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Slavskaya Y.A.
FORMS AND METHODS OF ECOLOGICAL UPBRINGING OF YOUTH IN DONBASS IN THE
SECOND HALF OF THE XX-th - THE BEGINNING OF THE XXI-st CENTURY

Conditions that initiated occurrence and development of forms and methods of ecological and
aesthetic upbringing of youth in Donbass in the second half of the XX-th — the beginning of XXI-st
century there were determined. There was made historical and educatinal analysis of tendencies in
school ecological and aesthetic education, major stages of its development. There was made scientific
and theoretical argumentation of modern forms and methods of ecological and aesthetic education of
youth in Donbass. Based on systematic analysis there were revealed common tendencies in
determination of theoretical and methodological bases of ecological and aesthetic education of youth in
Donbass. Major approaches towards differenciation of ecological and aesthetic education by functional
characteristics in accordance with periods of nature-defensive movement in Donbass there were
determined. There was summarized experience of ecological and aesthetic component which reflectis
within the school educational work; the ways of improvement and increasing the quality of ecological
and aesthetic training of students in Donbass were demonstrated. Theoretical significance of obtained
outcomes is in determination and in analysis of philosophic and methodological bases of ecological and
aesthetic education of youth in Donbass: the role of this area in activation of international cooperation
and development of ecological and aesthetic and views into independent field of educational science.

In our further researches development of questions of providing of continuity of ecological and
aesthetic education is possible during all term of teaching at school.

Key words: ecological and aesthetic upbringing, ecological education, forms and methods of
upbringing, student’s youth, pedagogical conditions, Donbass area.
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THE INFLUENCE OF THE NORDIC AND BALTIC COUNTRIES ON THE
DEVELOPMENT OF CRAFT EDUCATION IN UKRAINE IN THE XIX-XXTH CENTURY

The article discusses historically common roots of theoretical bases of formation of national
systems of craft education in Ukraine, Nordic and Baltic countries. Development of the theory of
manual training in Ukraine was part of formative process in the Russian school of manual training
(second half of the 19th century), which formed its main principles on the basis of the leading at that
time ideas of Finnish and Swedish educators. The article also describes the particularities of formation
of the craft education system in Latvia, which was a part of the Russian Empire and the Soviet Union,
as well as Ukraine, and then, finding independence, joined the European educational space.

Key words: manual training, craft education, handicraft, creativity, dexterity, pedagogical
system, esthetic.

The relevance and problem statement. The changing meaning of values in modern society
defines the new qualities of successful and competitive personality and global pedagogical
task: to bring up an intellectually rich, creative, harmonic and competitive personality with
developing of moral and priority of ecological values, on the current stage. The Ukraine has
also local task connected with gradual entry into the European space: to investigate and
define the ways of more efficient transition to the European educational system with
preserving the best achievements of Ukrainian pedagogical school.

The technology teachers' training of all the Nordic countries were evolving into
a homogeneous integral structure during 130 years and have passed a complex path to the top
of the world rankings [1, p. 198]. Results of testing of school students in the Nordic countries
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that are held with the help of UNESCO project PISA third time confirmed the high results and
world leadership in educational achievements of Finland [1, p. 188]. The fact gives the reason
to consider the pedagogical experience of Nordic countries in the first order. However, at the
present stage, direct borrowing or using of foreign experience of those or other pedagogical
innovation may not always be helpful. Only special comparative research conducted on clear
criteria and methods may bring us closer to the scientific rationale for specific
recommendations on the organization, content and technology of training of future teachers
in the context of world pedagogical space [1, p. 45].

The purpose of the presented paper is to investigate the historical development of
Ukrainian system and systems of craft education in Nordic and Baltic countries trying to
identify the common historical roots and features with purpose to implement useful
experience and successful ideas for efficient cooperation with European school of craft
education.

The analysis of recent research and publications. The historical development of national
systems of craft education of the European countries are well described and still attracts
attention of researchers as a reliable source for understanding and predicting the development
of processes in the theory of craft education. J. Kantola, A.Rasinen, T.Kanannoja, E.Garber,
V.Nurmi, L.Herrera, A.Lakoteva were writing about U.Sygneaus and Finnish craft
educational school. The O.Salomon’s system of manual training and its development was
investigated by N.Kotriakhov, H.Thorbjornsson, H.Reincke, E.Yokoama, D.Whittaker. The
issues about development of handicraft education in Latvia considered M.Urdzina-Deruma,
I.Amanis, J.Anspaks. The Ukrainian researchers I.Zhernoklieiev, O.Lokshina, N.Abashkina,
L.Ziaziun, L.Liashenko and other considered issues on technology (craft) education in
Ukraine and countries of central and northern Europe.

The main material of the research. Craft education has a long history and was remarkable
influenced by political, economic and national traditions. The world leadership in creation of
theory of manual training belongs to Nordic countries, namely Finland and Sweden. The
attempts to crate the theory of craft education has started in the middle of 19% century. The
founder of the Finnish school of craft education, Uno Cygnaeus (1810-1888), has developed
idea on introducing manual training to general schools. The work education initiatives which
were introduced in different countries in the second part of the 19* century were inspired by
development in the Nordic countries, first of all from Finland, and then the movement spread
out from Finland to Sweden and other Nordic countries and later to England, the rest of
Europe and the USA [2, p. 57]. The problem how educative craft should be implemented in
practice was solved by the method of work according to instructions developed by Otto
Salomon (1849-1907, Sweden). O.Salomon created what he called Swedish educational sloyd
or Nads-sldjd. [3, p. 2].

The Danish school (founded by A. Clauson-Kaas, 1826-1906) hasn’t had such a great
impact on future development of pedagogical theory as the ones mentioned, but its merits
have enriched the craft education: strict systematization of tools and items in an increasing
order of difficulty, preliminary exercises with different tools, additional tasks for pupils with
better abilities [4, p. 62].

In times, when the introduction of craft education into general educational system was
discussed, Ukraine was a part of Russia and participated in all stages of development of craft
education in Russia. Since Russia has experienced the same problems with professional
human resources for developing industry as well as other countries of Europe, the
commission on technological and vocational training at the Imperial Russian technological
society (1868) has supported the combining general education at national school and elements
of practical training according to Cygneaus’ ideas. Then development of «The plan for
a General Standardized System of Industrial Education in Russia» has started (1884). At the
first stages of teaching of crafts in Russian school the system of Salomon was followed

exclusively, including buying instructions and collections of models in Sweden. The first
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teachers of crafts were directed to Salomons’ seminars for teachers (Naas). Gradually, during
thirty ears the reformed system of education in Russia that included manual training was
introduced with first centres of craft education: Teacher’s Institutes in St.-Petersburg (
instructor of manual training K.J. Cirulis)) Moskow (N.V. Kasatkin), Kharkov (N.P.
Stolpyansky). These three instructors are creators of Russian system of craft education.

However, the using Salomon’s system experienced difficulties and was not sufficient for
Russia. The main criticism concerned «collection of models, methods suppressed the child’s
personality. These issues were discussed on congresses of the Russian activists of technical
and vocational training in Russia (1889-1890, 1895-1896, 1903-1904). During this time big
group of teachers and instructors of manual training took part in developing of new Russian
system: K.J. Cirulis, N.V. Kasatkin, D.I.Zagrebin, I.L. Shatalov. The first Ukrainian instructors
N.P. Stolpyansky and S.M. Soloshenko together with some other instructors have presented
their own programs [5, p. 109-117]. The Russian pedagogical system didn’t abandon
pedagogical principles of Salomon, but developed and supplemented them. In practical part
the «collection of models» was changed on more suitable to local Russian folk tradition and
work with other materials was added (paper, cardboard, metal). In methodical part the main
moral principles were saved, and the attempts to increase the creative activity of children
were done.

On the territory of Ukraine the main centre of developing of manual training was in
Kharkov Teacher’s Institute. Here, instructor N.P. Stolpyansky (1834-1909) was considering
the problems of methods of manual training. According to him, methods of teaching a subject
play the main role in achieving the intended goal. Drawing analogy to shop lessons, writing
and arithmetic, he believed that they should yield the same fast and obvious outcomes. And
for this purpose first of all should study the theory of labour process, and then practice in
performing concrete techniques or operations [6, p. 78].

Also when regular teacher’s courses has started since 1885, the one of the main place for
them was Odessa (it was held 15 courses during first 10 years), another famous places were
St.-Petersburg (20), Riga (5) and Moscow (4).

The reasons described above shows that reforming ideas of Sygneaus and Salomon
through their impact on Russian system of craft education has reached the most advanced
minds of Ukrainian educators and were put in basis of future national school of craft
education.

To realize the fact of influence of Latvian craft education on Ukrainian system it could
be thoughtful to consider the development of craft education in Latvia, as a one of the Baltic
countries. The history of Latvia had many common and similar with Ukraine events during
last 150 years. Therefore, it could be interesting to consider development of its national
pedagogical system of craft education. First of all, when development of pedagogical thought
on manual training has begun in Europe, Latvia was a part of Russia (as well as Ukraine was).
Secondly, the main founder of Russian system of craft education K. Cirulis was also the
founder of Latvian school, and before St.-Petersburg Teachers” Institute he has graduated the
Baltic Teachers” Seminar and handicraft courses in Kuldiga directed by Danish work school.
By his active presence in Latvian pedagogical society the craft education was developing in
the same direction as well as it was in Russia (and Ukraine) and one of the most active in
Russia places of popularization and teaching of new theory of pedagogical labor was Riga (see
above). Also, among the three the most famous first Russian instructors of manual training
one, Cirulis, was from Latvia and second, Stolpiansky, was from Ukraine. Thirdly, both Latvia
and Ukraine were parts of tsarist Russia till its end. Therefore both countries has experienced
equal initial period of establishing of manual training in general schools. But after October
revolution these countries had different time, meeting again in measures of the Soviet Union
from time before Second World War and parting «forever» after collapse of the USSR.
Fourthly and eventually, considering the fact that Latvia has begun its way to European

society more than 20 years earlier than Ukraine, taking in mind the necessity for Ukrainian
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society to increase the speed of integration processes of the Ukrainian educational system to
European in sphere of technology (craft) education, perhaps, it could be interesting to
consider the vectors of development, particularities and merits which experienced Latvian
system of craft education during this time.

The craft education was introduced into general school of Latvia at 1874, but its main
development was in the beginning of the 20t century. As a country that was geographically
close to the Nordic countries on the one hand, and has been being a part of Russia on the
other hand, it was involved in common process of development the system of manual training
based on ideas of Cygneaus and Salomon on pedagogical nature of craft education and it has
introduced with some additions by Cirulis and other first Russian instructors of manual
training the Russian system of manual training. The special feature of Latvian craft education
was emphasizing on textile crafts, since the main productive craft in Latvia at that time was
production of textile goods. One of the most active educators was A. Dauge. He told that craft
should be acquired as an art:»Exactly artists should try to influence handicraft education in
schools, bringing into it more true and creative amateur art, developing exact, proper
estimation by sight and feeling of authenticity, educating people with good taste». A.Dauge
criticized the acquiring crafts only as a technique and showed what is difference between
purely technically made work and work, that is created in «artistic spirit» — observing,
acquiring and using art language, expressing oneself creatively, making beautiful things,
such, that delight heart and eyes [7, p. 32]. In such way A. Dauge has expressed the Latvian
main idea of Latvian national system of craft education: to create esthetically beautiful things,
based on Latvian folk tradition, but not just to teach craft techniques or make some useful in
daily life items.

Latvian pedagogical thought kept this idea in teaching craft during all times of social
and political changes during the 20™ century. After independence, in 1919 the School
department of the Ministry of Education founded first craft workshops in Riga and later in
other cities with purpose to prepare teachers for school subject Handicraft. Latvian craft
education included learning the basics of fine arts and was close to teaching applied arts.
Traditionally, the items made in school workshops were decorated with Latvian national
ornaments. The famous Latvian educators Arvids and Alexandra Dzervitis in their book
«Rokdarbu metodika» (1937) pointed out the educational significance of school craft to
develop both spiritual and physical level of children with emphasizing the national
component in teaching. Also they developed idea of importance drawing and drafting in
teaching handicraft, teaching lows of colors and ornament composition: «It is not allowed just
to draw some ornaments and patterns during handicraft lessons. This will not have any
significance. Ornament should be drown for definite objects and they have to be adjusted to
form and material» [7, p. 34]. According with school program in 1935 in the framework of
handicraft it was also planned to introduce pupils to national costumes of the most
characteristic parts of Latvia. At the time of Independent Latvia, on the one hand handicraft
was taught in a national spirit and on the other hand representatives of European work
schools and art pedagogic remarkably inspired the development of craft education in Latvia.

In the soviet time in Latvia (1941-1991) the main goal was to teach pupils industrial
working skills, but nevertheless, the Latvian national pedagogical traditions had slight impact
on content of annual programs for handicraft. Since program of 1962 school year the program
for girls includes also national elements (Latvian ethnographic ornaments), basics of
composition and color scheme «with purpose to develop a wish to be creative in the field of
applied art» [7, p. 37]. At 1973 the theme «Applied art» was introduced to the school program
of handcraft for girls. The program, published in 1988, includes a target to develop technical
and elementary artistically abilities. Also the theme «The folk costume of Latvian regions»
was introduced.

After collapse of the USSR the idea to develop the creative personality was consequently

implemented in school programs. In program at 1991 the objectives for the subject
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«Handicraft and home Economics» are «to promote the development of harmonious, creative,
intellectual, moral personality», «to develop positive habits and esthetic taste». The Primary
education Standard of «Handicraft and Home Economic» (1992) emphasizes on acquiring of
national cultural heritage in various themes of textile and applied art [7, p. 39]. The goals of
the subject according to Standard (1998) were to promote developing of moral, intellectually
rich, creative, harmonic and competitive personality; awareness of national identity. The
Standard for handicraft (2005) is not concretized what exactly from each textile, woodworking
or metal working techniques has to be acquired, but emphasizes sequence of the handicraft
process: idea, formation, realization of this idea and evaluation [7, p.40] that is an
introduction the method of projects in craft education.

Conclusions:

1.The Ukraine as an active part of Russian educational space in the 19% century has
common historical roots with Russian craft education system, and was influenced by
pedagogical ideas about manual training of the Nordic countries, namely Finland, Sweden
and Denmark.

2.The historical way of development craft education in Latvia shows the opportunities
to use its experience to put proper tasks and make useful corrections in reforming process of
Ukrainian educational system, namely in part of technology school education, with purpose
to combine European and national educational traditions in a more efficient way. Also,
detected common historical roots of Ukrainian and Latvian school of craft education give the
reasons to conduct research of development craft education in other Baltic countries.
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Xodopusckas K.B.
BAVISIHVE CEBEPOEBPOITEVICKIMX U ITIPMBAATUMCKIMX CTPAH HA PA3BUTUE TPYAOBOI'O
OBYUYEHIA B YKPAMHE B XIX-XX BEKAX
B cmamve paccmampusatomcs  ucmopuvecku  o0ujue KOpHU  1MEOpemuvecKux — OCHOG
PopMUposaAHUA  HAUUOHAADHBIX cucmeMm mpydoozo o0ywenus 6 Yipaute, cesepoesponeickux
u npubarmutickux cmpanax. Paseumue meopuu mpydosozo obyuenus 6 Ykpautre npoxoouro
6 PAMKAX CMAHOBAEHUS POCCULCKOU WKOALL mMpYydosoz0 o0yuenus (2 nor. XIXe6.), xomopas
CSISOPMMPOG(ZJ\IZ c60U OCHOBHVIE NPUHU UL, UCX004 U3 Auaupywmux 6 Mo 8pemsi 83278008 ¢MHCKMX
U weedckux mnedaz0206. B cmamve maxke paccmomperul 0C00EHHOCU CMAHOBACHUS. CUCHIEMDbL
mpydosozo o0yuenus Aameuu, xomopas max xe, kak u Yxpauna, 0viaa wacmvto Poccuiickoil
umnepuu U Cosemcxozo Cotosa, a 3amem, 06pem}l He3asucumocnio, 60UAA 6 06141,866})07161:!&(06
00pasosameAvHoe NPOCMpPAHCMEo.
Kxrouesvie caosa: pyuroii mpyd, mpydosoe o0yueHuue, PeMecAo, MEOpUecmeo, AOEKOCHIb,
nedazozuveckas CUucmema, ICmemuxa.
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Xodopiscoxa K.B.
BI1AMB IMIBHIYHOEBPOIIEVICHbKIVIX TA ITPMBAATIMICBKIMX KPAIH HA PO3BMTOK
TPYAOBOI'O HABUAHHS B YKPATHI ¥V XIX-XX CTOAITTAX
Y cmammi poszaanymo icmopudHo CniAbHI KOpeHi 1MeopermuuHux OCHO6 POPMY6arHs
HAYIOHAALHUX cucmem mpydo6ozo Hasuants 6 Ykpaini ma xpainax Ilieniunoi €sponu ma barmii.
Y uacu sapodxetritis meopii Haguarvroi npaui, y cepeduni XIX cmorimmsa, Ykpaina 0yia wacmunoro
uapcokoi Pocii. Tomy possumox yxpaitcokoi nedazoziutoi oymku 6id0Y6ascs 6 Mexax pociticbkozo
0C8iMHDO20 npocmopy, de YKpaiHCbKi 1nedazoziumi OJidui makoxX 610iZpasaru NoMimHy porb.
Cmariosaertsa  pociiicokoi nedazoziunoi cucmemu mpyoo6020 HAGUAHHS Y UWKOAL 6i00Y6aA0CH
3a Oe3nocepedHim NAUEOM 1epedosux nedazozivtux ideti PiHcobkoi ma ueedcokoi WKIA pyuHoi npayi.
Tomy JdouirvHO poszasidamu 6nNAUE Kpai nieHiuHoi €6ponu HA CMAHOBAEHHS YKPAIHCOKOL CUCmeMi
mpy006020 Hasuanms. 3 iHuwozo 0oxy, kpainu baimii, soxpema poszaanyma y cmammi Jameis, 0yau
yacmunamu Pocii vy moii xe wuac, wo U Ykpaina, momy HA HUX NOWUPIOSAAUCS MAK]
K pedopmysarviii npouecu y mpydosii nedazoziui, wo 6i00yearucs i 6 Ykpaini. Kpim mozo, y uacu
nesarexrocmi (1919-1941 ma 3 1991) JAamsis 6i0uy6ara NOCUAEHHS 6NAUBY NeIAL0ZIMHOT JYMKU
NIGHIYHUX Kpait, 600HOouAC 30epizatodu XYOOXKHI POALKAOPHI mpaduuii AAMUCLKUX pemecer ma
Ha yii 043l possuearouu HAUIOHAAbHe Jekopamuere Mmucmenmeo. Tomy 6usHeHHs iCMOPULHO20
doceidy 0armilicoKux Kpain Mmoxe Oymu KOPUCHUM Y NOUYKY ULASLXI6 NO0OAAHHS MPYIHOULIE
IHMezpayitiioz0 npouecy YKparHcokoi HAYIOHAADHOI 1edazozivHoi cucmemu 6 €e6poneicoKomy
0CEIMHbLOMY NPOCHIOpPL.
Kxrouosi  crosa: pyuna npays, mpydose HAGUAHHSA, PEMECA0, MEOPUICD, CHPUMHICID,
1e0azoziuHa CucneMa, ecmemura.

Peuenserm: Kysomenxo B.B.

YAK 37.03 v Yepnax 10.B.
MMIATOTOBKA ITPOPECIMHNX KAAPIB Y T'AAY 31
DPIBNYHOT'O BUXOBAHHS KIHII S XIX — [IOYATKY XX CTOAITTS

3asnavero, wo nidzomoeka Ppaxisyis Ol JiIAbHOCHE 6 2AAY3T PISUUHOT KYADMYPU € CKAAOHUM
ma  cneyuPiHUM Npouecom, OCKIAbKU nompeOye YC6i00MAEHHS COUIAALHOI CHPAMOSAHOCTI
JiIAbHOCIE, W0 6USHAUAIUME 0COOAUSOCHT A Micle Pi3UUHOT KYAbMYpU i cnopmy 6 CYcnirbCHgl.
[Tompeba y nidzomosyi npodeciutux Paxisuicé — Y4umeaié IMHACMUKYU MA 6ilCbKO60T IMHACMUKY
(cyuacruti mepmin — isuure 6uxo6ans) Habya akmyarvrocmi y opyeziit norosuti XIX cmoaimms,
KOAU MPOZPECUSHA ZPOMAICHKICHL NOYAAA NONYALpUsyeamu ma nponazyéamu idei @izuuHoz0
6UX06AHMS Hepe3 CMEOpeHHs YpmKie, mosapucme, Kypcie ma iHuux o0’ednanv. Ilpogeciiina
nidz0moeKa Paxisiie 3 ZIMHACMUKY 0KPECAEH020 Nepiody MArd HeCUCMEMHUTL Xapaxmep ma He MAard
KOpeKmHoz0 Memoouurozo 3abesneuerts, npome 2pomalcoki IHIUIAMUSYU MA NPOCCIMHULLKA
OIAADHICMD  KOHKPeMmHUX Haxisyié 610izparu  UpiularbHe 3HAYeHHS OASL  PO36UMKY 3aKAAJi6
npogecitinoi nidzomosKy YUUMeAI6 AMHACMUKY OASL 3AKAA0I6 OC6IMU 3 YpaXYSAHHAM Kpaujux
3apyOiKHUX 1 GIMYUSHAHUX 3000ymKi6 MeOUUHOI ma 1edazoziiHol HAYKU.

Karouosi crosa: zimnacmuxa, UUMEAl AMHACMUKU, MIACHI 6npasu, 300pos’s3bepexerts,
KOMNIASMUGHI HAPUCU.

Cucrema miagrotoBky ¢paxiblliB 445 AiAABHOCTI B raaysi QpisMyHOI KyAbTypU € CKAaAHUM
i crrenmdiyHMM ITpOIlecoM, OCKiAbKM ITOTpeOye He aAmire crenudiyHmx ¢paxoBuX 3HaHDL Ta
yMiHb, a 1 YCBIAOMAEHHS COIiaAbHOI CHPSIMOBAHOCTI JisgabHOCTI (Pismuna pekpeartis,
aKkTVBHe AOBKiAAs, copT, (pi3nuHe BUXOBaHHA AiTell Ta MOAOAI TOIIO), IO BU3HaYaTHMe
0c00AMBOCTi Ta Miciie (Pi3MYHOI KyABTYPH i CIIOPTY B CYCITiABCTBI.
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