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Abstract. In article M. Hrinchenko’s (pseudo Maria Zagirny
are analyzed. Distinguished her ideas about public schoo]
century. M. Hrinchenko was interested in material and fin
the content of school education, organization, and library
Empire after the fall of the autocracy. In her inte]]
forms of learning, and contrasted them new hum
element of coercion, based on cooperation betwe
was national-language-based education.

Introduction
After the proclamation of Ukrainian inde
coverage of historical and educational process i

a 1863-1928) memoires and unpublished articles
features in Ukraine in the late XIX - early XX
ancial situation of schools, their role in the society,
activities, changes in system of education in Russian
cctual heritage, M. Hrinchenko criticized old authoritarian
anistic ones formed on the basis of goodwill, wi
en students and teachers and so on. One of he

r main ideas

pendence tendency to active review, rethink and objective

I our country increased. Today, the ongoing extensive studies
of educational activities of the various societies, associations and movements are operated in Ukraine. The

objects of these studies are previously unknown archival sources, legacy of leaders of education, culture,
literature etc. For this reason, it is important to study the intellectual heritage of the famous pedagogue and
writer M. Hrinchenko (1863-1928). /
Historiographical analysis shows that the M. Hrinchenko’s intelleqtual heritage has only partly been
aihalyzed in the Ukrainian scholars works by N. Kopylenko, A. Lugoviy, N Nal}'InOfol, Ils¢ Nezhy\lr:a, and
ers. Only literary activities of M. Hrinchenko is apalyzed by L. N’ezhyvg in the. MinalZahlgiJa - 1teraz
ortrait" book, and editorial and publishing activities 1nd1\£1. Du(;nanskz:l nsa’il}llzissls. Public school problem was not
is fact led to the need for a deeper ; o e
ub%e‘;et ;fu?pf):ga;;tfhzu adr}tli;l::diglto characterize the public school features in Ukraine in the late XIX - early
entury, pointed out in M. Hrinchenko’s intellectual heritage. il s e -
t that time on the territory of Ukraine there was, 1.10n-na.1t10na pelu © e e, 5 G
ed separately from the secondary one the imperial (SiChOO e L
s ol e ey SCh9l§)1§ yiilt e131l IIIl{C:iiac:S;eﬁko’s, intellectual her '
; ,.‘Of p}lblip_ school was describe .av regi'QﬂS e g(if onsiderable exp
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M. Hrinchenko was interested in material and financial situation of the school. In the article "Bcfo'rc and
now" she pointed out the lack of separate facilities for schools: v usually school placed t(zgcthcr with the
municipality, or in some shack" [2, p. 4]. This fact clearly indicated that the government wasn’t concerned not
only with the school facilities and learning environment of the children, but the whole school system. The
same situation was training of qualified personnel for the school. Administration was interested only existence
of the school, and the facts did not matter. In this formal approach was a great problem - the reluctance to
promote the general cultural level of the Ukrainian community, ranging from the lowest cstalcs.

M. Hrinchenko was confounded by the fact that the most basic and nccessary ncc.ds.F or the school and
the educational process, such things as, for example, heating in winter, unsafe school building repairs, was for
the teachers nearly to fight rip in the village council or community. For example, in her memoirs she paid
attention to the fact, when the lack of wood to heat the school made teacher destroy the shed [1 ].. '

In M. Hrinchenko’s opinion, public school was humiliated in comparing to other public institutions.
"National school is poor, nobody cares about it as it should be, it's disadvantaged among other social
institutions. There is no money, for school financiering" — emphasized the activist [2, p. 4]. Thus, during M.
Hrinchenko’s teaching activity public education was undefended, because the government deemed it
unnecessary and sometimes a harmful matter.

The school authorities as M. Hrinchenko claimed, cared only has to reduce "damage" from the school.
By "damage", she meant true knowledge and education. She sadly noted that the system of so-called
“teaching” because it had little to do with getting knowledge. The administration believed that "once there are
the schools, then let they give to children as little knowledge as possible, in order to do the little development
of their minds"[1, p. 55]. As we can see, the school did not give children valuable knowledge to develop
intelligence and curiosity of the child, to reveal their potential, natural inclinations, and satisfied the pupils
‘needs to acquire basic knowledge, which is often substituted by a simple scholasticism, not needed in the
future, and the more not favourable to further learning.

~ Let’s point out the negative features of the educational process in public schools, where, according to M.
Hrinchenko, training took no more than four and a half months of the year. Most of study time children spent
- for unnecessary things. Such as studying of a registry of all bosses from the tsar and his family and ending
national inspector of schools, including all the titles [2, p. 8]. Furthermore, as MG noted, "Gospel, and K.
hynsky «Ridne slovo» (native word) were forbidden as seditious". School libraries were full of legal books
by "the Committee” in most of cases very boring and uninteresting "[2, p. 9]. It is clear that the mere
srocess in children reflects a desire to learn something because they do not meet the national interests
 and do not take into account their national culture. Public School taught only basic literacy, as was

repare for the state clerks. 5
{attaglged great importance to rural library as an important educational link of public
ished article "The rural village libraries"(Pro zemski silsky biblioteky) [4] She paid
i¥ ’brarles imperfection, lack of experience in funding and avoiding difficulties associated
nd exceptions of unreliable books. In particular, she highlighted the process of arranging




e fine works of contemporary Ukrainia
 which, despite many obstacles, yet all were published [4.
M. Hrinchenko not only criticized the old school,
result of social and historical changes that had occurred in so 1
school organized by Volodimir Durdukivsky, one of the founders o UK
leaders of public education. After declaration by Centralna Rada in 1917 the
development, the idea of national school became a reality. So, in March 19 Te
Shevchenko Ukrainian gymnasium. The new school and its teachers*Work;éd' "o tea
eternal truth, not to obscure their heads and to teach them to read and think"
education evolving nature, to promote the mental development of children.

physical training, therefore, developed skills laid by nature, harmonious personality. :
In V. Durdukivsky’s school the great importance was given to extra-curricular activities
children participation in clubs. M. Hrinchenko assessed it this way: "who knows the job in
groups...,who have been to their holidays, and he saw how many kids spend extra hours besides
appointed for compulsory education. And they work not by constraint, but willingly, and teachers h
force. Moreover, when we remember that once children eagerly wait for the bell to go home, now dwell in our
school and children and teachers work in clubs together. Therefore, it still shows a big difference between
what was before and what is now, after just 5 years "[2, p. 13]. Author once again showed the diff :
between the two systems of school education. In the new school, children studied voluntarily and with gr

desire, there prevailed good relationships between teachers and pupils.

M. Hrinchenko took active part in life of this institution, she was its honorary member, vis‘it.ea
ceremonial meetings, attended children's concerts and exhibitions, donated funds for the sch‘o.ol fellOWShl.p,
gave books to school library, devoted her translation of the G. Mallet’s novel "Without families," to pupils
etc. [7].

Summarizing the results of five y
consequences of work in our school. We

L

ears activity of the new school, the author noted: "We see the
see that it leads to the fact that I would call as a rational education.
When somewhere published an article about some new educational ideas, we see that our school has d(?ne
well "[2, p. 11]. This shows the full use of innovative approachc?s in the educational process, 1¥1clud1ng
rational education. According to M. Hrinchenkq, "'o‘u.r s‘chool provides a broad opportunity for children to
develop their abiliies, their personality, and their natNe D s only s
indivi : s child's disclosure of its natura : :
mdlvrlgdutia:};lcp Izir:qaccgzigszgszgeciﬂi]r?tgzéiﬁcd the process of scfhool sovietisation. That meant tr?.nsformation of
PUplls and teachers into obedient imperSOI.lal mechanisms that WOUld hwolrk for S(;V‘let dSyStem. : V.
Durdukivskyy was, of course, not desirable for in the system, moreovzr,llans sc 10903 7V\i:18 proc almeedas a centt; ,
of "bourgeois nationalism". He was arrested in 1929, but soon releagsgo. u; n € waljl erest - again an 5
shot down, But these tragic events occurrgd m:xcl;/]ell;curr.d{lnkit\ljsek; s, when no one could see it even in
ightmare ‘chenko dispatched greetings 10 V. SRS s : e
"'Ehllf: d(::L TI tll:::lll::lllbcdicutcdplo the 20th anni\:'CTSE}f)’ of VLadlmlr zgfz?:ﬁgizrﬁzgadgioglicalfz?;gty"
characterized as a perfect teacher, honest man, which can be a mo gnfy ‘
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- sows the seed of the soul of God's truth and love for their land and people [5, p. 2]. So, M. Hrinchenko

- emphasized on the V. Durdukivsky crucial role of in the educational process. ;
- Her admiration by Durdukivsky as an outstanding personality, as well as his progressive 5911001, and new
- pedagogical ideas, M. Hrinchenko expressed in her speech on the occasion of the ]01]'1 anniversary of the

school’s founding. She said: “native word became a major factor in our OWn school ... it turns into work, it
educates and teaches our children "[6, p. 1]. In her speech, she once again demonstrated its commitment to
teaching children their native language. . o

M. Hrinchenko also expressed the hope that “evil times of injustice, oppression and affhctxop w.ouldn’t
return again..., that teachers are not subjected to injustice, "to make it easier to them to fulfill their high and
responsible duty" [6, p. 2]. To V. Durdukivsky, "the soul of the school." she wished to head the school for
many years by that she pointed out his biggest contributions to the organization of the school and the
educational process on the national background.
Conclusion
M. Hrinchenko contrasted the old authoritarian forms of learning and new humanistic ones formed on the
is of goodwill, without any element of coercion, based on cooperation between students and teachers and
y on. She was convinced that natural inclinations of the child develop only in a free personal training. One of
her main ideas was national education.
‘Thus, based on the analysis of these sources we can distinguish a number of public school problems M.
chenko was concerned about. Among them, place of the school in society, the content of school
on, school organization, school library activities, and changes in education in Russian Empire after the
the autocracy.
her intellectual heritage, M. Hrinchenko is not limited by the elementary school. In her memoirs and
analyzed the issue of the national teachers' work, which requires further study.
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