
1.     //        / є  
 . –  . – 1923. – .121-123

2.        є        1919-1920 . . 
//    , . 28, . 2., . 53. – 40 .

3.        є        1922-
1926 .  //    , . 28, . 2. . 357. – 19 .

4.                
  1929-1935 . . //    , . 28, . 2. . 1429. – 120 .

5.     - ,       1931-1933 . .//    
 . 28, . 2. .1886. – 11 .

6.     29  1923 .        , 
             //  

      / є   . –  V. –  1. − 1924. – 
.1-6

7.   ,    1929-1930 , 1929-1932 . . //    , . 
28, . 2. . 1411. – 46 .

8.   ,        ,     
   1918  1920 . . //    , . 28, . 2. . 46. – 3 .

9. Pešina J. Školtvi na Podkarpatské Rusi v pritomnosti/ Pešina J. – Praha: Statni nakladatelstvo v Praze,1933. − 51 str.

і   

           
         ,  
            
  .         ,  

       ,   
.            

        .
 :  ,   ,  .

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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The paper analyzes the process of language education of students in Galicia secondary schools during the interwar period of 
the twentieth century, which characterized by the introduction of new trends in education and science, including the declaration 
postulate of pedo entrism. The main task of the school, which was a versatile personality formation was reviewed. We have 
considered the forms and methods of pupils' culture of speech development, the state of writing in Galicia schools during the 
interwar period of the twentieth century, psychological prerequisites of culture of writing formation, the requirements for speech 
development and the main trends of culture of speech formation methods that provide consideration of the child's individuality, 
its informative and rich personal life, teaching skills and teacher’s initiative. On the basis of the written work we have made a 
conclusion about the phases of students writing skills development and topics for writing works that should be associated with the 
inner world of the child emotional state, the outside world and everyday life.

Key words: education, technique, culture of speech, writing.
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