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INCREASING THE PUBLIC LEVEL OF EDUCATION IN UKRAINE
DURING THE UKRAINIAN REVOLUTION OF 1917-1921:
EVALUATION OF THE EFFICIENCY OF SOPHIA RUSOVA’S
ACTIVITIES IN THE DIRECTION OF OUT-SCHOOL AND
PRESCHOOL EDUCATION

The article is devoted to the problem of Sofia Rusova s participation in the creation of the Ukrainian
state during the period of the Ukrainian Revolution of 1917-1921. It is about the development of the

national system of governing bodies for out-of-school education and preschool education.

Considering the centuries-old educational process in Ukraine, where at different historical stages
of its development specific individuals played an important role, as well as the anniversary of the
Ukrainian Revolution of 1917-1921, research and coverage of the state and administrative activities
of Sofia Rusova, who made a significant contribution to the formation of the Ukrainian national

education system, is appropriate and motivated.

Sofia Rusova belongs to that constellation of Ukrainian socially active figures of the last third
of the XIX — first third of the XX century, who considered general education as social progress.
Therefore, her social and political, and subsequently state-administrative activities were aimed at
the cultural development of Ukrainian society. Namely, by introducing into the structure of the social
education system in Ukraine during the period of the Ukrainian Central Rada, the Hetmanate of
P. Skoropadsky and the Directory of the Ukrainian People s Republic of all components that were not
present during the previous political power and state administration. We are talking about preschool

and extracurricular education.

Despite the fact that Ukraine in the first three years of the Ukrainian Revolution of 1917-1921
turned into a center of political and military upheavals (the struggle of military political forces for
control over Ukrainian lands) in Eastern Europe, the activities of Sofia Rusova in the corresponding

historical period for the development of the Ukrainian system education was productive.

The criteria for the effectiveness of the innovative activity of Sofia Rusova in 1917-1919 relate
to: development of an original, humanistic, democratic in essence, personality-oriented concept of
preschool education; recognition of preschool education as the first link in the state educational
system, distribution of public preschool education and training of teaching staff for it; improving
the administrative apparatus in the educational sphere; uniting the activities of all organizations
and institutions that were involved in out-of-school education, organization of libraries, reading
houses and preparation of a “model catalog” of literature for public libraries, active development
of the system of preschool education and out-of-school education at the lower levels, initiation of
consideration and adoption of the Law “On Granting Civil Service Rights to Employees of Out-of-
School Education and Preschool Education”, when various categories of preschool workers were
equated with the corresponding categories of employees of lower, primary, secondary and higher
education; training of conscientious Ukrainian personnel who created a kindergarten that was

Ukrainian in spirit, in form and in content.

Investigating the contribution of Sofia Rusova to the formation of the national adult education
system, the author came to the conclusion that her state and administrative activities in the field
of education for a short but extremely eventful period in the history of Ukraine — 1917—1919 — is
invaluable for domestic pedagogy and therefore is one of the pillars of the modern education system

in Ukraine.

Key words: Ukraine in the first third of the twentieth century, Ukrainian Revolution of 1917-1921,
extracurricular and preschool education, development of out-of-school and preschool education
in Ukraine in 1917—-1919, Sofia Rusova, state and administrative activities of Sofia Rusova in the

educational sphere.
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The problem Statement. Sofia Rusova
(1856-1940) an outstanding social and political
figure of Ukraine, who, having a rich experience of
participation on a voluntary basis, in extracurricular
and preschool education, was able in a fairly short
period of time to make a significant contribution to
the development of preschool and extracurricular
education at the state level in Ukraine. In particular,
in 1917-1919 she developed an original, humanistic,
national and democratic in essence, personality-oriented
concept of preschool education. During the period of
her leadership of the Department of Preschool and
Extracurricular Education under the General Secretariat
of Education, preschool education was recognized
as the first link in the state educational system of
Ukraine; the spread of public preschool education and
the improvement of its administrative apparatus took
place, as well as the training of pedagogical personnel
for it was organized; the unification of the activities of
all organizations and institutions that were involved in
out-of-school education was achieved; the activities of
libraries, reading houses were organized, and a “model
catalog” of literature for public libraries was prepared;
the system of preschool education and out-of-school
education at the lower levels was actively developing;
the law “On granting civil service rights to employees of
out-of-school education and preschool education” was
adopted, when various categories of preschool workers
were equated with the corresponding categories of
employees of lower, primary, secondary and higher
education; training of conscious Ukrainian cadres
was organized, who were engaged in the creation of a
Ukrainian kindergarten in spirit, in form and content.

The Analysis of Recent Research and
Publications. Sofia Rusova’s activities have not bee
n a subject of study for a long time. Historians and
educators got the opportunity to comprehensively s
tudy her as a person only with the proclamation o
f Ukraine’s independence. It is over the past thirty
years that new conceptual approaches have been
put forward in assessing the significance of Sofia
Rusova’s activities. The first thing you pay attention
to when analyzing the historiography of the research
topic is the fact that this problem has not yet been
comprehensively studied, but still found reflection in
the scientific works of historians and educators.

On the basis of a comprehensive historiographic
analysis, thedegree of study ofthe probleminvestigated
by the author of the article is determined. This article
is based on the materials of various scientific works
on the topic, volume and time of writing, which are
numerous and mutually complementary.

One of the most important sources for studying
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the activities of Sofia Rusova during the Ukrainian
Revolution of 1917-1921 is her memoirs — “My
Memories” [23]. In them, she pays attention not only
to her own biography, but also notes her life positions,
socio-political views and expresses her attitude to
important events of 1917-1919.

This article uses materials that are presented in the
scientific works of modern Ukrainian historians and
teachers. This makes it possible to reveal the problem
under study in more detail. In particular, one of the
researchers of the life and work of Sofia Rusova
L. Gonyukova, in her scientific work “Memories of
Sofia Rusova” [7] reveals the process of her joining
state activities during the period of the Ukrainian
Central Rada.

During the Soviet period, the life and work of
Sofia Rusova, in particular in 1917-1921, because of
her accusations of “Ukrainian bourgeois nationalism”
were practically not studied. Therefore, in the
historiographic base of the corresponding scientific
article, scientific research about Sophia Rusova of the
Soviet era is not presented.

With the proclamation of independent Ukraine,
a new period begins in the study of the heritage of
the outstanding educator and public and political
figure Sofia Rusova. So, already in 1990-1991, the
first popular science articles about her appeared.
For example, such authors as G. Datsyuk [10],
A. Zamlinskaya [11], A. Kosuli [15] and others.
Despite the fact that the activities of Sofia Rusova
during the Ukrainian Revolution of 1917-1921 did
not become the subject of their attention, however,
the above-mentioned scientists highlighted certain
aspects of her socio-political, cultural and educational
activities in 1917-1919. So, in the scientific research
of A. Kosuli “The Great Enlightener” [15], interesting
little-known facts of her biography of 1917 are
given. In addition, in his scientific work, the author
publishes individual documents that have not been
previously published, which are of scientific interest
for researchers of the life and work of Sofia Rousova
during the Ukrainian Revolution of 1917-1921.

A large number of historians, pedagogue and
writers joined the formation of the studios of
Sophia Rusova during the Ukrainian Revolution of
1917-1921 at the beginning of the XXI century.

Among the massive historiographic heritage of
the modern period, it is necessary to highlight the
scientific work of S. Nagachevsky “Pedagogical
thought and enlightenment in the women’s movement
in western Ukraine (II half of the 19th century —
1939)” [19]. In his scientific work, the author paid
attention to various aspects of the social and cultural
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activities of Sofia Rusova during the Ukrainian
Revolution of 1917-1921. In particular, little-known
and simply interesting facts of her biography were
presented to them.

No less attention deserves the scientific research
of I. Ulyukaeva “The activity of Sofia Rusova on the
creation of a system of preschool education in Ukraine
in 1917-1919” [27] and the Directory of 1917-1919
revealed her contribution to the development of
Ukrainian statehood during the Ukrainian revolution
of 1917-1921. The author drew attention to her
great organizational work on approving preschool
education as the first link in the educational system
and training teachers for this.

No less constructive information about the
activities of Sofia Rusova during the Ukrainian
revolution of 1917-1921 was obtained by the
author of this scientific article from the author’s
abstracts of dissertations by L. Gonyukova “Social,
political, cultural and educational activities of Sofia
Rusova (1870s — 1940s.) [6], G. Grutz “S. Rusova
and the educational movement in Ukraine” [9],
A. Pshevratskaya “Psychological and pedagogical
foundations of the organization of public preschool
education in the works of S. Rusova” [23]. For
example, in the author’s abstract of L. Gonyukova’s
dissertation in the third chapter of the scientific
research, in general terms, the sociopolitical,
cultural and educational activities of Sofia Rusova
in 1917-1921 are revealed. Based on the analysis of
the activities of Sofia Rusova during the period of her
creative and professional rise, the candidate for the
degree identified her contribution to the construction
of a national state on a democratic basis.

It should be noted that the social and political
activities of Sofia Rusova during the Ukrainian
Revolution of 1917-1921 in modern historiography,
taking into account the chronological framework
of the study of published scientific works, is
represented unevenly. Most of the scientific works
are devoted to the place and role of Sofia Rusova in
the processes of the period of the Ukrainian Central
Rada and the Directory of the Ukrainian People’s
Republic. For example, in a scientific article by
L. Berezovskaya “The contribution of Sofia Rusova
to the development of national education based
on the materials of the magazine “Free Ukrainian
School» (1917-1920)” [2], the author focuses on
the sociopolitical, pedagogical and journalistic
activities of Sofia Rusova during the Ukrainian
Revolution of 1917-1921. At the same time,
bypassing her activities during the Ukrainian State
of P. Skoropadsky.

So, characterizing the historiography of this article,
the author came to the conclusion that the activities of
the outstanding Ukrainian figure Sofia Rusova began
to be studied quite fully and diversifiedly during the
period of independence of Ukraine. First of all, there
are historical studies that highlight the place and role
of Sofia Rusova in the history of the development
of Ukrainian statehood and domestic pedagogy. All
this is revealed on the basis of a balanced analysis
of investigated and objectively reconstructed little-
known events, archival documents, memoirs, and
the like. However, insufficient study of this problem,
the lack of a comprehensive study and its scientific
relevance require further substantive research.

The purpose of the article is to highlight the topic
of Sofia Rusova’s participation in the development
of the national system of governing bodies for out-
of-school education and preschool education and to
provide an assessment of her state-administrative
activities in the field of education.

Presenting the main material. Considering the
existence of a centuries-old educational process
in Ukraine, where specific individuals played
an important role at different historical stages
of its development. And also the proclamation
of 2017-2021 as a period of commemoration of
events and outstanding participants in the Ukrainian
Revolution of 1917-1921. Research and coverage of
the social and political activities of Sofia Rusova, who
deserves the title “Hero of Ukraine” for her selfless
work for the good of Ukraine, first of all, having
made a significant contribution to the formation of the
national education and upbringing system during the
years of the national liberation struggle of 1917-1921
is appropriate and motivated.

In the corresponding study, the author examines
not only facts from the biography of Sofia Rusova
of the revolutionary period (1917-1919) directly
related to her state and administrative activities, but
also highlights her social position, views and attitude
to important external and internal processes. These
processes accompanied the course of events during
the reign of the Ukrainian Central Rada, Hetman
Pavel Skoropadsky and the Directory of the Ukrainian
People’s Republic. It was they who were associated
with the development of Ukrainian statehood in
1917-1919, in particular, its educational sphere.

The revolutionary events in Russia at the beginning
of 1917 affected the Naddnipryan Ukraine by the
rapid growth of the Ukrainian national liberation
movement. It was headed by the Ukrainian Central
Rada. Sofia Rusova at that time not only continues
to be an active participant in social and political
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life in Naddnipryansk Ukraine, but joins the state
process. She receives the mandate of a member of the
Ukrainian Central Rada from the public organization
“Prosvita” [5, p. 292]. It should be noted that her
state activities were not limited to being a deputy
in the Ukrainian Central Rada. When the executive
body of power in the Ukrainian People’s Republic
was created — the General Secretariat, Sofia Rusova,
given her long “preschool history”, was proposed
to head the department of preschool education and
extracurricular education formed in August 1917
(since January 9, 1918 — the Ministry of Public
Education) [3, p. 100].

Coverage of the role and place of Sofia Rusova
in the development of the Ukrainian national system
of governing bodies for extracurricular education and
preschool education in 1917-1919 should begin with
defining the attitude of the Ukrainian society of that
period to the designated problem.

Public attention to out-of-school adult education
in Ukraine during the Ukrainian Revolution of
1917-1921 was quite significant. This was facilitated
by the fact that the corresponding problem in the
pre-revolutionary period was already in the field
of vision of the Ukrainian intelligentsia [6, p. 19].
This happened due to the definition of this type of
education as one of the most productive factors in
the cultural development of the people [12, p. 214].
As a result, the problem of adult education does
not lose its relevance during the period of the
Ukrainian Revolution of 1917-1921. Moreover,
during this period, it acquires a progressive
development [22, p. 176].

Due to the peculiarities of the above historical
period, this problem was solved in two ways. “From
below”, we are talking about measures of public and
private societies, institutions, cooperatives, local
governments. And “from above” — the support of
this idea by the Ukrainian Central Rada, the General
Secretary of Education and other Secretariats, which
also dealt with out-of-school education institutions
(military, agriculture, railways, etc.) [1, p. 16]. In
addition, the adult education system had a national
character [8, p. 75].

Taking into account the above circumstances
regarding the development of adult education, it
becomes clear that all the activities organized and
carried out by the Department of Out-of-School
Education under the leadership of Sofia Rusova in
1917-1919 to spread public out-of-school education
and train teachers for it, not only did not go beyond
public expectations, but moreover, they met the needs
of society [13, p. 69].
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The first steps of Sofia Rusova in the development
of preschool education was the unification of the
activities of all organizations and institutions that
were involved in out-of-school education. First of
all, we are talking about the most widespread public
organizations “Prosvita” in that historical period
in Ukraine. Since the beginning of the revolution,
these public organizations operated throughout
the territory of Ukraine. They were very popular
among the Ukrainian population, for example, rural
[4, p. 52]. Therefore, Sofia Rusova expressed a
common opinion when she characterized “Prosvita”
as “our national, the best form of conducting the
educational process among the adult population of
the country” [16, p. 177].

In accordance with this, it decided to convene the
First All-Ukrainian Congress ‘“Prosvita”. Thus, the
congress held on September 20, 1917 considered it
necessary to unite all the “Prosvita” into unions in
districts, counties, provinces and in each of them to
distinguish sections: lecture, library, publishing, etc.
lecturers, organization of libraries, compilation of
bibliography for public readings and the like [25, p. 24].

Heading the Department of Extracurricular and
Preschool Education under the General Secretariat
of Education, Sofia Rusova organized the creation
of a central warehouse for books, scientific aids for
adults and textbooks for self-education. She also
personally joined the preparation of a “exemplary
catalog” of literature for public libraries [14, p. 38].
It should be noted that the main methodological
publication in the field of extracurricular work should
be considered compiled in the department, under the
close supervision of Sofia Rusova, “Guidelines for
the leaders of extracurricular education and preschool
education”, which was supposed to serve as such a
task as instructing and helping those working in this
field of activity in the field [21, p. 12].

The most elementary form of spreading out-of-
school education, which was used by the Department
of Out-of-School and Preschool Education under the
leadership of Sofia Rusova, was the organization of
libraries and reading rooms. For example, by order
of Sofia Rusova, a plan for the development of the
library network in Ukraine was drawn up. For this
plan, libraries were to be created in all provincial
cities and counties. However, this task turned out to
be overwhelming for the department. This happened
due to a lack of funds, primarily for the purchase
of new books, the maintenance of libraries and the
construction of new premises [16, p. 175].

An equally interesting fact about the activities of
Sofia Rusova as head of the department of out-of-
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school and preschool education is the organization
and control of the activities of local adult education
bodies. So, Sofia Rusova believed that the education
of adults in the provinces should have been dealt
with by the provincial school councils. However, in
practice it was mainly zemstvos and cooperatives that
controlled the relevant situation on the ground. The
explanation for this situation, again, was the practical
possibilities of the centralized educational body for
out-of-school and preschool education, which were
more of a moral than a legal nature [6, p. 19].

For this reason, at a meeting of zemstvo and city
leaders of out-of-school education, a path was outlined
for the development of a wide network of educational
institutions for the adult population in Ukraine. And
also the organization of a number of different events
aimed at solving painful and acute problems for that
time. Such as illiteracy and low cultural level of the
Ukrainian people [20, p. 38].

Regarding preschool education, the very fact of
the inclusion in the General Secretariat of Education
of the department of preschool education actually
meant its recognition as the first link in the state
educational system. Sofia Rusova joyfully welcomed
this event, since she sharply felt and fiercely criticized
the absence of preschool education in the educational
structure of the Russian Empire [26, p. 74].

Thanks to the efforts of Sofia Rusova, a consistent
policy was carried out in the field of public preschool
education in that difficult, in many ways tragic and
eventful time. In the context of this policy, constructive
measures have been taken. It is worth noting that the
propaganda of the Soviet period, characterizing the
activities of the government of the Ukrainian People’s
Republic in the field of education, either completely
hushed up its work, or covered it biasedly and
distortedly, for the sake of the political conjuncture.
For example, in Soviet historiography it was argued
that the first measures to spread preschool institutions
began to be carried out only after the establishment
of Soviet power in Ukraine. Such allegations
appeared because documents and materials related to
educational affairs during the Ukrainian Revolution
of 1917-1921 were seized and until the early 1990s
were hiding in special repositories of the Central State
Archives of the highest authorities and administration
of Ukraine [22, p. 176].

Another, no less important, positive moment in
the history of Ukrainian education, according to Sofia
Rusova, was the Ukrainianization policy, founded by
the Ukrainian Central Rada and supported by Hetman
Pavel Skoropadsky, and later by the Directory of
the Ukrainian People’s Republic [18, p. 52]. It is

worth recalling that Sofia Rusova paid considerable
attention to the issue of Ukrainization of educational
institutions in Ukraine even in the pre-revolutionary
period. Moreover, this was one of the main reasons for
her participation in the Ukrainian national liberation
movement in the last third of the XIX — first third of
the XX century [25, p. 23].

All of the above innovations by the author logically
explain the comprehensive support provided by Sofia
Rusova to the Secretary General of Education of the
Ukrainian People’s Republic Ivan Steshenko. This
was due to the implementation of the popular at that
time slogan “Ukrainization of public education, all
schools and all educational organizations” [2].

Having headed the departments of preschool
education and out-of-school education, Sofia
Rusova immediately decided on the priority tasks
in this direction. The first thing that worried the
public and political figure was the provision of
preschool institutions with qualified personnel.
So, to achieve this goal, Sofia Rusova organizes a
preschool seminary [24, p. 91]. As conceived by
Sofia Rusova, the seminary was created in the format
of a scientific and methodological center, which
was supposed to perform mentoring functions,
in particular, to advise preschool workers and
popularize the idea of public education. Therefore,
experienced pre-revolutionary specialists were
involved in the work of the seminary [12, p. 115].

Inaddition to the active development of the system
of preschool education and out-of-school education
at the lower levels, Sofia Rusova sought to improve
the administrative apparatus of this system. For this,
in January 1918, she appealed to the Ministry of
Public Education with a proposal to consider the issue
of universal compulsory preschool education and its
corresponding legislative consolidation [23, p. 31].
So, in the prepared by the department of the draft
regulatory document “Regulations of kindergartens”
it was noted that “all children from three years old
must go to kindergarten”. These institutions should
be “free everywhere and organized at the expense
of the zemstvo and city government” [13, p. 70].
In other words, Sofia Rusova made efforts to create
a regulatory and legal framework for preschool
education on a free basis for all young citizens
of Ukraine.

In addition, she became a co-author of the draft
“Regulations for Kindergartens”, which was included
in the collection “Organizational Councils for
Extracurricular and Preschool Education” along with
other materials, for example, with a plan for setting
up kindergartens and summer playgrounds. These
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materials, both then and today, are characterized
as important instructions on the organization and
functioning of kindergartens and other forms of
public education for preschool children [17, p. 144].

The next important step in formalizing the work
on public preschool education as an equal link in
the public education system was the decree at the
beginning of 1919 of the Council of Ministers of the
Ukrainian People’s Republic “On granting civil service
rights to employees of out-of-school education and
preschool education” [19, p. 33]. So, in accordance
with this document, various categories of preschool
workers (heads of departments, instructors of various
levels and heads of preschool institutions) were
equated with the corresponding categories of workers
in lower, primary, secondary and higher schools.
Where for each of these categories the educational
qualification was determined. The corresponding law
was adopted at the request of Sofia Rusova, who,
substantiating her idea, noted that among primary
and secondary school teachers there are many who
want to go to work in preschool institutions, but they
are deterred from this decision by the lack of benefits
enjoyed by public service teachers [21, p. 13].

So, the above-mentioned government decree,
already at the legislative level, showed the importance
for Sofia Rusova, as the head of the department, of
the issue of teaching staff in preschool education.
The corresponding government decree was aimed
at helping to attract new people to work with
preschoolers. As Sofia Rusova later recalled, “it was
not possible to find Ukrainian leaders anywhere to
organize Ukrainian kindergartens” [26, p. 117]. That
is why considerable attention in 1917-1919 was
paid to the training of personnel for public preschool
education and, above all, for Ukrainian kindergartens.

At this time, the Frebel Pedagogical Institute
continued to function. In particular, in April 1917,
under him, courses were organized to train specialists
for work in kindergartens and orphanages, and in the
fall of 1917, along with the Russian one, a Ukrainian
branch was opened at the institute, which was headed
by Sofia Rusova, its founder [11, p. 357].

The content of training specialists in preschool
education has wundergone significant changes,
when the institute was supposed to train conscious
Ukrainian cadres who would create a Ukrainian
kindergarten in spirit, in form and content. In the book
“My Memoirs” she described this event as follows
“...one of my first actions was to Ukrainize the Frebel
Institute” [7, p. 136].

The second educational institution, which trained
preschool workers, was also Ukrainianized — the
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school of frebelevok nannies of the Kiev Society of
People’s Kindergartens. Thus, at a meeting of the
Society in April 1917, it was decided to restructure
the work of the school, directing it to the training
of teaching staff for Ukrainian kindergartens. The
teaching of the Ukrainian language, general and
children’s Ukrainian literature, as well as history and
geography was introduced. By the way, at this meeting
it was decided not to Ukrainize the kindergartens that
had been opened earlier, because half of the children
in them were not of Ukrainian nationality, but in
parallel with the existing ones to create Ukrainian
children’s institutions [19, p. 23].

Among a number of activities aimed at ensuring
the training of national pedagogical personnel, during
this period, a special place was occupied by special
courses organized and conducted in April —May 1918.
Sofia Rusova pinned great hopes on their graduates
in the opening of the first Ukrainian national gardens
[10, p. 61]. So, in the curriculum, in addition to the
traditional topics that introduced the listeners to the
basics of the theory and methodology of preschool
education and the characteristics of preschool
children, the topic “Ukrainian Studies” was also
included. However, the volume of the material was
insignificant, therefore it was limited only by the
knowledge necessary for future educators to work with
children [27]. It should be noted that the courses were
taught by well-known experts in preschool education,
such as: Sofia Rusova, Ekaterina Tolmachevskaya,
Anna Ikonnikova and Vasily Zenkovsky [15, p. 102].

Since the Frebelev Pedagogical Institute,
remaining the only higher pedagogical educational
institution in Ukraine that trained qualified preschool
workers, he could not fully satisfy the growing need
for them. Sofia Rusova turned to Ivan Steshenko with
a proposal to introduce kindergarten disciplines into
the curricula of teachers’ institutes and pedagogical
courses. The Minister of Education approved her
initiative and ordered to prepare a corresponding
bill [9, p. 8].

Since the Frebelev Pedagogical Institute,
remaining the only higher pedagogical educational
institution in Ukraine that trained qualified preschool
workers, could not fully satisfy the growing need for
them. Sofia Rusova turned to Ivan Steshenko with
a proposal to introduce disciplines directly related
to the kindergarten into the curricula of teachers’
institutes and pedagogical courses. The Minister of
Education approved her initiative and gave an order
to prepare an appropriate bill [5, p. 292].

Responding to the urgent need of the time, Sofia
Rusova in a short time developed the concept of a
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Ukrainian national kindergarten. She outlined this
concept in the books “Preschool Education” (1918)
and “In Kindergarten” (1919) [16, p. 179]. These
works, at that time, were not the only ones where
a holistic theory of the upbringing of preschool
children was presented, as well as the organization
of the activities of kindergartens. It should be noted
that the concept created by Sofia Rusova, on the
one hand, accumulated the developments of foreign
and domestic theory and practice of upbringing
children of preschool age, and on the other hand,
was the result of many years of creative research by
the author. It is safe to say that Sofia Rusova created
an original, inherently humanistic, personality-
oriented concept of preschool education. In
particular, in the book “Preschool Education” she
gives a fairly comprehensive answer as to what a
Ukrainian kindergarten should be like. Namely: “It
should be organized scientifically, in accordance
with modern certain principles of psychology
and pedagogy. At the same time, it must be
completely imbued with the national spirit of our
people” [22, p. 175].

It is clear that the theoretical basis of the system
of preschool education and out-of-school education is
formed by the principles according to which preschool
education should have been carried out. According
to Sofia Rusova, upbringing in kindergarten should
be individual, national and meet the socio cultural
requirements of the time [8, p. 76].

Sofia Rusova called individualization the main
requirement for “fair upbringing”. For example,
criticizing the school of her day, she noted that in this
“old” school, the ideal is a class in which “all children
are the same” [14, p. 37]. Sofia Rusova emphasized
that individualization is of particular importance in
the upbringing and teaching of “small children in
kindergartens”. She emphasized that “among these
little boys and girls, colorful spiritual figures are very
clearly manifested. And it is necessary to approach
each of them with the word that better reaches his soul
and will cause independent moral work™ [17, p. 145].

Sofia Rusova believed that due to respect and
love for her people, respect for other peoples, for
all of humanity is formed. She noted that “loving
his people, a child must recognize good traits and
the right to respect for other nations” [21, p. 13].
The basic principles of Sofia Rusova on preschool
education have not lost their significance today.

During the reign of Pavel Skoropadsky’s hetman,
she continued to work at the Ministry of Education.

Where she defended her sociopolitical views, the
principles of democratization and decentralization in
educational work [20, p. 38].

With the coming to power of the Directory of
the Ukrainian People’s Republic, the Ministry of
Education again returned to its activities, which were
based on the principles laid down by the Ukrainian
Central Rada [6, p. 25]. Sofia Rusova combined her
work in the Department of Out-of-School Education
and Preschool Education with other types of
political activity. First of all, by membership in the
Ukrainian Party of Socialist Federalists. From this
party, she was elected as a candidate for delegate
to the All-Russian Constituent Assembly. In
addition, Sofia Rusova participated in the Congress
of the Working People of Ukraine (January 1919)
[10, p. 60]. In Kamenets-Podolsk, where she left
together with the Ministry of Education of the
Ukrainian People’s Republic, party meetings were
held at her apartment, the strategy of the Ukrainian
Socialist Federalist Party was worked out [1, p. 16].
In the same year, the Union of Ukrainian Women
of Naddnipryan Ukraine, Galicia and Bukovina was
formed. In this organization, Sofia Rusova headed
the section on the organization of the hospital. At the
same time she worked as a professor at Kamyanets-
Podolsk University [25, p. 26]. Its participation in
educational processes at the state level ceases with
the establishment of Soviet power on the territory
of Ukraine.

Conclusions. Thus, studying the problem of
Sofia Rusova’s professional activity during the
Ukrainian Revolution of 1917-1921, the author of
the scientific study came to the conclusion that the
period of the formation of Ukrainian statehood was,
albeit short, but very productive in the professional
activity of Sofia Rusova. She played an important
role in the creation of the national education system.
Sofia Rusova personally made significant efforts to
develop preschool and out-of-school education in
Ukraine. She taught at pedagogical courses, gave
general lectures on methodology, prepared a number
of laws and bills. Her theoretical legacy contributed
to the development of the concept of preschool
education and out-of-school education based on the
cultural heritage of the Ukrainian people. Under her
leadership, a system of public administration bodies
for extracurricular education and preschool education
in Ukraine was created, which made it possible
to significantly increase the level of education
of the population.
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Icropig Ykpainu

Moty3 B.K. NIJIBUIIIEHHSI TPOMAJCBKOI'O PIBHSI OCBITH B YKPAIHI TIJI YAC
YKPATHCBKOI PEBOJIIOIIII 1917-1921 PP.: OIIHKA E®EKTUBHOCTI AISIJIBHOCTI CO®IT
PYCOBOI B HAITPSIMI ITO3AIIKIJIBHOI TA JOIIKLJIBHOI OCBITH

Cmammio npucesueno npobnemi yuacmi Coghii Pycoeoi 8 npoyeci YKpaincbkoco 0epaicasomeoperHs
nepiody Yxpaincwkoi pesomoyii 1917—-1921 pp., a came 8 po36y008i HAYIOHANLHOI cUCMeMU OP2AHI8 YNPAGTIHHS
NO3GUIKLIBHO 0CBIMOI0 MA OOUKIIbHUM 8UXOBAHHM.

3 oenady Ha 6azamogikosutl oceimuill npoyec 8 Ykpaini, Oe Ha pi3HUX ICMOPUYHUX emanax tio2o PO3GUMKY
8ACTIUBY POTb 8i0iepasany KOHKpEemHi 0COOUCMOCMI, d MAaKoXC 8i03Ha4YeHHs piuHuyl Ykpaincokoi pesontoyii
1917-1921 pp., oocniodicennss ma GUCBIMAEHH 0epaCcasHo-ynpaesrincokoi Oisabnocmi Cogii Pycosoi,
AKa 3poOUNA 8a2OMULL BHECOK V CMAHOBLEHHSL YKPAIHCbKOL HAYIOHAILHOI cucmemuy 0c8imu il 6UXO8AHHS, €
OOYINbHUM MA BMOMUBOBAHUM.

Coghis Pycosa nanexcumsv 00 miei niesou YKpaincbKux coyiaibHO akmusHux Oiguie OCMAanHbOI mpemuHu
XIX — nepwoi mpemunu XX cm., SKI 88adicaiu 3a2aibHy 0cgimy coyianvhum npoepecom. Tomy it epomadcwvko-
ROMIMUYHA, 4 32000M i 0EpPHCABHO-YNPABIIHCHKA OIAIbHICMb OYIa CAPAMOBAHA HA KYNbMYPHUL PO36UMOK
CYCRIbCMBA WLIAXOM YRPOBAONCEHHS 8 CMPYKIYPY cOYianbHoi cucmemu ocsimu 6 Ykpaini 0obu Yxpaincokoi
Lenmpanonoi Paou, I'emomanamy IlI. Ckoponaocvrkoeo ma /[upekmopii Ykpaincokoi Hapoownoi Pecnybnixu
8CIX MUX CKAAOHUKIB, SKI OYIu 8IOCYMHI 3a NONepeOHbol NOAMUYHOL 61a0U MA 0ePAHCABHO20 YNPABLIHHS —
NO3AWIKLIbHOI Ma OOWKIIbHOT 0C8imu.

Heszesaorcarouu na me, wo Yrpaina 3a poxu Yxpaiucexoi peesonroyii 19171921 pp. nepemeopunacey Ha
YyeHmp NOLMUYHUX i BOEHHUX nepenumill (6opomvba 0EHHO-NOITMULHUX CUTL 3d KOHMPOTb HAO YKPATHCOKUMU
semaamu) y Cxioniu €eponi, disionicme Coghii Pycosoi wodo po3dyoosu ykpaincokoi 0owKinehoi ma
NO3AWKINbHOT cucmemu ocgimu 6y1a nPOOYKMusHOoI ) 6I0N0GIOHUIL iICMOPUYHULL NEePIiOO.

Kpumepii epexmusnocmi innosayitinoi oisnonocmi Cogpii Pycoeoi ¢ 1917-1919 pp. cmocyromucs:
PO3pOONEeH S  OPUCTHANILHOL,  2YMAHICMUYHOL, O0eMOKPAMUYHOL 3a CB0€I0  CYMHICMIO, 0COOUCMICHO
OpIEHMOBAHOT KOHYenyil 0OWKIIbHO20 BUXOBAHHS, 800CKOHANEHHS AOMIHICmMpamuenozo anapamy y cgepi
ocsimut; GU3HAHHA OOWKLILHO20 BUXOBAHHS NEPULOIO JIAHKOIO 0epIica8HOl 0C8IMHbOI cucmemu, NOUUPEHHS
CYCRIIbHO20 OOWKIILHO20 BUX0BAHHS, 00 €OHANHI OISLIbHOCMI BCIX Opeanizayill ma ycmanos, wo OniKy8anucs
NO3AWKITBbHOIO 0C8IMOI0, Opeanizayii 6ioriomex, KHU2030ipens [ Yumanenb, a MaKo’iC YKIAOAHHS «83ipYe8020
Kamanoayy aimepamypu 0Jisi 2pOMAOCbKUX Oibriomex; akmugHoi po30y0oeu cucmemu QOUKIIbHO20 UXOBAHHS
ma no3awKinbHOI 0C8IMU 8 HU308UX JIAHKAX, THIYII08AHHA po3eniady ma nputinamms 3axoHy «lIpo Haoanus
npas 0epicasHol cayscou cnispobimHUKam NO3AWKIIbHOT 0C8imu ma OOWKIIbHO20 BUXOBAHHSY, KOMU PI3HI
Kame2opii OOWKIIbHUX NPAYIBHUKIE NPUPIBHIOBANUCS 00 BIONOBIOHUX KAME20PIll HUJNCUOL, NOYAMKOBOI,
cepeonboi ma 8uUWoi WKOAU, NIO20MOBKU CBIOOMUX YKPAITHCOKUX KAOPi8, AKi OU cmeoprosanu YKpAiHCbKull 3a
0yxom, popmoro ma 3micmom Oumsa4ul Cadox.

Hocnioaxcyrouu enecox Coghii’ Pycogoi 8 cmanosieH sl HAYIOHAbHOI cucmemMu HO3AWKIIbHOI ocgimu ma
OOUIKINIBHO20 BUXOBAHHS, ABMOP OIUULO8 BUCHOBKY, WO ii 0epicasHO-yNpasrincyKa JisnibHicmy y cghepi ocgimu
30 KOPOMKUUL, aie HA038U4aliHo Hacuderuil nodismu nepiood icmopii Yxpainu (1917—-1919 pp.) mac neoyinenne
3HAYeHHsA 05 BIMYUSHAHOT Neda2o2iKu, Mmomy i € 0OHIEI 3 OCHO8 CYUACHOT cucmemuy oceimu 8 Yxpaiti.

Knwuoesi cnosa: Yrpaina nepuioi mpemunu XX cm., Yxpaincoxa pesontoyia 1917—-1921 pp., nozawkinbHa
ma OOWIKIIbHA 0C8IMa, Po36UMOoK NO3AWKLIbHOL ma 0owKintbHol oceimu 6 Ykpaini ¢ 1917-1919 pp., Cogis
Pycosa, depoicasno-ynpasnincoka disnsnicmes Coghii Pycosoi’ y cghepi oceimu.
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