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Based on the analysis of primary sources and historical-pedagogical literature, the
article presents educators and theologians’ views on teaching Pedagogy and pedagogical
disciplines in educational institutions of the Orthodox Church during the second half of the
1890s — 1918. These educators and theologians are Archimandrite Vissarion, I. Andreiev,
D. Briantsev, A. Hrynevych, G. Maliarevskyi, M. Makkaveiskyi, P. Sokolov, N. Krasovskyi,
A. Yurykas and others. It has been determined that theoretical ideas about the outlined
problems were presented in publications in theological periodicals (such as “Theological
Herald”, “Faith and Reason”, “Volyn Diocesan Information”, “People’s Education”,
“Podillya Diocesan Information”, “Christian Reading”, “Church Herald”, *“Chernihiv
Diocesan Information” etc.). The article reveals the educators’ and religious leaders’ ideas
about the tasks of pedagogical training, content, organizational aspects, forms and staffing
for teaching Pedagogy and pedagogical disciplines in Orthodox theological academies,
seminaries, women’s educational institutions of the Orthodox Church, church-teacher
schools and second-degree schools. It has been determined that the scientists again paid
attention to certain problems that were of scientific interest for educators and theologians in
1860-1870s.
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Introduction. Nowadays graduators of Orthodox theological seminaries and academies
are responsible for teaching theological disciplines at higher and secondary theological
schools, at theological departments of higher educational institutions of a different profile and
teaching Religious Subjects at secondary schools. Modern theological school tries to provide
all these directions with qualified personnel, competent teachers who are ready for creative
search. So, theological school faces many conceptual, methodic and organizational problems.
However, some of these problems were determined and discussed by pedagogues of
educational institutions of the Orthodox Church and theologians at the end of the 19" century
— at the beginning of the 20" century. Despite social-political changes, rapid development of
science and improvement of methodic component of Pedagogy, some scientists’ ideas about
teaching Pedagogy and pedagogical disciplines in educational institutions of the Orthodox
Church can be helpful for modern figures in the field of theological education.

The ideas and scientific heritage of the lecturers of Orthodox theological educational
institutions in the 19™ century — at the beginning of the 20™ century were analysed in the
works of M. Yevtukh, S. Golovaschenko, L. Pastushenko, M. Pryschak, M. Tkachuk and
other researchers. The specific features of teaching Pedagogy at different historical stages of
the existence of Kyiv Theological Academy (KTA), theological seminaries, women’s
educational institutions, church-teacher and second-degree schools were investigated by
V. Fazan, V.Fedorov, T.Kostylieva, S.Kuzmina, S.Meshkova, S. Nyzhnikova,
T. Thorzhevska, I. Vazhynskyi, T. Zuziak and other researchers. The analysis of the state of
scientific development of the problem gives reason to assert that the educators and
theologians’ views on development of Pedagogy and pedagogical disciplines in educational
institutions of the Orthodox Church in the studied period has not been under careful
consideration.

The aim of the article is to determine and reveal ideas about teaching Pedagogy and
pedagogical disciplines in educational institutions of the Orthodox Church since these ideas

were presented in scientific heritage of the educators and theologians of the second half of the
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1890s — 1918.

The educators and theologians’ ideas about teaching Pedagogy and pedagogical
disciplines in educational institutions of the Orthodox Church at the end of the
19" century — at the beginning of the 20" century. In the studied period, the problems of
development of pedagogical education in educational institutions of the Orthodox Church
were mainly raised in articles of religious journals as before. However, unlike the previous
period (the second half of the 1880s — the first half of the 1890s), the quantity of such
publications increased greatly and the number of questions which worried educator and
theologians also increased. In the conditions of social and political upheavals and attempts of
the Holy Synod to reform religious educational institutions, in periodicals the scientists were
not afraid to express their own thoughts realization of which could ensure the effectiveness of
pedagogical education in educational institution of the Orthodox Church. They mainly
presented their own views on teaching Pedagogy and pedagogical disciplines.

It should be admitted that theoretical works on the problems of teachers and lecturers’
training in educational institutions of the Orthodox Church in the second half of the 1890s —
at the beginning of the 20" century were not only limited to works on teaching Didactics at
seminaries. This situation was characteristic for the middle of the 1880s — the first half of the
1890s (Tverdokhlib T. Pytannia rozvytku pedahohichnoi osvity..., 2018, p. 33). During the
period under investigation, the educators and theologians presented their own views on
transformation in organization of teaching Pedagogy and pedagogical disciplines at higher,
secondary and primary schools of the Orthodox Church.

Like during the middle of the 1880s — the first half of the 1890s, the problem of the aim
of pedagogical education in educational institutions of the Orthodox Church went unnoticed
by article authors. However, in the second half of the 1890s — at the beginning of the 20"
century, they tried to determine the tasks of pedagogical training in women’s diocesan
schools. A. Hrynevych proved the necessity of organization of the seventh grade in these
educational institutions and outlined such “professional task™ of education in this grade as
training for “teaching in lower schools” (Grinevich A., 1905, p. 599). At the same time,
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Father Panormov, Reverend Seraphim of Samara and the author of the article “Modern tasks
of women’s diocesan schools” determined new task of pedagogical education in women’s
diocesan schools. In their opinion, these educational institutions should be aimed at preparing
governesses and bonn for noble families. Home educators’ worldview was formed under the
influence of the Orthodox Church, so they could attract to religion intelligent people who
were far from it (Sh., 1905, p. 464).

Unlike the middle of 1880s — the first half of 1890s, in the studied period the educators
and theologians showed particular interest in the problems of content of Pedagogy and
pedagogical disciplines which were taught at church educational institutions. For example,
G. Maliarevskyi advocated the extension of the content of pedagogical education at
theological academies due to in-depth study of pedagogical anthropology, history,
pedagogical ideas and theory of up-bringing (Maljarevskij G., 1906, p. 220-221). At the same
time, one of article author, who signed as “S. P.” and wrote for the journal “Christian
Reading”, had different view on extension of the content of Pedagogy. He kept a column
“School and life” in this journal and put forward the idea of considering the material on the
theory of Didactics, which was taught at seminaries, in the content of Pedagogy at academies.
He insisted that professors, while drawing up their courses, should pay attention to seminary
programs. He asserted that “professors who teach Pedagogy almost always forget about
existence general and partial Didactics (methodics) at seminaries” (S. P. Shkola i zhizn":
Eshhe po povodu preobrazovanija..., 1897, p. 155). In another publication, “S. P.” suggested
that the content of Pedagogy could be extended due to some additions to methodics of
teaching Didactics at seminaries. He considered desirable for “professors to acquaint students
(both future seminary and school teachers) with educational literature through analysis (with
books in hands) of the most popular textbooks and training manuals, to determine their
advantages and disadvantages, the degree of their compliance with seminar programs etc. It
was particularly important to analyze textbooks which were recommended to use at

seminaries and schools in order to determine where and how they can be added (what journal
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article or chapter of other books should be used)” (S. P. Shkola i zhizn": Eshhe po povodu
preobrazovanija..., 1897, p. 154-155).

The educators and theologians expressed their opinions not only about knowledge as a
component of the content of future teachers’ education. They also paid much attention to the
ideas of formation of academy students’ pedagogical skills and abilities. The analysis of the
articles of 1. Andreiev, G. Maliarevskyi, M. Makkaveiskyi and the article author who signed
as “S. P.” (Andreev 1. D., 1899, p. 97; Maljarevskij G., 1906, p. 223-224; Makkavejskij N.,
1906, p. 238; S. P. Shkola 1 zhizn": Eshhe po povodu preobrazovanija..., 1897, p. 155) allows
to conclude that the idea about the necessity of organization of academy students’
pedagogical practice became popular with theologians and educators. This idea was first
presented in the project of I. Malyshevskyi, P. Lashkariov and P. Linytskyi, KTA lecturers, in
1873 (Tverdokhlib T. Navchannia pedahohiky..., 2018, p. 28-29), but it was forgotten during
the second half of 1880s — the first half of the 1890s, however it was substantiated at pages of
theological periodicals. It was partly due to organization of pedagogical practice at secular
higher educational institutions, for instance, at Nizhyn Historical and Philological Institute
and Novorossiysk University. However, article authors had different views on conducting
pedagogical practice. For example, “S. P.” reduced it to academy students and professors’
attending lessons of teachers of seminary and school which were situated near the higher
thological educational institution (S. P. Shkola i zhizn": Eshhe po povodu preobrazovanija...,
1897, p. 155). The program of pedagogical practice, presented in the project of
G. Maliarevskyi and publication of M. Makkaveiskyi, was much wider. In order to form
academy students’ pedagogical skills, M. Makkaveiskyi suggested using “local theological
primary and secondary schools adapted for it” (Makkavejskij N., 1906, p. 238). Academy
students had to carry out observations and give lessons, analysis of which had to be
conducted in Pedagogy classes at academy.

When developing the problem of content of Didactics for secondary theological
educational institutions, the educators and theologians’ searches were mostly aimed at
determining the ways of optimal combination of seminarians’ theoretical and practical
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pedagogical training. For instance, “S. P.” insisted that reconstruction of educational material
would help to increase the effectiveness of practical classes in an exemplary school. In his
opinion, the themes dedicated to methodics of teaching subjects at primary schools should be
transferred from grade 5 to grade 6. Introduction to the techniques, “which revealed the
practice of school education, would transform five-grade students’ visit to an exemplary
school into a meaningful and helpful class and would become good preparation for giving
lessons at school” (S. P. Shkola 1 zhizn': Eshhe po povodu specializacii..., 1897, p. 498). In
order not to overload the program of the fifth grade with training material, the article author
of the journal “Christian Reading” suggested that such themes as “Duties and qualities of a
true teacher”, “Upbringing value of training” and “External arrangement and inner
organization of school” should be taught not in the fifth grade, but in the sixth grade.
D. Briantsev also tried to “adapt” educational material on Didactics to the needs of
pedagogical practice. He recommended to give opportunities to make changes in the order of
themes taught depending on the possibilities of visualization of them due to observations in
an exemplary school. Besides, D. Briantsev considered important to extend the content of
seminary Didactics due to information on history of the science (Brjancev D., 1906, p. 171).
Unlike many other educators and theologians, P. Sokolov’s views on the problem of content
of Didactics at seminaries were not connected with practice. In the article “On the question of
transformation of our theological school” (1905) he opposed detailing the training programs
in different seminary subjects and the theory of training, in particular. The author of
publication offered to determine “only main parts of the subject” in the programs and give
some freedom to lecturers in formation of the content of these parts and the order of learning
them (Sokolov P. A., 1905, p. 941-942).

Some scientists expressed their ideas concerning organization of pedagogical practice of
students of secondary theological educational institutions. For example, G. Maliarevskyi
considered expedient to start learning pedagogical disciplines from the first grade of seminary

and insisted that seminarians should have pedagogical practice in an exemplary church parish
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two-year school before their fourth year at seminary. According to G. Maliarevskyi’s project,
in their fifth and sixth years seminarians should improve their pedagogical skills in the
second-degree school that should be organized at secondary theological educational
institutions (Maljarevskij G., 1906).

Innovations of the studied period were theoretical ideas about the content of pedagogical
education at church-teacher schools. For example, the problems of extension of pedagogical
education due to involvement of students of church-teachers schools in studying history of
Pedagogy were revealed in the work “Some words on the question about organization of
Pedagogy and Didactics at church-teacher schools” written by N. Krasovskyi in 1911
(Krasovskij N., 1911, p. 456).

During the second half of the 1890s — the beginning of the 20" century, the educators
and theologians again paid attention to forms of organization of teaching Pedagogy and
pedagogical disciplines at theological educational institutions. This problem was first
presented by scientists in the second half of the 1860s — the first half of the 1880s, but it was
not considered carefully by the educators and theologians during the second half of 1880s —
the first half of the 1890s. In the studied period, Archimandrite Vissarion in his work “Project
of the reform of theological school” (1906), D. Briantsev in the article “About organization of
theoretical and practical training for teaching at theological seminaries” (1906) and the article
author, who signed as “S. P.” in the journal “Christian Reading”, in his articles suggested
increasing the quantity of weekly classes in Pedagogy and Didactics at theological seminaries
and women’s diocesan schools (Arhimandrit Vissarion, 1906, p. 7; Brjancev D., 1906, p. 168;
S. P. Shkola i zhizn'": Eshhe po povodu specializacii..., 1897, p. 498-499; S. P. Shkola i
zhizn'": Nashi eparhial'nye..., 1897, p. 820-821).

In the studied period, the problem of staffing in teaching Pedagogy and pedagogical
discipline in educational institutions of the Orthodox Church was presented in theological
periodical, like during the middle of the 1880s — the first half of the 1890s. However, at that
time, educators and theologians searched for the ways to improve the position of teachers of
theological seminaries. In the studied period, the educators and theologians mainly wondered
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about the problems with staff turnover and social insecurity of pedagogical staff at women’s
diocesan schools. In particular, this problem was developed by the authors of the articles “On
the question about full-time teachers at women’s diocesan schools” (1897), “On the question
about organization of women’s diocesan schools” (1906) and the article author, who signed
as “S. P.” in the journal “Christian Reading”. They criticized the attempts to involve part-time
teachers in teaching different subjects, including Didactics, at these schools and suggested
creating own teaching staff. For this purpose, the authors of the articles considered necessary
to equate completely the position of teachers of these schools with the position of teachers at
seminary and men’s schools. Besides, they substantiated the need to transfer women’s
schools to direct economic subordination to the Holy Synod, not to diocesan clergy. The
educators and theologians asserted that it was worth raising salaries of teachers of women’s
diocesan schools, establishing pension for them and assigning to certain departments at least,
if the above-mentioned measures failed to realize (A. P., 1897, p. 1105-1109; K voprosu...,
1906, p. 1601; S. P. Shkola i zhizn': Nashi eparhial'nye..., 1897, p. 817).

The problem of staffing in teaching Pedagogy and pedagogical discipline at theological
seminaries and church-teacher schools was only revealed in a few studies. The article author,
who signed as “S. P.”, wrote that the status of teachers who taught Didactics in secondary
theological educational institutions should be improved due to introduction of full payment
for leading the practice. As for church-teacher schools, N. Krasovskyi suggested that teaching
Pedagogy and pedagogical disciplines should be assigned to one teacher who was to have
special education. This specialist should “give typical exemplary lessons to learners in church
parish four-year school, lead manage their practical classes there and view learners’ diaries”
(Krasovskij N., 1911, p. 457).

In the studied period, organizational aspects of teaching Pedagogy and pedagogical
disciplines were much spoken about in theological periodicals. Though some educators and
theologians confined themselves to stating the need to improve the organization of

pedagogical education in various educational institutions of the Orthodox Church, most of
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them substantiated the specific ways to improve it. For instance, the author of the article
“Theological school pedagogy” (1911) only called “to organize systematic, correct scientific-
pedagogical training of teachers in order to have good teaching staff and avoid didactic
disadvantages of school education” (M., 1911, p. 1308). At the same time, 1. Andreiev,
M. Makkaveiskyi, the article author who signed as “S. P.” in the journal “Christian Reading”,
the author of the article “Preparation for pedagogical activity of lecturers of theological
schools and new academic statute” (1912) who signed as “I. B.” and some other scientists
provided specific practical recommendations. In particular, the latter connected strengthening
pedagogical training at theological academies with grouping of related subjects and giving
students the right to choose a group of disciplines to learn. In this way, the conditions for
competence growth of future teachers of theological educational institutions could be formed
(I. B., 1912, p. 186). The article author who signed as “S. P.” supported this idea as well. He
both suggested returning the specialization at theological academies and considered necessary
to refer Pedagogy to church-practical department (S. P. Shkola i zhizn': Eshhe po povodu
preobrazovanija..., 1897, p. 167). In another publication, this author suggested founding a
pedagogical department or society at theological academies to improve pedagogical training
in these educational institutions. “S. P” wrote that “such a society would be as good for
theological educational institutions as the pedagogical department at Kharkiv Historical and
Philological Society since it dealt with training future teachers and directing current teachers
and mentors” (S. P. Shkola 1 zhizn": Pedagogicheskij otdel..., 1897, p. 790).

M. Makkaveiskyi considered reorganization of the Department of Pedagogy to be the
main way to increase the effectiveness of academy students’ training for teaching activity. In
his works “Pastoral Theology and Pedagogy in the course of the sciences of theological
academies” (1898) and “Department of Pedagogy at theological academy. On the question
about preparation for educational activity at theological school” (1906) he emphasized the
urgent need for independent functioning of the department. In the scientist’s opinion, it would
give an opportunity of “wider activity of it, concentrating teacher’s interest and all his forces
in one field” (Makkavejskij N., 1906, p. 238). At that time, there was the Department of
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Pastoral Theology and Pedagogy, but its functioning was not successful enough. The
educator was sure that low efficiency of it was caused by the fact that a teacher, who has the
same attitude to both subjects, could not have more than two lectures a week for each subject
(Makkavejskij N., 1906, p. 237). M. Makkaveiskyi’s works were the response to
P. Linytskyi’s work “State and needs of our theological, mainly higher education” (1897), in
which the philosopher and KTA lecturer insisted on removal of the Department of Pastoral
Theology and Pedagogy from the structure of theological academies. P. Linytskyi considered
Pedagogy to be a dependent science and thought that it should only be taught at secondary
school, as it “has nothing to do” at academies (Linickij P., 1897, p. 363). 1. Andreiev
continued to consider the theme of department, raised by M. Makkaveiskyi and P. Linytskyi,
but from another point of view. He thought that theological academies should have the
Dapartment of Didactics, besides the Department of Pastoral Theology and Pedagogy. He
proved that its functioning could provide scientific substantiation of Didactics and research of
insufficiently-studied problems on theory of education, raising the level of academy
graduators’ training for teaching activity as well as the preparation of qualitative scientific
and methodic literature in Didactics (Andreev 1. D., 1899).

The ideas about organization of teaching Pedagogy at higher theological school sounded
in unison with the ideas about organization of pedagogical education at secondary theological
schools. These ideas were about organization of independent Department of Didactics at
seminaries (Brjancev D., 1906, p. 173) and organization of teaching Pedagogy in these
educational institutions. Let us consider the latter in details. G. Maliarevskyi advocated the
introduction of this discipline and concentric presentation of educational material on the
subject. He offered “to study the first section of Pedagogy in the first year of seminary” and
to study the second part in the fifth and sixth years. In his opinion, in last years of study,
“Pedagogy could have scientific ground and be taught on the basis of psychology and
hygiene” (Maljarevskij G., 1906, p. 189). The author of the article “Pedagogy at theological
seminaries” (1911), defending the need for such a discipline, emphasized that it should not be
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taught as in secular school: “At seminaries ... much attention should be paid to the themes of
Pedagogy, in which religious-moral upbringing is revealed”. Such Pedagogy is vital for
seminaries graduators as Church pastors and headmasters of church parish schools
(Pedagogika ..., 1911, p. 108).

The educators and theologians thought that introduction of pedagogical class caused
positive changes in organization of pedagogical education at women’s schools of the
Orthodox Church. This idea was first presented in the second half of the 1860s — the first half
of the 1880s and drew attention of authors of articles in theological periodicals. When
expressing such an idea, A. Hrynevych suggested introduction of Didactics and Pedagogy
into training course of the seventh pedagogical class. In his opinion, due to study in this class
the students could have an opportunity to prepare for entry to higher educational institutions
and working activity (Grinevich A., 1905, p. 599). The article author who signed as “S. P.” in
the journal “Christian Reading” also worried about the problem of organization of the seventh
pedagogical class, but he focused on financial aspect of the problem. He proved that such a
class could be organized at the expense of the local clergy of the Holy Synod in case the
diocese did not have enough finance (S. P. Shkola i zhizn': Nashi eparhial'nye..., 1897, p.
820-821). At the same time, A. Yurykas in his article “On the question about the reform of
women’s diocesan schools” (1906) revealed the problem in a different way. He substantiated
the need to introduce the eighth grade in women’s diocesan schools. Pedagogical education
should be concentrated in it, and the author of the article planned to make the seventh grade
comprehensive (Jurikas A., 1906, p. 645).

The questions of organization of pedagogical education at second-degree church schools
were new for our research. For instance, the idea about expansion of network of women’s
second-degree schools was revealed in the work “Women’s second-degree schools. Their
significance in general structure of church schools” (1904). The author who wished to remain
anonymous determined such advantages of this expansion as attracting as many peasants as
possible to pedagogical education and providing a complete training of a teacher of rural
grammar school (Zhenskie vtoroklassnye shkoly..., 1904, p. 716). The same idea was in the
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article “About opening the second-degree schools at women’s monasteries”, but the focus
was on the role of monasteries in training rural clergy daughters for pedagogical activity at
church parish schools (Ob otkrytii..., 1897, p. 322).

Conclusions. So, during the second half of 1890s — the beginning of the 20" century, the
problems of teaching Pedagogy and pedagogical disciplines in educational institutions of the
Orthodox Church were actively investigated by educators and theologians. In comparison
with the middle of the 1880s — the first half of the 1890s, the range of problems, which they
considered, expanded significantly and covered higher, secondary and primary schools of the
Orthodox Church. The authors wrote articles to religious journals. The articles were about the
tasks of pedagogical training, the content of Pedagogy and pedagogical disciplines, forms of
teaching them, staffing and organizational aspects of teaching these subjects in educational
institutions of the Orthodox Church. The scientists again paid attention to the problems that
were interesting for educators and theologians in 1860-1870s. These were the ideas about:
organization of pedagogical practice of students of theological academies, lesson as a form of
organization of teaching Pedagogy and Didactics, introduction of pedagogical class in
women’s schools of the Orthodox Church. In the studied period, new theoretical ideas,
concerning the development of pedagogical education in church-teacher and second-degree
schools, appeared. The perspectives of the further research are: revelation of organizational
forms of teaching Pedagogy and pedagogical disciplines at Orthodox theological seminaries
and women’s diocesan schools at the end of the 19™ century — at the beginning of the

20™ century.
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K Bompocy 06 opranuzanuu enapxXuanbHbIX KEHCKUX yuunuil. [[epkoguuiii secmuux. 1906.
Ne 49. C. 1597-1601.

Kpacosckuit H. Heckonmbko C€I0B K BONPOCY O MOCTAHOBKE NEIArOrMKU W JTUJIAKTUKW B
IIEPKOBHO-YUUTEIBCKUX IIKOJIaX. Hapoonoe oopazosanue. 1911. Ne 4. C. 453-458.

JIvanukui I1. [losokeHnMe M HYXIbl HAIIETO JYyXOBHOIO, MPEUMYIIECTBEHHO BBICHIETO
obpazoBanus. Bepa u pazym. 1897. Ne 21. C. 361-376.

M. JlyxoBHo-1IKOIbHAS ieAaroruka. [Jepxosnwiii eecmuux. 1911. Ne 42. C. 1302-1310.

Makkageiickuit H. Kadenpa nenaroruku B 1yxoBHO# akagemun. K Bompocy o MOATrOTOBKE K
y4eOHO-BOCIIUTATEILHOMY JIeTy B JyXOBHOU MiKoje. [[epkosHuiti eecmuux. 1906.
Ne. 8. C. 235-2309.

Mansipesckuii I'. K pedopme n1yxoBHO-yueOHBIX 3aBeAeHU. Hapoonoe obpazosanue. 1906.
Ne 9. C. 189-224.

OO0 OTKpPBITUN BTOPOKJIACCHBIX LIKOJ MPHU KEHCKUX MOHACTBIPSIX. Bepa u pazym. Jlucmox o7
Xapvrosckoti enapxuu. 1897. Ne 12. C. 321-323.

[legaroruka B IyXOBHBIX ceMUHapusX. [[epxoeusiti gecmuux. 1911. Ne 4. C. 107-108.

C.II. kona u xu3Hb: Enie no noBogy npeoOpa3zoBaHusl 1yXOBHBIX Y4eOHbIX 3aBefeHuil. O
MOATOTOBKE CTYJEHTOB aKaJeMHH K YYHUTEIbCTBY B CEMHHAPUAX W YyUUIIUIIAX.
l'onoc 3a ycuieHue crnenuanu3aluyd B JYXOBHBIX akKageMusx. Xpucmuanckoe
ymenue. 1897. Ne 1. C. 153-168.

C. I1. llIxona u xwu3Hb: Eme no nosoay cnenuanu3aiuy NpeIMETOB B JyXOBHBIX aKaJEMHUSIX
Pacnipenenenne ceMuHapcKuxX IMpeaMeTroB Mo kiaccam. OOmias 1epKoBHas
ucropus. dunocodckue mpenmertsl. Junaktuka. Xpucmuanckoe umenue. 1897.
Ne 3. C. 481-499.

C. II. llIxomna u xu3Hb: Hamm enapxuanabHble )KEHCKUE YUHIIAILA, UX KOJTUYECTBEHHBIA POCT.
Bompoc 06 agmuaucTpanmu 3tux yumnaunl. O meHcuu ciyxamux B HuX. O
CEJIbMOM JOMOJHUTEIBHOM Kjacce. Xpucmuanckoe umenue. 1897. Ne 12. C. 810-
821.

C. I1. lIxona u *wu3Hb: [legarornueckuii oTen UCT.-PuI0I0r.00U-Ba.IPH XapbKOBCKOM YH-
Te. Eme oTHocuTenbHO OOBEAUHEHUs Y4YeOHO-TEJaroru4eckoro IMepcoHala
TYyXOBHOU IKOJNBL. PO3Hb MeXAy CeMHHApUsIMU W YYWIMIIAMHU IO BOIPOCY O
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MIPUEMHBIX HUCTIBITAHUSX B CEMHHAPUIO M TPAMOTHOCTH YYEHUKOB. Kak ymydmuTh
MOCTAaHOBKY TMHCHMEHHBIX YNPaKHEHUW B CEMUHAPHSIX. XpUCmMUaHckoe uymeHue.
1897. Ne 5. C. 788-799.

Cokono II.A. K Bompocy o mpeoOpa3oBaHMM Halled  JTyXOBHOW  IITKOJIBL.
Examepunocnaeckue enapxuanvhvie gedomocmu. Omoen neoguyuanvusii. 1905.
Ne 35-36. C. 927-942.

TBepnoxni6 Tersna. HaBuanHsa menmaroriku y OCBITHIX 3akianax IIpaBocmaBhoi Ilepksu:
MOTJISIN TeaaroriB 1 peniridaux ais4iB (1867-1884 pp.). Ocsimonociunuii ouckypc.
Kuis. 2018. Bum. 1-2 (20-21). C. 26-37. DOI: http://dx.doi.org/10.28925/2312-
5829.2018.1-2.52613

Teepmoxni6 TersiHa. [luTaHHS PO3BUTKY MENAroriyHOl OCBITU HA CTOPIHKAX BITYM3HSHOL
nyxoBHOi mepioauku (cepeaumHa 80-x — mepma mosnoBuHa 90-x pp. XIX cT.).
lleoacozciunuii ouckypc. 2018. Bun. 24, C. 29-35. DOl:
https://doi.org/10.31475/ped.dys.2018.24.05

1. CoBpemeHHBIE 3a/ayll KEHCKUX EMapXHalbHBIX YUYWIUIL. BoaviHcKue enapxuanvhvie
seoomocmu. Yacmo neogpuyuanvras. 1905. Ne 15. C. 463-473.

Opukac A.K Bompocy o pedopMe KEHCKHX eNmapXualbHbIX ydunuul. Bepa u pasym.
Uszsecmus no Xapwvkosckou enapxuu. 1906. Ne 13. C. 643-648.
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W3YUHEHUA HEJATOI'MKHA U HEJAT'OI'MYECKUX TUCHUILIAH B
YUEBHbBIX 3ABEAEHUSAX IIPABOCJIABHOU HEPKBU: B3I'JIs/1bI
HEJATOI'OB U BOTI'OCJIOBOB (konen XIX - Hauajio XX Beka)

Tarbsaana TBepaoxiie0,
KaHAUAAT NeAarornyeckux Hayk,
JIOKTOPAHT Kadeapbl O0IeH Nearoruky 1 nearoruky BbICIIECH MIKOJIbI,
XapbKOBCKUI HAIMOHAJIbHBIN Nearorunueckuid yaupepcuteT uMenu ['.C. CKkoBOpoIbl,
ynuia AmdeBckux, 29, 61002 XapbkoB, YkpauHa, tst.khnpu@gmail.com

B cmamve na ocnoge ananuza nepeOUCMOUYHUKO8 U UCHMOPUKO-NEOA202U4eCcKoU
aumepamypsl  npeocmasienvl  632140bl  apxumaHopuma  Buccapuona, HU. Anopeesa,
/. bpanyesa, A. I[punesuua, I. Manapesckoco, H. Maxkkasetickoeo, II. Cokonosa,
H. Kpacoesckozco, A. IOpuxaca u opyeux nedazoz2oé u 6020C10808, Kacarowjuecs usy4eHus
neodazo2uku U neodazocudeckKux OUCYUNIUH 68 yueonwlx 3asedenusix Ilpasocnasnoil llepkeu 6
konye XIX — nauane XX eexka. Ycmawnoenemo, umo meopemuyeckue HApaboOmxu no
VKA3AHHBIM 8ONPOCAM NPEOCMABIeHbl 8 NYOIUKAYUIX OVYXOBHBIX NEPUOOUYECKUX U3OAHULL
«bococnosckuii eecmnuky, «Bepa u pasymy, «BoaviHCcKue enapxudibhble 8e00MOCMUY,
«Hapoonoe obpazosanuey, «llodonvckue enapxuanvhvle 6edomocmuy, «Xpucmuauckoe
umenuey, «llepxoenvlii eecmuuxy, «UepHucoeckue enapxuanvHvle uzgecmusy u opyeue.
Onpeodenenvl u packpvlmul uoeu nedazo0208 U peiuesuo3Hblx oesimesel OMHOCUMENbHO 3a0ay
neoazo2uieckoil N0020MOBKU, COOEPIHCAHUS, OP2AHUSAYUOHHBIX ACNEeKMO8, opM, KaOpo8o2o
obecneyeHust U3yyeHUsl Nedda202uKU U neoda2ocudecKux OUCYUNIUH 8 NPABOCIABHLIX OYXOBHbIX
aKaoemusx, CeMUHapusx, HceHckux yueonvix 3asedenusx llpasocnasnoti Llepkeu, yeprogHo-
VUUMENbCKUX U BMOPOKIACCHBIX WKOAAX. YCmanosieno, 4mo yueHble 6HO8b 00paAmMuiu
BHUMAHUE HA HEKOMOPble BONPOCHL, KOmopbvle ux unmepecosanu 6 60-x u 70-x cooax XIX 6.

Knwuesvie cnosa: oyxosunas axaoemusi;, OYXOBHASL CEMUHAPUS,  JHCEHCKOEe YueOHoe
3asedenue llpasocnasnoil Ilepkeu, neoacocuxa, neodacocuyeckas OUCYUNIUHA, UYEPKOBHO-
VUUMENbCKAS WKOJA, 8MOPOKIACCHAS WKOA

BUBUYEHHS ITEJAT'OT'TKU TA HEJAT'OT'TYHUX JUCIIUIIJIIH B 3AKJIATAX
OCBITHU TPABOCJIABHOI IIEPKBH: ITOT'JISIJIU ITEJIATOI'IB 1 BOI'OCJIOBIB
(kineub XIX — moyarok XX CTOJIITTH)

Tersina TBepaoxJi0d, KaHTUIAT MEIATOTIYHUX HAYK,
JIOKTOPAHT Kadeapu 3arajabHO1 MeIaroTiKy 1 IeIaroriku BUIIO1 MKOJIH,
XapkiBChbKHI HalllOHAbHUM Tiegaroridyauil yaiepeuret iMeHi I'. C. CkoBoponu,
BynHIls AmueBchkux, 29, 61002 Xapkis, Ykpaina, tst.khnpu@gmail.com
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Y cmammi na ocnogi ananizy nepuioddicepen ma iCmMopuKo-nedazo2ivHol iimepamypu
npeocmaesneHo  no2nsaiou  apximanopuma  Biccapiona, 1. Anopeesa, /[ bpsnyesa,
A. I'punesuua, I'. Manapescvkozco, M. Maxkkaseticokozo, I1. Coxonosa, H. Kpacoecvkoco,
A. FOpukaca ma iHwux nedazocie i 0020CN08I8 CMOCOBHO HABYAHHA Ne0A202iKU 1
neoazo2ivHux oucyuniiu 8 zakiadax oceimu Ilpasocnasnoi llepxsu 6 xinyi XIX — na nowamxy
XX cmonimms. Becmanoeneno, wo meopemuuni HapoOKu 3 03HAYEHUX NUMAHb NPEOCMasieHi
8 nyoOniKayiax OyX08HUX nepiooudHux eudams «bococnoscvkuti eecmuuxy, «Bepa u pasymy,
«Bonvinckue enapxuanvHvle 6edomocmuy, «Hapoonoe obpasosanuey, «llooonvckue
enapxuanvhvle  8eoomMocmuy,  «Xpucmuanckoe umenuey,  «llepKkoGHbllL  BeCMHUKY,
«YepHueosckue enapxuanbHvie uzeecmusiy moujo.

Busznaueno i poskpumo idei nedacocig i peniciuHux OiA4i8 CMOCOBHO 3AB80AHb
neodazociuHoi  Ni02omo6KuU, 3MICMY, Op2aHi3ayitiHUX  acnekmis, @Qopm, Kadposoco
3a0e3neuenHs: HABUAHHS Neda2o2iKu | neodazo2ivHux OUCYUNJIIH 8 NPABOCIABHUX OYXOBHUX
aKaoemisix, ceMiHapisx, JHCIHOUUX HagyanvbHux 3axnadax Ilpasocnasnoi Llepksu, yepkoeHo-
VUUMENbCOKUX I OpY2OKIacHux wkoaax. [losedeno, wjo Haubinbuie OYMOK OHU NPUCEAMUIU
3micmy I OpeaHi3ayitiHuM dacnekmam neodazo2iyHoi O0C8imu 8 HABUANbHUX 3aK1A0AX
IIpasocnasnoi Llepkeu. [lonucysaui dcypHanié BUCIOBTIOBANUCA 34 POSUUPEHHS 3MICHY
neoazociyHoi  oceimu 8 OYXOBHUX aKademiax 1 YepKOGHO-YUUMENbCbKUX  WKOJAX,
nepecmpykmypy8aHHs HABUANIbHO20 Mamepiany 3 Memow ONMUMANbHO20 NOEOHAHHS
meopemu4Hol i NPaKmMuyHoi nedazo2iuHoi Ni020MoBKU VUHI8 CeMIiHapill, 8iOMIHU Oemanizayii
CEMIHAPCLKOI HABYAILHOI npozpamu 3 oudakmuku mouwjo. Becmarnoeneno, wo posensaoarodu
NUMAHHS OP2aHi3ayii HABUAHHS Neda202iKU i neda2o2iunux OUCYUNIIIH, BOHU OLIbULONO MIDOIO
30cepeounucsa Ha NpAGOCIAGHUX GUWUX OYXOBHUX HAUaNbHUX 3akiaoax. Iledacoeu i
0020C1068U BUCTOBTIIOBANIUCS 34 BIOHECEHHS Neda202iKu 00 YepPKOBHO-NPAKMUUHO20 BI00LIEeHHS.
0YX0BHUX aKaOdeMill, 3ACHYB8AHHS Neda202iUHUX 8i00iNi6 YU Mo8apucmes, po3oileHHs Kageopu
neoazociku ma nacmupcbkoco 6020C108 s, Y8eOeHHs OKpemoi Kageopu oudaKxmuku 8 UUUX
OYXOBHUX HABUANLHUX 3AKNA0aX. 3’AC08aHO, WO HAYKOBYI 3HOBY 36EPHYIU YAy HA OEsKI
NUMAHHS, WO CMAHOBUNU HAYKOBUL IHmepec 011 nedazozie i boeocnosis y 60-x i 70-x pokax
XIX cm.

Kniowuosi cnosa: oyxosna axkademisi; 0yXo8Ha CeMIHAPIs, HCIHOYUL HABYATbHUL 3AK1A0
IIpasocnasnoi  Llepkeu, nedacocika; neoazo2iuna OUCYUNTIHA, YEPKOBHO-YUUMENbCHKA
WKOA,; OPY20KAACHA WIKOA.
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