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The issue of formation of the concept of social competence of pupils have been considered. Different approaches to the 
interpretation of the defi nition of the components of the concept of "social competence" have been analysed. The structural analysis 
of social competence and identifi ed components have been conducted. The author has proved the importance of partnership 
schools with families of pupils to create favourable conditions for training and education of children and youth, has highlighted 
the realization of this cooperation, has given a classifi cation of the most vulnerable categories of pupils. Simultaneous targeting 
consolidated efforts of all participants in the educational process provides the most effective result. Pupils who are brought up in 
such a partnership become parents in their future open to effective cooperation. Based on the research we have singled out the 
following structure of social competence with its main components: motivational, cognitive, social and behavioural values.

Key words: social competence, social competence structure and components, partner cooperation, school, family.
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The basic tendencies in relation to the dynamics of quantitative and high-quality composition of primary school teachers in the 
period of tacking of Transcarpathian lands to Czechoslovakia have been studied, as well as the basic ways to increase pedagogical 
qualifi cation of primary school teachers in conditions of passing to mother tongue studies. In recent years in Transcarpathia in the 
Austro-Hungarian Empire there has been a sharp deterioration of primary education in terms of providing education in their native 
language. The Czechoslovak government a priority of state considered reforming the education system, providing its citizens with 
quality education, took into account regional and ethnic characteristics of land that belonged to its members. This included training 
and teachers − in the land of almost no teachers who could provide training in primary schools in their mother tongue. Attention 
has been paid to the issue of course preparation and retraining of teachers, in particular creation of courses of extrnat preparing 
of primary school teachers, administrativ methodical courses. The content of educational course for training of primary school 
teachers has been analyzed as well as pedagogical content of courses of existing teachers training because the school system 
needs Carpathian Ruthenia administrative and professional teachers. The terms of appropriation of qualifi cation of primary school 
teachers, graduating students of the Hungarian teaching seminaries have been considered, creation of the special examination 
commissions for confi rmation of pedagogical qualifi cation in national schools.

Key words: primary school, teacher of primary school, pedagogical qualifi cation.
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