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Social - labor migration of people living in Ukrainian villages as one of the 

major challenges of migration 

Statement of the problem. Migration processes are an integral and 

permanent part of the human history. They are the most important factors that 

influence the prospects of economic, social and cultural development of Ukraine. 

In one of his speeches I.F. Kuras called Ukraine, since 1994, the country of 

migration because annual population losses starting from that year and according 

to the official data, due to interstate migration ranged from 80 to 140 thousand 

people [3, p.40]. 

Analysis of research and publications. Some areas of regulation of 

migration processes were developed in the studies of S. Bandury, D. Bogyni, 

S. Vovkanycha, O. Vorobieva, A. Havryshevskoho, M. Dolishnoho, B. Dovzhuk, 

T. Dragunovoi, Y. Evsiukova, T. Zaslavskoi, A. Zdravomyslova, S. Zlupka, 

L. Coreli, E. Libanovoi, A. Malinovskoi, B. Moiseienka, V. Nyzhnyka, 

O. Ovchynnykovoi, V. Onikiienka, V. Pereviedientseva, T. Petrovoi, N. Pitiulycha, 

S. Pyrozhkova, I. Prybytkovoi, L. Rybakovskoho, L. Semiv, V. Sontseva, 

A. Stasiaka, V. Steshenko, Z. Filroze, A. Homry, M. Shabanovoi, V. Yadova and 

others [4, p.5]. They proved causal concepts, however did not pay enough attention 

to the management of migration processes in the rural area. 

The main material. There are many various interpretations of migration and 

its classification nowadays. Migration is studied as a socio-economic, demographic 

phenomenon, which is considered to be a set of movements carried out by people 

and associated with a residence change. Thus migration is a movement of labor 

force (employable workers) across the borders of certain territories, countries, 

localities with the relocation permanently or for a long time [2, p.99]. In the 

economic aspect, M.I. Prybytkova defines migration as a movement of labor in the 

form of regional and inter-sectoral reallocation of labor resources and the 

promotion of vocational qualification training [11, p.168]. The definition of 



migration was finally clarified in the Encyclopedia, ed. Y. Rymarenko, which 

identifies migration as a universal concept, synonymous with the movement, 

relocation [8, p.85]. In historical perspective migration is seen as an integral and 

permanent part of history, by which people are classified as migrants, constantly 

moving from one socio-economic community to another [6, p.33]. 

Before one describes the performance of different types of rural population 

migration, let’s determine the reasons of this phenomenon. The main causes are: 

unemployment peasants, as a result of the decline of farms, low wages, cultural 

backwardness of the rural sector, inadequate medical care and the decline of rural 

infrastructure. Thus migration flows of rural residents from 2000 to 2012 

increased. The main feature of these processes was their irregularity and 

spontaneity. 

Internal migration affects the redistribution of population between urban and 

rural areas in the most severe way. It changed direction three times. According to 

the All-Union census of 2001 the number of people who at least once migrated in 

the total population in urban areas was - 22% and in rural areas - 10% [5, p.8]. 

So if one compares rural migration over the past years, rural Ukraine lost 

223,209 thousand people because of the internal migration. In 1992, the net 

migration of peasants (in excess of arrivals over departures from rural area) was 

negative, although there were exceptions. In 1990 - 1991 nearly 80% of rural 

migrants changed their permanent residence in Ukraine, mainly in favor of urban 

areas [10, p.18]. Since 1992 and until 1994, as a result of economic reforms which 

launched a new kind of economy on ground, the direction of migration has 

changed in quantitative terms in a positive direction for rural areas. For example, in 

1992 in excess of arrivals over departures countryside was the highest, amounting 

to 78,700 people. However, next year in excess of arrivals over departures rural 

areas decreased by 40% since 1994 youth migration towards "village - city" again 

began to exceed the migration towards "city - village". From 1993 till 1996 net 

migration (the difference between the number of arrivals and the number of those 

who left for permanent residence) decreased, but still remained positive: in 1993 - 



41.7 thousand people, 1994 - 0.5 thousand, 1995 - 13 thousand, 1996 - 7 thousand 

people. [10, p.22]. During 1995 - 1996, the number of arrivals to the countryside 

Ukraine exceeded the number of those who left the village for more than 20 

million people, 55% of them migrated from cities to villages, the rest of the 

employment potential of rural area was supplemented by external migration [10, 

p.19 , 20,21]. From 1997 till the present day nature of the net migration is negative. 

Excess of arrivals over departures farmers were observed in some South-Eastern 

regions of Ukraine: Dnipropetrovsk, Zaporizhia, Kirovohrad, Luhansk, Mykolaiv 

and Odessa, yet the percentage was insignificant and did not affect the overall 

reallocation of labor resources of the village. 

 Another type of displacement of rural labor migration is seasonal. Seasonal 

migration of peasants is a temporary migration, which is characterized by seasonal 

spatial movement of migrants [12, p.22]. It occurs within regions, between regions, 

cities and towns. Seasonal migration is defined by its frequency depending on the 

season. This type of workforce migration is associated with agricultural work, 

because mostly farmers take part in it. They are forced to go to other regions of 

Ukraine or abroad, since there is no work in their village. The excess of labor in 

certain regions where there is unemployment, higher wages in places of temporary 

employment, the pay gap between different regions is one of the reasons of the 

season migration. During the studied period season migration was insignificant and 

related to other types of migration, including seasonal trips to CIS and foreign 

countries as well as intra-regional migration. 

Another kind of internal population movements is also commuting of the 

rural population. Commuting is defined as the systematic displacement of 

residence to the place of employment (study) and back, with a frequency 

corresponding to the frequency of studies [12, p.23]. The number of rural 

commuters in 2011 was 5132 thousand, a quarter of whom worked outside their 

locality, of which almost a half worked in cities and towns [18, p.85]. The main 

cause of intense commuting in this region is very high density of rural and urban 

settlements. Another center of commuting in the study period was the city of 



Mykolaiv. It is a large scientific and cultural center with many educational 

institutions and a large number of industries, which attracts people from nearby 

villages and towns. 

After declaring of independence another kind of migration intensified, it is 

so-called external or interstate migration. Unfortunately, nowadays 5 - 7 million 

Ukrainians are looking for work abroad [16, p.71]. Let’s describe the main sources 

of replenishment quantity of the rural population through interstate migrants from 

other countries. Since early 90's the government did not determine or regulate the 

external migration. The one occurred during 1989 - 2001 рр. had social, economic, 

political or religious motives. The high turnover of workers in Ukraine occurred in 

the days of the Soviet Union and other Soviet republics. Annual population 

exchange between Ukraine and other republics of the USSR was over 1.5 million 

people [3, p.40]. Due to those migrants urban settlements were reinforced, yet the 

age structure deteriorated. The most noteworthy flow of external migration is a 

work migration of the rural population in the far and near abroad. Official data that 

state institutes of Ukraine captures and publishes is actually higher because most of 

the population leaves Ukraine either illegally or like of tourists. Even official 

statistics shows an increase over the period of the rural population, permanently or 

seasonally employed abroad. Let’s analyze these indicators during 2010-2011pp. 

Southern Region. Regional migration in 2011 is: in Mykolaiv region - 293 

thousand emigrants, in Kherson - 249 million people, Odessa - 726 thousand 

emigrants [17, p.68]. The main social impact of migration of peasants of Ukraine 

that are closely interrelated, should include the following: rapid aging of Ukrainian 

village and the increase of the population pressure (the ratio of working age people 

to those of working age) by reducing the population density of rural residents 

accelerated process of destruction settlement network. 

Migration caused a dramatic aging of the rural population. Almost half of 

the regions of Ukraine the share of rural older than the working age approached or 

exceeded a third of this amount. According to P.P. Panchenko, only about 10% of 

the total number of youth entering the working age remains at work in agriculture 



[10, p.20]. Particularly the intensity of the number of agricultural workers 

decreases in remote rural areas. Proof of this is also a 5-year difference in the 

average age of rural and urban residents. At the beginning of 2000 average age in 

the villages was 40.6 years (39.5 for men, 42.9 for women), in urban areas - 35.6 

years (35.3 and 36.3, respectively) [5, p. 9]. In 2011 one in five pensioners is a 

farmer. Reducing the number of villagers entails administrative and territorial 

transformations of townships in rural settlements and/or villages associations. A 

number of villages with a population of more than 500 people decreased during the 

period by 11% [5, p.9]. At the same time, the number of settlements that are home 

to 25 residents, increased 1.5 times (from 896 to 1336) [5, p.10]. State Statistics 

Committee examined all villages without exception. The survey showed that 

47.9% of villages have a low level of provision of social facilities [3, p.41]. That 

was one of the major reasons that there lived 13.6% of rural residents only [3, 

p.41]. Reducing the population in turn causes Depopulation and dying of the 

villages. During 1989 - 2010, there was a process of destruction of the settlement 

network, increasing the number of empty peasant dwellings. 

Sufficient density of the rural population is the main condition of 

agricultural labor. The intensity of management and land use depends on their 

quantity and quality. In 2001, the number of villages in Ukraine was 651 with a 

total population of 15.9 million people. [5, p.10]. A rural populace, therefore, 

reduced to 542 people per one village. At the beginning of 2001 in Ukraine there 

were 651 villages [5, p.9]. For ten years, 233 villages were deserted. Most of them 

were in the Kiev region - 78, Kharkiv - 23, Mykolaiv - 19, Poltava - 14, Chernihiv 

- 13. 3538 villages in Ukraine are classified as dying, 4216 - in the category of 

declining [5, p.10]. As a result, many rural areas are expanded, therefore their land 

area is removed. In 1990 there were 300 removed from the list and merged with 

other villages. Around 8000 degraded villages had a chance to reproduce itself and 

more than 120 districts covered by the settlement and demographic crisis. Among 

the villages taken from the register were many which after the agrarian reform 

could operate successfully. The nature of all social processes taking place in 



Ukrainian village during the studied period largely influenced economically 

unsound policy of "wasted" villages’ elimination that took place in the 60 - 80 

years of the XX century. This policy was thoroughly analyzed in the scientific 

works of Kryvchyka G.G., Kuznetsova O.A., Polyakovoi L.I. and others/ The 

scientists concluded that it led to the destruction of the settlement network in 

Ukraine, solved complicated tasks accomplishment villages and contributed to the 

migration of rural population to urban areas, exacerbated the already tense labor 

problem in agriculture [13, p.10-11]. 

Thus, analyzing key indicators and types of migration of rural population 

during 2000’s, one can conclude that migration should be seen as one of the main 

causes of social decay of Ukrainian village during the studied period as it affects 

the redistribution of the population, "washing out" of the villages layer not only 

able to work but also fertile groups, exacerbating the aging process, reducing the 

natural increase in rural areas. 

Hence, today the migration of peasants is one of the most pressing problems 

of Ukrainian agricultural sector. Along with the internal migration of peasants in 

the last decade, strengthened an external migration of rural employable youth; it 

aggravated very complicated demographic situation. Every year about 50,000 

farmers leaves abroad, including youth and women which are the main categories 

[1, p.55]. Modern migration processes occur spontaneously, they are exposed to 

higher levels of education and vocational training for migrant workers. The 

successful reform of the agricultural sector is the most important sustainability of 

demographic processes and cessation of migration of the workforce. Despite the 

adoption of the state over the last decade, acts that would have seemed to improve 

the migration situation in the country, the situation in this area is critical. 
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