serbia as well as the ones in
emigration. Emigrations help these mixed marriages and assimilation,
and vice versa. Ruthenians have, at least from this part of Ziro§’s
gathered documents, already chosen their destiny.

INDIVIDUAL STORIES ABOUT TREATMENT OF
RUTHENIAN EMIGRANTS

The first and the second periods of emigration are an interesting
example of fast development and even faster death of a newly formed
community. The majority of the stories are about the city Barberton in
Ohio, US, which is considered as one of the biggest communities of
Ruthenians in the US at that time. The majority of Ruthenian emigrants
there were from Vojvodina. The selected stories are mostly told by the
people who were there or by their children. There are even examples of
the following stories, what has happened with the family after the first
years, all the way up until this millennium which the journalist uses to
give compelling conclusions.

The first US immigrants were saving up a lot, so much that they did not
take pictures. Even if they did, it would happen only on special
occasions. Instead, they wanted to earn as much money as possible so
they could send it back home. There are multiple pictures from funerals
held for the Ruthenian who died in the US, “JIroa3e, xjomnu, sKeHH,
JIETUHE U JI3€1H UIIIE MOO0OJIEKAHM TaK SIK III€ HOIIEIN y Kparo I[a HET
OTBOpPEHEN TPYHH U APEBEHEU XMKU OIpe3 KOTPEH JI0A3€ CIMKOBAHU
HiXTO OM M HE IMOBEIOJ K€ TO ClIuKoBaHe y bapOutoHy y nep:kaBu
Oxaito. y 3emunennx Amepunkux Jepxasox, 1910. Poxy”** (Ziros
2003: 151). This custom was developed because they were the place of
meeting, no matter the occasion. This was the proof of staying united,
of not abandoning your roots and your ways. These assembly
photographs were taken at weddings as well, the second gathering
place. They are proof of the existence of many people in this
community. From the mentioned picture it is easy to conclude that it

13 “Life in multicultural circumstances is helping the bigger number of mixed
marriages. The mixed marriages for Ruthenians in the past were >tragic<.
They were helping the assimilation, ergo using the mother language, spiritual
upbringing in other religion and disappearing for Ruthenian ethnicity.”

14 “people, men, women, boys, and children are still in outfits that were worn
in their motherland... If there were none uncovered coffin nor log house in
front of which these people took the shot, no one would have told that it was
taken in Barberton, Ohio the US in 1910.”
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was not easy to find a well-paid job as well as that the Ruthenians in the
US also lived in poverty. There are testimonies about how the clothes
were changing, ,Ilo Ilepmry BoiiHy, oOneunBOo uM Oyno wuie
6auBancke... [1o Ilepmeit

BOWHH IIPEMEHENIO IIle, HacaMIIpen3, OOJIEYNBO, a AyIa, HABUKHYIA U
Tpaauims — octanu uete”® (Ziro§ 2003: 175). These testimonies stand
in multiple places in the publicized papers, most of them quite similar.
Therefore, if they were to be compared using the Rashomon effect,
nothing would have been gained. Instead, we can conclude that the first
Ruthenian emigrants in the US were genuinely attached to their own
culture. The first immigrants maybe gained the most — they had been
brave, they fulfilled their plans to earn much-needed money (for the
most part), they gained the new knowledge and the experience of living
abroad in a completely different state (at the beginning of the XX
century Vojvodina was still the part of the monarchy).

When it comes to the statements about the treatment of the Ruthenians
by locals, the stories are different. One of them catches attention. It is
from a returnee named Mikola, “Mu, crpannm, TaMm MeHEH Bpen3emu. ..
AMEpUKAHCKM JA3€UU KpU4Yali.. KpUYaldl HaM K€ 3M€ >TYHKH<,
CTpaHIy... >1eros<, iuras, “including shortly afterwards, ,,Ha poGoty
BIIIe BOJIENT BKarl eHoro FOrocnassHa, sk eqHoro Hurpa. Aue Takoit
nocne Hac npuxomseni wapuu™® (Ziro§ 2002: 178-179). There is no
doubt that discrimination was present, mostly because of the culture
shock from the locals. When inspecting children’s nicknames for
Ruthenians, it is easy to understand the discrimination level even
without the additional example. To be one step above people with
African origin, who were at that time still victims of racism, meant to
be a little more than a slave. It is quite interesting how from such an old
story (around 100 years ago), the superiority complex often seen in
American popular culture is shown in actual life. Mikola is a witness of
those as mentioned earlier actually happening. In this unsuccessful
dialogue, the foreigners are the Other.Y’

15 ‘Up until the WWI their clothes were still from Backa... Following WWI, the
clothes were replaced, at first, but the soul, the customs and the tradition
have remained.” (Backa is a region of Vojvodina)

16 “Us, the foreigners, were of less worth there... American kids would yell...
they would yell that we are >gunki<, the foreigners... >degovs, a gypsy”; “For
the job they would rather take Yugoslavian then someone black. But right
after us were the black people.”

17 The Otherness is a term which describes a form of unknown for the person
experiencing the certain “new circumstance” in their life. It can be shown with
multiple examples. Firstly, in “Robinson Crusoe”, when Robinson meets
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There are still more interesting examples of culture shock in Mikola’s
story, particularly concerning stereotypes that Europeans have for
Americans. He is stating that “Amepuka He Oyna >obenana xemM< 3a
KaXxXaoro PyCHaKa. ITocTama 06euaHa M CIIOJIHEJIAa CBOMO O6€HaHﬂ JJ1EM
TOMy XTO II€ 3Hal OJX HEW dyBarl u 3auysaim’, then he adds later,
“AMepuKy MOIJIO HaJBaaal jieM 30pasu PycHak. 1 3npaBoro normsany
Ha AMEpMKy, Ha €l TIOHyKaHS U eif kmamaus™® (Ziro§ 2002: 177).
Actually, there is an urban legend which is connected to the mass
emigration In addition, there is an urban legend connected to the mass
emigration to the USA that has an origin in the idea of a democratic
state, a supposed-to-be land with no aristocrats and their middle-aged
system of governing — a widely known as the “American dream”. It is
the story of how only in America, whoever you are and wherever you
come from, you can start afresh and live a comfortable and prosperous
life. Even though Mikola most likely did not talk about the “American
dream”, this is the well-known example of the artificial glory that
America could seem in one's point of view. Moreover, when
considering used analogy “the promised land,” Mikola is negatively
comparing the USA to Jerusalem.

“American dream” and “the promised land” are the metaphors from
different cultures. Whereas the first one tells the story about ideal
materialistic life, the other one tells about the heaven on earth for the
Christians. The Ruthenians live a hard life filled with an existential
crisis, misery, hunger, mistreatment from the Hungarian and Austrian
authorities, together with the forced assimilation to Hungarians. In spite
of these circumstances, they live in their communities together tied by
heritage, mostly poor living conditions and faith in Christ. By using the
recent data, we can conclude about the past, “Central and Eastern
Europeans of all ages are generally more likely than Western Europeans
to tie their views on national identity to Christianity, birthplace, and
ancestry” (Diamant and Gardner 2018: n. p.). As the conditions of living
in the Austro-Hungarian Empire were the same for most of the Slavic
ethnicities, it is no wonder that the cultural distinctions would keep

Friday, he is experiencing the Other which he cannot comprehend. Secondly,
in “Alice in Wonderland”, all the creatures which Alice meets is the Other from
her point of view. Thirdly, every encounter with the unknown can be that
incomprehensible Otherness.

18 “America was not the >promised land< for every Ruthenian. It became the
promised one and was fulfilling its promises only to those who knew how to
guard and keep safe from it”; “America could have been overpowered only
by a healthy Ruthenian. And also, with common sense view on America, on

her offers and risks.”
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them from assimilating completely. Furthermore, it is no surprise that
all of these ties would remain an important part of national identity to
this day.Returning to the narration from Mikola, going to the USA for
most of the Ruthenians who used to work in fields or as servants, to the
big industrial cities like Detroit was a cultural shock. Their culture is
completely different. What makes Ruthenians assimilate is in no way
the USA on its own; it is assimilation on their own will, because of the
life that they have left in Europe with an iron-will decision not to return
to that life, and not to leave their families to live that life. They went
with the feelings of despair, excitement, hope, and will to earn a better
tomorrow by working hard and go back home, not to stay there. The
need to live in a community of your own is only natural. It is a need for
family and for one’s cultural code® which is part of oneself.
Furthermore, the need to form their community is the need to keep
oneself safe between your own.

There are more examples of these communities, and one of them tells
the reasons for staying a part of such a community while in emigration,

“Hocranrus He Oyna 3a nepkaBy, 3a FOrocnasuto... Hocranrus Oyna
3a CBOIM BayajoM, 3a CBOIMa poamdam, OpaTamu, IIECTpaMH, U 32
cBoiM HapogoM. A sk Hecrama? Sk m obwuHo. Jlroma3e kex mie
JMAKYIIMYKO 3MOTHIO, 300Tala, KeJ e YK 3Hai Iy, YK 3Halo Oemeny,
Ky ceOe aBTO, Maro KpacHHU KBapTeb, BEIIKa I YK HJ13¢ Ha BUJIETH,
HAa TMUKHUKH... 303 CBOIMa 3Me JIFOJ3MH, Y KPyry CBOHOTO Haponxy,
BEJHO 3Me Ty, UyBCTBYEME IIIe CBOHO, TpEMaMe e BexHo 2 (Ziros
2002: 184-185).

The nostalgia is a sensation quite popular as a motif in the Yugoslavian
literature of the first half of the XX century. In the Ruthenian literature,
nostalgia and similar sentimental feelings are a statement piece, which,
derived from their history filled with forced movements and many
farewells, are logical. Sentimental feelings are a bond for the Ruthenian

19 Cultural codes are the specific culture a person grew up in and is part of, as
a part of a global communication sphere — semiosphere, which includes all
cultures and civilizations which can communicate through similarities
between their codes. It is a theory developed by Yuri Mikhailovich Lotman.
20 “We have not felt nostalgia for our country, for Yugoslavia... We felt
nostalgia for our village, our parents, brothers, sisters, and for our people. But
how had it disappeared? As usual. As people become a bit more established,
get some money, when they manage a bit, when they know the language, buy
themselves a car, get a nice flat, then they are going to field trips, picnics...
We are between our own people, in the circle of our ethnicity, together, we
feel and act together.”
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immigrants in the US. This bond between the people from the same
country and origin is unusually powerful if they are surrounded by the
unknown. They long for the same fields, the same villages, the same
people. Witnessing the process of assimilation from the second
generation of emigrants is proof of its fast pace. She is describing
typical American gatherings — field trips and picnics, where she is even
using the English word instead of Ruthenian. She is mentioning her
family buying cars. Buying one, not to mention changing a few of them
was nearly impossible for this family back in Europe. All of these
American goods and assets did not have the goal to assimilate. It was
their personal choice. Marvelously, these activities and commaodities
had only kept the Ruthenian bond strong and safe, because it had made
it easier for them to gather. The first Ruthenians were the “ice-breakers”
who returned home in the biggest number, which only determines that
they longed for their homes the most.

ASSIMILATION PROCESS

The city of Barberton is mentioned in multiple documents as one of the
biggest meeting points for Ruthenians in the USA. The author goes so
far to give it the symbolic name based on the biggest village and the
most known Ruthenian center in Vojvodina, Ruski Kerestur?® —
“Amepukancku Kepecryp”? (Ziro§ 2002: 175).

In one story there is an estimation of the number of Ruthenians in
Barberton, “Y BapOuToHy, KeJib0 Hac MIMLIKOTO OyJI0, YEXKKO MOXKEM
noBecl. byno Hac Benbo. [IpaBena me u pycka nepkBa U IIKOJIA MPU
Muxama Maxas™ (Ziro§ 2003: 137). The fact that they managed to
build a church, a school, a butcher shop, including a few houses for
renting, shows the importance of making communities for the best
interest of everyone. Afterwards, they quickly started buying private
family houses. That shows that after economic strengthening there were
Ruthenians who chose to stay in the USA permanently. As mentioned
before, the community was strong and they felt at home. The speed of
their change was sometimes abnormally fast, although with a plan in
mind, “Mos Ma1l omia 10 AMEPUKH y IUPOKUX CYKHBOX, Y HAPOAHUX
mMarox, a r0Tpe A3CHb TaKou A0CTajla aMCPUKAHCKU HIMATU U KaJlall.
Ane Oyno mmuxy Koio Toro. Tenu mie HOmenw TOTH Kajlalmd 303
BeikuMa kprcamu. O1iell €l KynoBajl ¥ Mall BUOpasia HaBEeKIIH 110

21 ruth. Pycku Kepectyp
22 Amerikanski Kerestur
23 “In Barberton how many of us were there, it’s hard to say. There were a lot

of us. Ruthenian church and school were built by Mihal Makay.”
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6yn1. Byno to 1919. poky”?* (Ziro§ 2002: 186). This example shows
voluntary assimilation in order to find the job easier, as well as the need
to adapt to the community which already had changed the traditional
clothes for the worker clothes. In the stories of the people who went to
Barberton we see similarities which help us to see the objective and
historically documented story about immigrants in Barberton.

Of course, there were examples of people who quite easily not only
adopted the clothes and habits for everyday life but who also chose to
assimilate completely. Along with the abovementioned “American
dream” story, there is a story that fights the odds of the urban legend
staying the legend only. One lady told the story about her dear friend
Irina. In Europe, Irina lived in misery, and she describes her as “ciarka,
JeM ke kel Oyna Taka xymobenka“?® (Ziro§ 2003: 147). Her picture in
an old dress, without any footwear, has seen one of the “bosses”? in
America. He has fallen in love with her just by looking at the picture.
He asked her to come to America to be his wife. She said yes, so he sent
her the money to buy new clothes and everything she might need, along
with the ticket to America. Afterwards she wrote to her friend back in
Yugoslavia, “Ha romOanku mie BoxkuM. Hiu, HiY, HiY 5 HE poOUM, Hid.
[Tonmyn3eHok Ham mpuHENLy, aHi HE BapuM. Mu mmnko mame... Ken
TIpH/I3e HONaMHeE TeM menHeMe u eme”?’ (Ziro§ 2003: 148). Irina really
lived the “American dream” — from the poor girl to the rich madam, just
based on a one look at her picture. Her story is a unique one, taking into
account that she did not leave to work, to live, or to run away. Just like
Cinderella from the fairy tale, she went from the dust to the castle.
Furthermore, this too is an example of the culture shock, which showed
to be successful and complete assimilation.

Going back to the testimony about nostalgia, the part where the person
said, “Jlrom3e ken Imie MAKyNIYWIIKO 3MOTHIO, 300rama, Kea e YK
3HaiAy. ... 303 CBOiMa 3Me JII0JI3MH, Y KPYTy CBOMOTO HAPOy, BETHO

24 “My mother went to America in a traditional dress, and immediately the

next day she got American clothes and a hat. We were laughing a lot. Then
women would wear those hats with big brim. The father was buying and she
chose the one with the biggest brim in the store. It happened in the 1919.”
25 “sweet, but she was so poor”

26 The term used for the owner of the business.

27 “| am rocking on the swing. There is nothing, nothing, nothing that | need
to do, nothing. The lunch is brought to us, | do not even have to cook. We

have it all... When the noon comes, we seat and eat.”
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3Me Ty, 4yBCTByeME IIe CBOifo, TpuMaMe e BemHo 28 (Ziro§ 2002:
185). These two stories explain well the reasons people have decided to
stay in America. The life in the micro-community creates a feeling of
protection, as well as the comfortable atmosphere, there are no harsh
dialogues with American culture without rest. In this way the
Ruthenians can still keep existing as Ruthenians. “J{o Kparo mo bauxkeii,
6yj'II/I HagAyMaHU Bpalull i€, aji€ A3C€1HU HE CUC/IN, Ta 1 BOHHU OCTAJIN Yy
AMepHKH ¥ MUK moctamn Amepukanmu’™? (Ziro§ 2003: 199). This
guote shows one of the main reasons why the families have stayed in
the US. The generations born or raised in America, in most cases,
wanted to stay, and not to return home. Along with them, their parents
stayed, which resulted in all of them assimilating. Ruthenians who have
stayed in the USA became Americans.

The last example of immigrant assimilation will be shown on the
example of a genealogy of the Hromish line. In Europe, there were five
siblings. The three of them moved to the USA and remained there. On
approximately twenty pages, Ziro§ is as accurate as possible in
describing the origin of the family, completely up to the contemporary®
descendants. The second generation in VVojvodina is the first generation
in America, four out of five sons. Following the story about the first
known member of the family are the stories about life of brothers in
America. The final section is the genealogy, including several
descendant testimonies. The latest generation included is the fifth one.
Before presenting the last generation, the author came to conclusions
concerning the assimilation process. He is showing it via monitoring
practice of Ruthenian language and culture in everyday life of every
generation. The first descendants are still Ruthenian. The next one in
Yugoslavia remains the same, although, in America, they use English
outside of the household. The next generation in America already uses
quite small vocabulary at home, whereas, by becoming adults, they
abandon the Ruthenian language. In the fourth generation, the
circumstances are also changing in Yugoslavia. Ruthenian is used
exclusively within the family. Most of the fifth generation lives in a
mixed marriage, where the percentage of the descendants speaking
Ruthenian is particularly low. In summary, hardly five generations were

28 “As people become a bit more established, get some money, when they

manage a bit... We are between ours, in the circle of our ethnos, together, we

feel and act together.”

2% “They decided to return to their homeland to Bagka, but when their children

did not want to, then, they stayed in America as well, and all of them became

Americans.”

30 Contemporary — from the time of writing and publishing the book in 2003
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sufficient to almost completely lose Ruthenian heritage in Europe,
whereas in America, barely two were holding onto the European
inheritance.

The author has even explored his own family heritage. Already in the
second generation, if there was a mixed marriage, the descendants were
losing the Ruthenian culture. He, likewise, follows the genealogy from
the first to the fifth generation. Likewise, one part of the third generation
emigrated for work, where most of them stayed in the diaspora. The
author says about the last generation,

“Iluste mokojeHs JKupomoBux TBOPS JA3€IM POJUYOX 303
ITBAPTOTO MOKOJEeHA. Men3u Hima HeT aHi eqHoro Pycuna. Crpam
HApOJHOCLIU poau4oX BoHM Moxe ke — Cepbu, IToparwm,
IOrocnassue, Kanansne, ABcrpanusuiuy, [lIBaiinapum... Pomauum
ITBApTEd M A3€UM NUATEW TeHepalui >KUI0 Ha BEJIbO ILIHUPIIMM
MOJpydy fK CKopeWmu reHepauui. JKuio Ha HIMPIIUM MOAPYUY
Topparckeil u BoiiBoguHu, a A3€KOTPH 3 HiX M y HHOXeMCTBe 5!
(Ziros 1998: 304).

The case of the society in Barberton could be an example of how a small
community has the same features as macro-community. Furthermore, it
shows how important it is to have “your own kind” and to be with them.
The feeling that a person is not alone in his/her fight was making the
emigration easier, and in time, it made it easier to settle. Considering
the examples of the Hromish and Zhirosh families, it is clear that larger
and persuasive cultures or we could call them the dominant culture
codes are taking over smaller ones, completely assimilating them. In
emigration, this process occurs quite quickly, but even the homeland
also has no time to spare. The emigration, even though important factor,
evidently is not the crucial for disappearance of one ethnicity.

CONCLUSION: LOOSING THE IDENTITY, LOOSING THE
NUMBERS

The process of globalization is making minorities disappear. The fight
for human rights, the mixed marriages, the migration process, the need

31 “The fifth generation of Zhirosh family consists of the children of the fourth-

generation parents. Between them, there is not even one Ruthenian.

Considering their parent’s nationality, they could be — Serbian, Croatian,

Yugoslavian, Canadian, Australians, Swiss... The parents of the fourth and the

children of the fifth generation live in a wider area than the previous. They

live in a wide area across Croatia and Vojvodina, some of them even abroad.”
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to be a part of a bigger society to fit in smoothly — all of these
globalization factors are the factors eating identities. The ordinary
human from a small community which does not have the mother
country, which could internationally protect its national identity and
integrity, in a battle to live a decent life and have good living standard
most commonly has to give up on their national identity. Why is this
happening? The human rights provide us with freedom to belong and
express our own culture and ethnicity. Then how come the Ruthenians
are not studying and spreading their own heritage? Why is it the less
important one than any other in mixed marriages? It seems that if a
person does not have its own state to go back to, that this person’s
heritage, ergo, this person is less worthy? The author of this paper does
not believe this to be the case. Ruthenians are not lost. The international
recognition of minorities and their historical and cultural backgrounds
need to be shown, promoted and translated. Ziro$ and “novel of voices”
are a way to promote Ruthenian culture as any other culture of this
planet. And the Ruthenians are not translating it. Raising the
significance of spreading knowledge should lead to better cultural
appreciation and taking more pride in their weak national identity. If
globalism considers multicultural identity as a normal, every national
identity can and should become the part of the person’s mixed origin
beautifully diverse and appreciative national identity.
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