BicHMK [nyxiBCbKOro HaLioHaNbHOro NeaarorivyHoro yHisepcutety imeHi OnekcaHapa [loskeHKa 2022
NEJAITOrNYHI HAYKM PEDAGOGICAL SCIENCES

14. Pasichnyk, Ye. A. (2000). Metodyka vykladannia ukrayinskoyi literatury v serednikh navchalnykh zakladakh
[Methods of Ukrainian literature teaching in secondary schools]. Kyiv: Lenvit. [in Ukrainian].

15. Stepanyshyn B. . (1995). Vykladannia ukrayinskoyi literatury v shkoli [Ukrainian Literature teaching at
School]. Kyiv: RVC «Prozay. [in Ukrainian].

16. Tokman, H. L. (2012). Metodyka navchannia ukrainskoi literatury v serednii shkoli [Methods of teaching
Ukrainian literature in high school]. Kyiv: VTs «Akad.». [in Ukrainian].

17. Yacenko, T.O. (2016). Tendencii rozvytku metodyky navchannia ukrainskoi literatury v zahalnoosvitnikh
navchalnykh zakladakh (druha polovyna XX — pochatok XXI stolittia) [Tendencies in the development of teaching methods
of Ukrainian literature in the secondary educational establishments]. Kyiv: Ped. dumka. [in Ukrainian].

Otpumano peaakmiero 03.05.2022 p.

UDC 377.8»1914/1938»-029:93/94(477.87)(045)=111
DOI: 10.31376/2410-0897-2022-1-48-189-197

THE HISTORICAL ASPECT OF THE ESTABLISHMENT AND DEVELOPMENT
OF MUKACHEVO STATE TEACHER TRAINING SEMINARY
IN TRANSCARPATHIA IN 1914-1938

Chovriy Sofiya
Candidate of Pedagogical Sciences, Senior Lecturer at the Department of Theory and Methodology of Primary Education
Mukachevo State University
e-mail: csoori.zsofia@gmail.com
ORCID ID: 0000-0001-9271-004X

The article retrospectively analyses the process of establishment and development of Mukachevo state teacher
training seminary in Transcarpathia in the period it formed part of the Austro-Hungarian Monarchy (until 1919) and the
Czechoslovak Republic (1919-1938). It has been determined that the establishment and development of the institution of
pedagogical education in Mukachevo was conditioned by historical, political, social, and economic factors.
Organizational and pedagogical peculiarities of the system of training teachers at Mukachevo state teacher training
seminary were revealed within the determined chronological framework.

Key words: teacher training seminary, Mukachevo, Transcarpathia, establishment and development, Austro-
Hungarian Monarchy, the Czechoslovak Republic.

Formulation of the issue. In the context of reforming the Ukrainian educational space, both the
theoretical understanding of new trends in pedagogy and the comprehensive study, rethinking,
implementation, and updating of past educational experience are of paramount importance. The use of the
best achievements of the past will enable to modernize and improve the quality of professional pedagogical
training of teachers of modern Ukrainian primary school to the level of world standards. We completely
agree with O. Sukhomlynska’s claim that nowadays it is impossible to start researching a scientific issue
without determining first what has been done before, what the starting point is, what has to be developed by
building up new knowledge [12].

The organizational and pedagogical peculiarities of the system of training teachers in Transcarpathia
in the first half of 20th century were determined by a set of historical, political, social, and economic factors
that led to the change of the educational space in Transcarpathia depending on the introduced educational
policy of the country the region was part of. The results of studying and analysing historical pedagogical
sources on the establishment and development of Mukachevo state teacher training seminary in
Transcarpathia in 1914-1938 will enrich modern pedagogic with new facts and theoretical principles.

Analysis of recent research and publications. The history of native educational pedagogical
systems was analysed in the works of L. Berezivska, L.Bondar, N. Hupan, V.Kremen, O. Liubar,
B. Stuparyk, O. Sukhomlynska, H. Vasianovych, L. Vovk, M. Yarmachenko, 1. Zaichenko, T. Zavhorodnia,
S. Zolotukhina et al. The retrospective of training teachers was the subject of scientific analysis in the works
of N. Andriichuk, N. Demianenko, O.Dzeverina, I. Kravchenko, V. Maiboroda, O. Sukhomlynska,
M. Zavoloka et al.

The historical prerequisites of the educational processes in Transcarpathia were researched by
D. Danyliuk, I. Hranchak, D. Khudanych, V. Zadorozhnyi et al. The peculiarities of establishment and
development of pedagogic, education and schooling in particular chronological periods in Transcarpathia
were revealed in the researches (monographs, theses) of: A. Bondar, Cs. Fedinec, V. Homonnai, A. Thnat,
M. Kliap, M. Kukhta, H. Lemko, V. Rosul, H. Rozlutska et al. Some issues on the content of training
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teachers for primary schools in Transcarpathia of the second half of 19th century — early 21th century were
studied by O. Fizeshi.

Therefore, the increased attention of researchers to the issue of studying the historical and pedagogical
aspects of the primary school teachers’ training is clear as far as taking into account the best achievements of
the past will provide for a high-quality professional training of teachers for the New Ukrainian School.

The article aims at analysing the organizational and pedagogical peculiarities of the establishment
and development of Mukachevo state teacher training seminary in Transcarpathia in 1914-1938.

Presentation of the main research material. The analysis of historical and pedagogical literature
and archival sources has shown that the formation and development of professional pedagogical education
in Transcarpathia was influenced by the socio-political and socio-economic changes that took place in the
region. A significant factor was the change in the state-territorial affiliation of the Transcarpathian lands
during the study period, in particular the Austro-Hungarian Monarchy (until 1919), the Czechoslovak
Republic (1919 — 1938). At the beginning of the 20th century, teachers were trained in the region by two
institutions of professional pedagogical education, namely: the Uzhhorod Greek Catholic chorister and
teacher training seminary (since 1793) and the Uzhhorod Greek Catholic women’s teacher’s seminary
(since 1902), which were subordinate to the Administration of Mukachevo Greek Catholic Diocese
(Uzhhorod). However, during this period in Transcarpathia there was a critical shortage of qualified
teachers and, as a result, a new institution of pedagogical education appeared in the town Mukachevo.

On the Istof December 1902, based on the decision of the Cultural Society of Bereg County
(Hungarian: Bereg varmegyei Magyar K6zmiivelddési Egyesiilet), the presidium headed by the Member of
Hungary’s Parliament J. Nedeczey (Hungarian: Nedeczey Janos) applied to the Minister of religion and
public education of Hungary with a memorandum. The document specified that starting an educational
establishment to train primary school teachers was necessary to overcome the lack of specialists in the
region. The expediency of starting an educational establishment was substantiated by statistical indices
according to which in the region’s 286 primary schools: 16 schools had teachers with a low level of
proficiency; in 21 schools teaching was discontinued due to the lack of pedagogues or their insufficient
professional level [15, p. 5].

The Minister of religion and public education of Hungary D. Wlassics (Hungarian: Wlassics Gyula;
incumbency: 1895 — 1903 — Ch. S.’s explication) in his follow-up letter assured the Society that he would
study the issue and see to the possibility of starting a state educational institution to train primary school
teachers in Varpalanok (Hungarian: Varpalanka) (herein: Varpalanok was considered a suburb of Munkacs
at the time — Ch. S.’s explication) as far as he understood the significance of starting an institution of this
kind in the region [15, p. 6].

It was only ten years later, in April 1913 that the Ministry of Religion and Popular Schooling of
Hungary approved starting a state teacher training seminary in Munkacs [15, p. 11]. The new educational
institution was named «Munkacs Hungarian Royal state public education teacher training seminary
(Hungarian: Munkacsi Magyar Kiralyi Allami Elemi Népiskolai Tanitoképz6-Intézet)». In accord with the
Decree of the Ministry of Religion and Popular Schooling of Hungary Ne 90 037 of the 11th of June 1914,
the first director of the educational institution was J. Szondi (Hungarian: Szondi Janos) who worked as a
lecturer of Kiskunfélegyhaza state teacher training seminary (Hungarian: Kiskunfélegyhazai Allami
Tanitoképz6 Intézet) (herein: the territory of modern Hungary — Ch.S.’s explication) prior to the
appointment [15]. Dr. I. Molnar (Hungarian: Molnér Imre) was transferred from the teacher training seminary
in TurCianske Teplice (Slovak: Tur¢ianske Teplice, Central Slovakia— Ch. S.’s explication) to the post of a
lecturer of Munkacs Hungarian Royal State Public Teacher Training Seminary in accord with the Decree of
the Ministry of Religion and Popular Schooling of Hungary Ne 90 119 of the 10th of June 1914 [15, p. 16].
The process of education at the seminary was provided by: its director (J. Szondi), a lecturer (Dr. 1. Molnér), a
part-time lecturer (A. Demjanovich), an educator (I. Ormai) and 5 clergymen [5, folio 5; 15, p. 30].

The first academic year at the seminary coincided with the breakout of WWI and started on the 14th
of Segtember 1914. Enrolment requirements included the following documents: certificate of completing
the 4" year of a gymnasium or the full course of a town school (herein: an educational institution where the
children of craftsmen, tradesmen, officials received their general education and practical vocational training
— Ch. S.’s explication); birth certificate (the so-called «excerpt from parish register» — a document
certifying the registration of a birth, marriage, death certificate in a baptismal record book. [1, p. 665]). The
entrant could submit this list of documents only after passing his music audition. Only men had the right to
enrol at the seminary.
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Thus, in accord with the directorate’s decision 31 out of 55 candidates enrolled at the seminary for
their first year of studies in the 1914 — 1915 academic years. In the course of one academic year 7 students
were expelled from the seminary. The enrolled ones received a letter signed by the director enumerating the
necessary clothes and individual means to study at the seminary and live in its hostel, viz.: a blanket, a
pillow, 3 sheets, 6 shirts, 6 night-gowns, 6 underpants, 6 towels, 24 handkerchiefs, 8 pairs of non colour
socks, a toothbrush, soap, a comb, 2 bottles, and an apron. It was also necessary to pay for conducting
classes in manual labour, treatment, and recreation (excursions). The full monthly tuition fee at Munkacs
Hungarian Royal State Public Teacher Training Seminary was 30-32 crowns (herein: the Austro-Hungarian
Monarchy’s currency unit — Ch. S.’s explication).

According to archive data, the 1914 — 1915 academic years lasted from thel5th of September 1914 to
the 12th of June 1915. There were two interruptions in the course of studies related to war events, viz.: from
the O1st to 19th of October 1914 and from the 15th of December 1914 to the 04th of January 1915 [5, folio 5].

The educational process at the seminary was provided by its director J. Szondi who undertook
extension courses for teacher training seminary lecturers. He taught mathematics and natural sciences. His
total teaching experience was 17 years. Throughout the 1914 — 1915 academic years he taught: pedagogic,
mathematics, natural science, economics, drawing, calligraphy; his week load amounted to 15 academic
hours. Another lecturer — Dr. I. Molnar — had the diploma of a teacher of a secondary educational institution
and a qualification of: a teacher of history, geography and additionally to teacher training seminaries — a
teacher of the Hungarian language and literature. His teaching experience was 2.5 years. He taught:
Hungarian and German, history, geography, singing and music, manual labour and physical culture; his
week load was 19 hours. Dr. I. Molndr was freshmen’s class master, the secretary of Pedagogical Council
meetings, a librarian and was responsible for teaching aids in history, geography, and music [15, p. 30].

As to the content of training teachers-to-be at Munkacs Hungarian Royal State Public Teacher
Training Seminary, the teaching and learning process at the institution was organised in compliance with
the curriculum and recommendations approved by the Ministry of Religion and Popular Schooling of
Hungary in 1911 [21]. There is a note to the 1911 curriculum for pedagogical institutions with the language
of instruction of national minorities (Hungarian: «a magyaron kiviil valamelyik hazai mas nyelv, kiilon
miniszteri intézkedés alapjan, helyi tanterv szerint / for institutions with mother tongue instruction, different
from the Hungarian ones, with a special accord with the Minister» (herein: according to the local
curriculum — Ch. S.’s explication)) [21, p.51]. It can be testified by the class schedule of Munkacs
Hungarian Royal State Public Teacher Training Seminary for the 1914 — 1915 academic years that besides
the general week load (36 hours) has 2 hours for the study of the Ruthenian language (Table 1).

Table 1
The training schedule of Munkacs Hungarian Royal State Public Teacher Training Seminary
(1914-1915 academic year)

Time Monday Tuesday Wednesday Thursday Friday Saturday
89 Ne}tural German Slnglng and Ngtural History Slnglng and
science music science music
9-10 Mathematics | Geography | Mathematics | Mathematics | Geography Hungarian
10-11 Hungarian Pedagogic Hungarian Pedagogic Hungarian | Mathematics
11-12 History Drawing History German Drawing N?‘t“ral
science
Singing and . .. Singing and . ..
12-13 usic Drawing Religion usic Calligraphy Religion
15-16 Economic Physical - Economic Physical -
culture culture
16-17 Ruthenian Manual - Ruthenian Manual —
labour labour

Source: [15,p. 55].

A pedagogue from the main gymnasium of Munkdcs A. Demjanovich (Hungarian: Demjanovich
Andor) was invited to teach Ruthenian at the seminary part-time [15, p. 30].

Teaching at the seminary was conducted according to a six-day schedule. Seminarists’ week load
amounted to 38 academic hours. The teaching and learning process was performed on a daily basis from
8.00 to 17.00 (herein: Central European Time — Ch. S.’s explication). Having analysed the class schedule of
Munkécs Hungarian Royal State Public Teacher Training Seminary for the 1914 — 1915 academic years,
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one can state that disciplines requiring less mental load from the seminarists were scheduled for the
afternoon [15, p. 55]. The analysed reports from the period of 1914 — 1919 testify to the fact that significant
attention was paid to seminarists’ religious, moral, patriotic, and physical education. With this aim in mind
numerous educational talks were conducted, socially beneficial work was organised to support widows and
orphans, as well as people who lost their working capacity in WWI. Seminarists prepared festivities for
religious and public holidays. Until 1919 instruction at the seminary was in Hungarian (as far as it was a
state establishment).
The positive dynamics on the number of seminarists studying at Munkéacs Hungarian Royal State
Public Teacher Training Seminary is presented in table 2.
Table 2
Statistical data on the number of seminarists
at Munkacs Hungarian Royal State Public Teacher Training Seminary
(1914-1919)

Academic year The number of seminarists
1914-1915 31
1915-1916 53
1916-1917 62
1917-1918 67
1918-1919 62

Source: [17, p. 28].

Table 2 shows that in the course of five years of its function the number of seminarists at Munkacs
Hungarian Royal State Public Teacher Training Seminary increased twofold. The first enrolment of female
students to the seminary occurred in the 1917-1918 academic year. They were called «privatists» (herein:
privatists — students that studied privately and took exams in all the subjects at a corresponding educational
establishment — Ch. S.’s explication).In the 1917-1918 academic year the first teaching aptitude exams
were conducted after which 16 graduates received diplomas [16, p. 14]. Final examinations were not held in
the 1918-1919 academic year that coincided with the end of WWIL

The end of WWI (1914-1918) resulted in the dissolution of states (Austria-Hungary, Germany,
Ottoman, and Russian empires), rearrangement of borders in Central and Eastern Europe, as well as the
formation of new countries. In accord with the Treaty of Saint-Germain-en-Laye (10 September 1919) and
the Treaty of Trianon (4 June 1920) that the Entente allies signed with Austria and Hungary the territory of
Modern Transcarpathia was annexed to the newly-formed Czechoslovak Republic. Based on the four
former regional comitats (counties) (herein: comitat / zhupa — Latin comitatus, Ruthenian >xyma, Hungarian
megye / varmegye — an administrative and judicial unit in the Kingdom of Hungary [9, p. 705]) a single
territorial-administrative unit was formed — Carpathian Ruthenia with its centre in Uzhhorod.The main aim
of Czechoslovak policy in Transcarpathia was to retain and gradually merge the region into the social,
political, and economic systems of the republic. The region’s state administration was reorganized. One of
the first departments in Civil Administration was the School District (department) of Carpathian Ruthenia;
in 1928 it was renamed into the District of the Ministry of Schooling and Public Education in Uzhhorod /
Referat ministerstva Skolstvi a narodni osvéty v Uzhorodé [20, p. 28].

After the Czechoslovak troops occupied the whole region in 1919 [10, p. 53], in accord with the
commandant’s order all seminarists of Munk4cs Hungarian Royal State Public Teacher Training Seminary
received their certificates at the end of the academic year without taking qualifying examination; teaching
Hungarian was immediately discontinued [18, p. 5]. In 1919 the educational institution was renamed into:
Mukachevo state teacher training seminary as attested in the archive document under the title: «Piunuii 3BiT
MykauiBcbKoi BUMTENbCHKOI ceMiHapii 3a 1919-1920 u. p. / Annual report of Mukachevo teacher training
seminar for the 1919-1920 academic year» [7, folio 1]. In publications, however, we come across different
names of the educational institution, viz:

— «Vysoké, stredni a odborné Skolstvi a Skolské ttady republiky ¢eskoslovenské»(Prague, 1923)
was specified as — «Statni koedukacni ustav ucitelsky v Mukacevé / MykaueBcka aep:kaBHa y4UTEIIbCKa
cemuHapis» [22, p. 325];

— «lllemMaTu3M y4uTenbCTBa BCEX IIKON JEPXaBHBIX, LIEPKOBHBIX U MpuBaTHbIX [16aKaprarckoit
Pycu» (Mukachevo, 1925) wasspecifiedas — «Pycpka JlepkaBHa Yuurtenscka Cemunapis B Mykadese /
Rusinski statni kvedukacni tstav ucitelsky v Mukaceve / Rusyn (herein: Ruthenian — Ch. S.’sexplication)
stateteachertrainingseminaryinMukachevoy» [14, p. 33];
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— «Bropoii romuunelii oTyeTs JlepikaBHON KOeMyKaliiHOW YYUTEIhCKOW CeMUHapiu Bb MyKaueBe
3a 1928/29 yuebublii roas/ Druhd vzrocni zprava statniho koedukacniho ucitelského ustavu v Mukacevé za
Skolni rok 1928/29 / The second annual report of the State coeducational teacher training seminary in
Mukachevo for the 1928/29 academic year» (Mukachevo, 1929) [2].

The Czech language names specify coeducational training (herein: common teaching and education
of boys and girls — Ch. S.’s explication), while in Ruthenian not; however, the second annual report of the
educational institution for the 19281929 academic year mentions common training for boys and girls.

On 3 October 1919 Rev.J. Chromjak (Slovak: Chromjak Josef) [13], who was born on 17 July
1887 in the village of Legnava in PreSov region (herein: Slovakia — Ch. S.’s explication), was appointed
director of Mukachevo state teacher training seminary. After graduating from a theological seminary and
university he worked as a professor of Greek Catholic teacher training seminary in PreSov from whence he
was transferred to Mukachevo. He was the director of Mukachevo state teacher training seminary until he
died on the 26th of March 1937 [11, p. 11].

The teachers, who provided the educational process at the seminary before the region was annexed
to Czechoslovakia, did not take an oath of office and were laid off. Students were enrolled at the seminary
on the 29th — 31st of October and the 1st — 3rd of November 1919. Pursuant to Decree Ne 492/1919 II A of
21 October 1919 A. Popov (Czech: Popov Aleksandr) was appointed seminary lecturer; on the 30th
of October he took an oath of office [13]. Pursuant to Decree Ne 862 II A/Fy of the 12th of November
1919M. Torbi¢ (Czech: Torbi¢ Michal)who had previously worked at Uzhhorod Greek-Catholic chorister
teacher-training seminary was appointed lecturer [6, folio 1].

As far as the seminary premises were occupied by a military hospital during WWI, according to the
Decree of the School District Ne 456/19 of the 24th of October 1919 the seminary was situated in the
gymnasium. The educational process at the seminary under the new Czechoslovak government started on the
12th of November 1919. All the seminary and gymnasium students were subdivided into three groups. The
seminary chronicle specifies that language courses finished on the 31st of January 1920 and subjects were
taught from the 1st of February 1920. There is no information on the language of the aforementioned course,
however, we presume they were language courses in Czech that was the state language of the Czechoslovak
Republic at the time, or they could be courses in the Ruthenian language the study of which was complicated
by discrepancies in views on its grammar, as far as «the language issue» of the Ruthenian language’s grammar
has been discussed since late 19th century. Due to the insufficient number of teachers senior class gymnasium
students studied together with seminary students, viz.: 5 year gymnasium students studied with the first-year
seminarists, while 6" year gymnasium students studied with the second-year seminarists, etc. [13]. The
chronicle mentions that the training was conducted «mutatis mutandis» (herein: Latin mutatis mutandis — with
necessary changes, taking into account differences[19, p. 438])in accord with the syllabi previously used at the
aforementioned institutions. The academic year finished on 26 June 1920 [13].

In the annual statistical report for the 1919-1920 academic year, drawn up by the director of the
seminary J. Chromjak on 16 July 1921 we find the following information: The language of instruction was
«ruskd» (herein: Ruthenian — Ch. S.’s explication); the teaching staff included: J. Chromjak, A. Margittai,
M. Torbi¢, K. Strnad, A. Popov; 12 part-time teachers, the number of students in late 1919 — 1920 academic
years were: Ist year — 7 students and 1 private, 2nd — 7 students and 1 privates, 3rd — 8 students and
2 privates, 4th — 4 students and 4 privates; the total number was 26 students and 8 privates; 8 candidates
passed the exam for the degree of a teacher [8, folio 1-2].

It was observed discrepancies in the total number of teachers (17/15) and the number of candidates
who had passed the exam for the degree of a teacher (8/7) when we analysed the data of the aforementioned
statistical report for the 1919-1920 academic year and the information in the archive document under the
title: «Piunmit 3BiT MykadiBcbKOi BUMTENbChKOI cemiHapii 3a 1919 —1920 u. p./ The annual report of
Mukachevo teacher training seminar for the 1919 — 1920 academic years» [7]. «The annual report of
Mukachevo seminary for the 1919 — 1920 academic years» specified that out of the 7 candidates who had
passed the exam for the degree of a teacher 3 received diplomas for Ruthenian public schools and 4 for the
Hungarian ones [7, folio 2].

During vacation courses for teachers were organised at the seminary [6, folio 19]. Starting from
1920 the region’s School Department organised various extension courses for teachers and it can be
testified by numerous archive documents and decrees of the School Department published in «YpsnoBomy
BICHMKY LIKUIbHOTO Biaaury [{uBuieHoi ynpasu Iligkapnarcekoi Pyci / Governmental Herald of the School
Department of the Civil Council of Carpathian Ruthenia». Side by side with the diversification of forms,
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kinds, terms, specialization of courses Mukachevo state teacher training seminary was being established
and developed: In the 1920 — 1921 academic years a boarding school for seminarist girls was started; in the
1921 — 1922 academic years two parallel classes were started for the first time: [-A for boys (13 students
and 1 private) and [-B for girls (29 students and 2 privates); in the 1925 — 1926 academic years the
seminary started two classes of «training school» (herein: primary public school — Ch. S.’s explication); in
the 1927 — 1928 academic years primary public school was expanded to four classes; in the 1929-1930
academic year the first class with the Czech language of instruction was started (the number of students was
28 including 13 boys and 15 girls); in the 1931 — 1932 academic years: on the 22nd of September 1931
classes with the Czech language of instruction were transferred to the newly built building. By the end of
the academic year classes with the Czech language of instruction had 118 students, viz.: 1st year — 39
students, 2nd year — 42 students, 3rd year — 37 students [3, p. 16, 41]. It ought to be mentioned that all the
information in archive documents, annual reports on classes with the Czech language of instruction was
given separately and only in Czech.

The analysis of archive sources, annual reports of Mukachevo state coeducational teacher training
seminary testifies to the fact that in the interwar period (herein: 1919 — 1938 — Ch. S.’s explication):

— the educational institution’s teaching staff gradually grew (1919 — 1920 academic years — 5
people [8, folio 1], 1934 — 1935 academic year — 14 people [4, p. 4-5]);

— the number of students was growing, parallel classes were started;

— the number of teaching aids was growing (1919 — 1920 academic years: physics — 50 units,
chemistry — 42 units, natural history — 292 units, mathematics — 15 units, drawing — 80 units, music — 5
units [7, folio 2], 1934-1935 academic year: physics, chemistry — 516 units, natural history — 448 units,
mathematics — 41 units, music — 194 units [4, p. 11]);

— the book collection was growing (1930 — 1931 academic years: the number of publication copies
for the teaching staff was 840 copies, for students — 1246 copies [3, p. 19]; in the 1934 — 1935 academic years:
the number of publication copies for the teaching staff was 1696 copies, for students — 1523 copies [4, p. 11]);

— the disciplines that the public-school teachers-to-be studied included: religion, pedagogic
(practicum), Ruthenian, Czech, geography, history, mathematics, natural history, physics, chemistry,
agriculture, calligraphy, drawing, singing and music, playing a musical instrument (violin), female manual
labour, gymnastics and optional subjects — handicraft, playing a musical instrument (piano);

— there was a search for ways and means of a close relationship between theoretical teaching and
the pedagogical practice of seminarians in basic educational institutions;

— candidates’ success was analysed based on semester results and matriculation exams (herein:
matura — Ch. S.’s explication) with their further discussion at pedagogical council meetings and seeing to
the ways to improve the quality of rendering educational services;

— there was a systematic control over the observance of the requirements of the school district to
provide for a proper quality of education at the institution;

— a purposeful national-patriotic education of pedagogues-to-be was conducted;

— students’ self-government actively contributed to create proper conditions at the seminary for the
candidates’ self-realization (organisation of research and artistic activity);

— there were regular walks and excursions to the country, to educational establishments of different
types, production sites, museums, sights.

Therefore, in the Czechoslovak period the activity of Mukachevo state coeducational teacher
training seminary showed a positive dynamic increase in the number of students, improved facilities and
resources, enhanced theoretical and practical training of teachers, as well as diversification of forms to
organize training teachers-to-be for the region’s public schools.

Conclusion and prospects for further development. Thus, a retrospective analysis of the process
of formation and development of the Mukachevo state teacher training seminary in Transcarpathia in
1914-1938 is relevant in the context of reforming Ukrainian pedagogical education in the context of a
single educational space, because the search for new effective theoretical and practical developments to
improve the professional training of an elementary school teacher is accompanied by a generalization and
creative rethinking of pedagogical retro-experience. Of great importance is the historical and regional
dimension of studying the experience of educational institutions that trained teachers for different regions of
Ukraine, in particular Transcarpathia, where, due to historical circumstances, in addition to own
achievements, European educational models of training teachers were implemented. The organizational and
pedagogical features of the teacher training system in the Mukachevo state teacher training seminary have
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been revealed within certain chronological limits. Promising directions for further historical and
pedagogical research on this problem is the study of the experience of organizational forms and means of
raising the teacher training level in other historical periods, which will diversify and improve the content
and modern forms of training primary school teachers.
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Bemyn. B ymosax peghopmyeanHs yKpaiHcbKo2o 0C8IMHb020 NPOCMOPY NOCMAE 8UMO2A He Juuie
MeopemuiHo20 OCMUCTICHHS HOBUX MEHOeHYIU Y nedazo2iuHiil Hayyi, a U IPYHMOBHO20 BUBYEHHS,
VCBIOOMJIEHHS Ma aKmMYanizayii. MUHYI020 O0C8IMAHCHLKO20 00C8I0y. Bukopucmanns kpawux 3000ymKie
MUHYNI020 00360]IUMb SAKICHO OHOBUMU [ B0OCKOHAMUMU 3MICM NpoheciiHo-nedazociuHoi nio2omoexu
8UUMENI8 CYUACHOT YKPAIHCLKOI NOYAMKOB0I WKOIU 00 PI6HsL CEIMOBUX CIAHOApMIs.

Mema 0ocnidxcenna — npoananizyeamu opeaHizayiiHo-ne0azo2iyHi 0cooIUBOCMi CIMAHOBNEHHS |
po3zsumky Mykauigcvkoi deparcasHoi suumenvcovkoi ceminapii Ha 3axapnammiy 1914—-1938 pp.

Memoou oocnioryncennsn: nouilykogo-oioniocpaghiunuil Onsl 6UGUEHHs APXIGHUX, OiOIiOMeyHUX
Kamanoeie, (poHois, onucie ma 6iONI0CPAPIUHUX BUOAHL, KOHMEHM-AHANIZY APXIGHUX Mamepianié (3aKoHie,
HAKA3i8, PO3NOPSONCEHb KEPIBHUX OP2aHie 61a0u, HABYAIbHUX NIAHIE, HABUAILHUX NPOSPAM, NPOMOKOIIE,
0Cc0008UX CNPAB CeMIHAPUCMIB, TUCIMYB8AHL MOW0) 3 MEMOI0 BUABIEHHS PempOo-0coOIUBOCIel OpeaHi3ayii
i 3micmy OianbHocmi Mykauicbkoi 0epocagHoi 6uumenbCcbkoi ceMinapii y 3aA671eHUX XPOHONIO2IYHUX
Medcax, pempoCneKmugHO20 I102IKO-CUCIMEMHO20 GHANI3Y — K OCHOBU BUGUEHHSI CIAHOGNIEHHS [ PO3GUIIKY
3axnady neoazoeiunoi oceimu 6 Mykauesi'y 1914—1938 pp.

Jlocmosipricms  icmopuko-neoazoeiunoeo  00CiONCeHHsT  3a0e3neuyemvpcs — BUKOPUCTNAHHAM
apxigHux odcepen, wo MICmams Gipo2iOHy iHpopmayito wooo noodil, A6UW, MUHYI020 | CHPUSAIOMb iX
2MUOOKOMY BUBUEHHIO, KPUMUYHOMY OCMUCIEHHIO ma nepeocmucienHio. PemenvHe onpaytosanhs ¢onoie
Hepoicasnoeo apxiey 3axapnamcwvroi obaracmi 6 m. bepecose € 3anopykoro 06’ €ekmueHo20 GUCBIMAEHHS
OP2aHi3aYitiHO-Ne0az02iuHUX 0COOIUBOCMEl CMAHOBNEHHS [ PO3BUMK) 3aKNa0y Neda2o2iuHoi ocgimu
Myxkauesi, wo 6ynu 3ymo6neHi CyKynHicmio CyCRINIbHO-NONIMUYHUX MA COYIAIbHO-eKOHOMIYHUX YUHHUKIE,
AKI npusgenu 00 3MIiH 0C8IMHbOI cghepu Kparo 6i0N0GIOHO 00 OCEIMHBOI NOLIMUKU 0epHCaA8, 00 CKAAOY AKUX
éxoouno 3axapnammsa y nepwii nonosuni XX cmonimms (Aecmpo-Yeopcvka mouapxis (0o 1919),
Yexocnosayvka Pecnyonixa (1919-1938)).

Pezynomamu 0ocnioxcennsn. Aemopom 3’sc08aHO npoyecu CMAHOBIEHH MA PO3BUMKY 3aKIA0Y
neoazoeiunoi ocgimu 6 Mykauegi 8 yMo8ax UMYUEHO-3MIHIOBAHO20 MEPUMOPIANbLHOZ0 NIONOPAOKY8AHHSL:
1914—1919 — 3apoooicennsn 3axnady nedazo2iuHoi oceimu ma HOPMAmMuUBHO-NPABOBO20 Pe2yIt08AHHS 1020
disinbHocmi (nepiod nepedysanns y cknadi Ascmpo-Yeopwunu); 1919—1938 — opeanizayitino-nedazociume
pedopmysanHs cucmemu NiO20MOBKU GUUMENIE Y KOHMEKCMi YMO8 NONIKYIbIMYPHO2O pe2ioHy (nepioo
nepebysanns y cknadi Yexocnosaywvxoi Pecnybonixu).

Haykoea nosusna pesynvmamie 00cnioxncenus. 30iliCHEHO pempOCneKMUSHUU aHauis npoyecy
cmanosients i po3sumky Mykauiecbkoi OepaxcasHoi 8uumenvcovkoi ceminapii Ha 3axkapnammi y nepioo
6x000iceHHs. Kpato 00 ckaady Aecmpo-Yzopcvroi monapxii (0o 1919 p.) ma Yexocnosaywvkoi Pecnyoniku
(1919—-1938 pp.). Busnaueno, wjo cmanosiienHs i pO36UMOK 3aKlady neoazociyHoi oceimu 6 Mykauesi
3YMOGNIEHO CYCRITbHO-NONIMUYHUMY MA COYIATbHO-eKOHOMIYHUMU YUHHUKAMU. Po3zxpumo opzanizayitino-
neoazoeiuni ocobaueocmi cucmemu ni020mosku euumenié y MyKauiecoKiti 0epocasHiti 84umenbCobKiil
CeMIHapii'y BUBHAYEHUX XPOHOIO2TYHUX MEICAX.

Bucnoexu ma konkpemmui npono3uuii asmopa. Pempocnexmuenuii ananiz npoyecy cmanoéients i
po3zsumky Mykauiscokoi OepoicasHoi euumenvcokoi ceminapii nHa 3axapnammi y 1914-1938 pp. €

196 Bunyck 48/ Issue 48




BicHMK [nyxiBCbKOro HaLioHaNbHOro NeaarorivyHoro yHisepcutety imeHi OnekcaHapa [loskeHKa 2022
NEJAITOrNYHI HAYKM PEDAGOGICAL SCIENCES

AKMYanbHUM 8 YMOBAX PepOpMYBAHHSI YKPAIHCOKOI nedazo2iuHoi 0c8imu 8 KOHMeKCmi €OUHO20 OC8IMHbLO2O
npocmopy, aoxce NOULYK HOBUX OI€6UX MeOPeMUYHUX Mma NPAKMUYHUX PO3POOOK W0O00 800CKOHATICHHS
npogecitinoi ni02omoéKu uumens NOYamKo80i WKOIU CYAPOBOONCYEMBCA, V3ALATbHEHHAM [ MBOPYUM
NepeoCMUCIEHHAM Nedazo2iutHo20 pempooocsidy. Bacomoeo 3HaueHHs HAOYBA€E ICMOPUKO-PELiOHANbHULL
BUMID 8UBUEHHS 00CBIOY OIIbHOCMI 3aK1A0i8 0C8IMuU, WO 30IUCHIOBANU NIO20MOBKY Neda202iuHUX KAOpie
ons  pisHUX pecionié YKkpainu, 30Kkpema 3axkapnamms, Oe 6 CUly ICMOPUYHUX OOCMABUH, KpiM
HanpayboBanux 61AcHUX 3000VMKi8, OVIU peani3o8ani €8PONEUCbKi O0C8IMHI MOOeni Ni020moeKu
neoaeoziunux xaopis. llepcnexmusrnumu HANPAMAMU HOOATLUUX ICMOPUKO-NEOA202IYHUX OOCTIONCEHD 3
0awoi npobnemu € 8UBYEHHs 00CBIOY Op2aHI3aYiUHUX Gopm ma 3acobié NiOBUWEHHS Di6H NIO20MOBKU
suuUmMenie y iHwi icCmopuyHi nepioou, wo 0acms MONCIUBICIb YDIZHOMAHIMHUMU U YOOCKOHAIUMU 3MICM
ma cy4acHi hopmu nio2omosKu guumenie NOYAMKOBUX WKL

Knwuosi cnosa: yuumenvcoka ceminapis, Mykaueso, 3axapnamms, CMAHOBNEHHs [ PO36UMOK,
Aecmpo-Yeopcvra monapxis, Yexocnosayvka Pecnyonixa.
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