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The teacher, the collective and the individual

The focus of my short presentation today is the

newspaper article “Ilemaror — KoJIJIEKTUB —

auyHocTh”, which was published in :

Literaturnaia gazeta on 28 October 1970, less

than two months after Sukhomlynsky passed - L O e ]
away. It is a shortened version of an article that
was initially submitted to the journal
Sovetskaia pedagogika in 1967, and ultimately
published in the journal Narodnoe obrazovanie
in 1989. Both versions of the article were
published in Professor Olha Sukhomlynska’s =g
Etiudy o Sukhomlinskom: Pedagogicheskie &
apokrify. 1 would like to take the opportunity to
thank Professor Sukhomlynska for this
remarkable book and all the work that went into
it. My paper today is just a short footnote to
that book.
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Comparing two versions of the article

In the 1989 publication, the editors of
Narodnoe obrazovanie suggested that the
article published in Literaturnaia gazeta in
1970 was both ‘abbreviated’ and
‘softened’ (‘mosiBUIach B COKpAIIEHHOM U
BechbMa ‘“‘cmsarueHHoM’’ Buje’.) Professor
Sukhomlynska disagrees with this
assessment and suggests that the
publication in Literaturnaia gazeta was
indeed abbreviated but was written just as
forcefully as the original article, and she
invites readers to compare the two articles

for themselves.

¢ 1989

NEOATOMMYECKHWE PA3AYMbSA:

BPEMS, NKOAN, MAOEH

UOTU BNEPEL !

B. A. CYXOMITMHCKHWA

Mounu 200 wasad, 6 cEWMAGPLCKOM HOMEpe
Haweeo KypHaa@ Obitu  OMyGIUKOSAHW  nuChMA

A nioeda, a konne 60-x 20006, ApUIRAKN
HO20 3ADOACCANUS MUQAMETEHE CKPHsd.

B. A C: 0 Dulouwemy 3ave 2046
Ho20 pedaxmopa A. Boiimy. B munnox apxuse A. boit-
Ma coxpanuaach cmames B, A. CyxoMAURCKO20 «Hd-
mu enepedly, XOMOpas yXe NOCAE CMEPWUL dsmopd,
28 970 2. @

u eecsma aude 6 «JI i
ep3eme» nod Hed, — K -

bwa0 0onad. 7 M 2pamdi
umotn  nocmasums  GeIOUIUGOYHEA  Ouazie
demn, xaX OCWECTNGEHHER DONE3KL  NODIKD
MIKOTBHYI) HKIIHB.

B mo epems, Kozda nopadosnocms Guaa
seiged OCHIPo dePUELAIHEY, @ GATLUECHT FHITY 31

Juwnocme», Hemopus smoi cmamby OMEHB XapaK
MmepHa 0N GPEMENN, KOIMOPOE Mbi MENEPs HATHIGAEM
. A. C; fi ee dax
«Cosemcxoil ' nedazozukus, HO OHa We Owina mam
Aomop mux 0 npuvune 3mo2o:
«..cmamp U3 «C
A, cramba 3ma Wuzde we nozsumcs — ceiiwac He
apems s GucKyccuu no Fmoii ocmpoil meMes (nuck-
Mo_-om 24 wona 1967 2.)

He epems das ducxyccuu... Ommenens xowuu-
aace. Ha cweny nepuody, KOmopsil 6epHY: noiu-
e 3

ke RONCHIEO,
0co0BOOUR YINUKOS U3 Razepen, @ KpecmbsHCmon
U3 Kp e duna 2Hui0-

a6 i yene, yrmenr Cyxosinuucx
0 CAMOM DOIBHOM, GOTHYVIOWIEM, MPEBON)
AN ZPOMKO, HE MPUCTIOCADAUBASCY & HE KPUEH |
Iocne omxasa 6 ny6auKayuu cmamsi B, |

i 6 AucHME, ME |pod
covbugaem, wmo npodoaxaem pabomy nad wel. « 5
Hepy nonAN, wmo bopeba npomus amuzonos Max
Ko mipeGyem cefiyac npexde 6ceso St Kus
Maray , Sau dyxa Maxap @ augma
MOM, MMOOW OMIMENIaNnt HOPMATUIM, LHUMIHIHUYE
cmeso... Bom g u dymarw Hopabomams iad o
eB sawgumy xusczo Mukapenxos. Xowemes
3amb, 40 Ohilth NOOTUHHBM MAKIPERKOCHEM &
OHu — MO IHaUT Meopuecxis nodxodunts K
uDESM, pazsUAAmIL UX, HHOPOG OMKARBANIECE

Ibel

P
cmuas nopa 3acmos. Hoonw cmanu sosspayamscs
HQ COOU Mecmad, UH@POPMAUUIO RAM CHOGH cmamn
Oomnyckams CAOGHO H3I-NO0 MONN, d MENOSCK GHOGH
6 poau e - BCHueCKl
nodasnsng oOpemuas HOSYI CUTY KOMIHIHO-GI0PO-
p B omuyxdenue cma-
R0 npuobpemants 4ydosuuHLe Popyu — omuyxde-
Hnue om mpyda, om eaacmu, OM KoAAeKmueda, om
IO IR
Ho auwn celivac, Ha omdarenui, 6¢¢ npocMad-
mpusaemes CHO u vemKo. Imo meneps, yuydpenHe
u de MIE HEF -
osaeM 6N COOUML UMEHAMU, ARATLIUPYeM B0Ae3Hb,
Komopoll max 21y0oKe OHI0 OXSAUEHO OGO,

MeXay NeaarorMueckol TeopHes W Ku-
BbiM NOBCEAHEBHLIM ONLITOM LUKONLI 3ame-
yaercs pa3pwiB, . KoTOpeiH @ Gl Hassan
BAMHCTBEHHBIM B CBOEM pOAS. JTOT paspsis

MBHOCTbIO! A&ca-
THNETMREMM [OKA3LIBAETCH, YTO TO WM HHOE
Teop BbIC
TaKHM-TO YUEHbIM, ABNAGTCH NPAaBHNbEHbIM. C

70

mar 20, KO DMO Hil G KOEM CTYHUE HE O5RG
HUBBEPANIL, MENSNIL OUIYIO HENEY CTIPEMACH
KOMMYNUCHIINECKOZO GOCTIUMIAHLA

Cecodnn Ml MYOAUKYEM CHIATILKD
pedls & MoIKOM OGBeMe, Ge3 KaKix - « "
nuii. Yezo zpexa maump,— Mt 0o Cux nop uko
oudum 6 Kuanu aubo feayi cmopony, woo u
Ho mwm seds vxe vOeduaues: 0dHa HiOHKR 3¢
cnocodrocme xodume no OOHOI <MOpoNe, X
u cosduenm YCMOUYUEYI) KaPNUIAY MUpd, HO &
doumenue u 6 KOHUE KOKWOS npucodunt

HMuanexmuyeckuil nodxod, cnocoono
MUCALGRIME APUGHYHIAC OHCHKU
nam udmu sneped, K wemy us duiexuz |
s0sem nac B. A. Cyxomiunckut.

A xouy sac y6eanTh TONLKS B TOM
YTO BEl AOAMMbI BbiTh CMEMsIMA.
4TO BBl ROMMHB  Aep3ATE

A. C. MAKAPEHKC

370/ UeNLIO B LUIKONABX CTaBATCA IKCNEPH
MEHTBI, B HAYHUHO-MCCNEfOBaTENbCKMX MHCTH
TYTax HCMNHCBLIBAKOTCA rOPbLI Gymarn, u Ha nOAKA
APXMBOB NOXATCH AMCCEPTALMM.
Mexanwueckoe, BGesaymHoe npeTsope
HHe P Koro B G’
NPakTMUeCKOro oneita — ¢ @AMHCTBEHHON
LeNLIO AOKA3aTE MCTMHHOCTS 3TOTO MONOXE:

—
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~ Comparing two versions of the article

I have compared the two articles, and
I came away with the strong

impression that Sukhomlynsky

9293

himselthad editod the attiole he had — KOJHIEKTHE — HWMHOETG

«JlvTeparypHas raseta», 28 okrabps 1970 r.

written for Sovetskaia pedagogika to B.A.Clpomatmcit

produce the shorter version that Or pexakunu. 35 AeT otaAar oH AeTsim. J mouTy Bee 3Ty TOABL KOTOpbIE
GbIAK, IO COBCTBEHHBIM €r0 CAOBAM, TOAAMM GOABLIOTO M HY C YEM

appeare d il’l Literaturnaia gaz eta. 1 HE CPaBHYMOTO CYaCThf, CBA3aHBI C PabOTOI B OAHON CEAbCKOM mikoae. Bee,

YTO 3AECh €CTh, CO3AZHO €r0 PyKamu, BAOXHOBAEHO €TI0 MBICABIO, €70 JHEPTHEIL
OcraButs nocae cebs TaKyIO UIKOAY — YK€ BIOAHE AOCTATOYHO AASL OAHOI

have two reasons fOI' SuggGStlng thlS. yauTeAbCKOM >ku3HM. Ho ceroans MoskHO roBoputs 0 1mkoAe CyXOMAMHCKOTO
: ; B JHOM NOHMMaHMY — KaK O CHCTEME B3TASAOB 3TOTO NIEAArOra.
The first it that the editors of Yaen-koppecnosaeHT Akapemmn neaarormdeckix Hayk CCCP,
: l'epoit Compaanctirieckoro Tpyaa B.A.Cyxomamucknii ocTaBua
Literaturnaia gazeta wrote 1n the 6oAblLIOE TeAaroriyeckoe Hacaeaye. Mbl IyGAMKYeM CEeroAHs ABE CTaThy
B.A.CyXOMAMHCé{OI‘O. OaHa 13 HuX — «Hez_\?&(‘)r ~ KOAAGKTUB —
: AMYHOCTB» — ObLAA IIPHMCAAHA aBTOPOM B «Al'» He3ap0Ar0 A0 cmepTH,

preamble to the article that they had Apyras. — B3sTa HaMMpMS ras3eThl «A%Tepaﬁ‘ypﬁa Ykpaina», rae onangqa'ra}\aczy

Ha YKPaMHCKOM S3bIKE4.

received it from the author shortly
before his death. (‘[cTarbs] ObL1a
IpuciIaHa aBTOPOM HE3aJI0JT0 J0

CMepTH’).
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Comparing two versions of the article
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The second reason is that the editing
of the article suggests a more
personal approach than would have
been taken by the editors of the
newspaper. In particular, the
following words about Makarenko
appear in the newspaper article but
did not appear in the article written
for Sovetskaia pedagogika: ‘51 uckan
B €r0 KHUTaX UCTUHBI, B KOTOPBIX
ype3BbluaiiHO HY:KAAJgCs.” (My
emphasis.) It does not seem likely
that the editors of Literaturnaia
gazeta would have added such a
personal statement without
Sukhomlynsky’s involvement, and |
think it likely that these words were
written by Sukhomlynsky himself.

C 3IIIOB «ABPOPBI», UIET BOT yiKe MATBIECAT JIeT.

A WcKa B ero KHUTax MCTUHBI, B KOTOPBIX YPE3BBIYAMHO HyXJlaicsa. Bech
MOH CKPOMHBIH MeJarOrHYecKHH OMBIT — Pe3yJIbTAT 3THX HCKaHWH. M ecin BMec-
Te ¢ UCTHHAMMU cO BpeMeHeM B cucreMe A.C.MakapeHKO MHe OTKPBUIMCh M KakHe-
TO TIOJIOKEHHS, KOTOPBIE CErOIHS YaKe He KUKYTCSA CTOIb 0e3yIIpeuHbIMH, TO TaK0Ba,
BEPHO, THAIEKTHKA NeIarorMYeckoro Tpy/a.

I eme paa ¢ GOJTBI0 TOROPIO O TOM, UTO GE3MyMHOE CTPEMJIEHHE BOILIOTUTh
B JKM3HE DYKBaTBHO Bee BhIcKazblBaHus A. C.MakapeHKo, CcTpeMieHHe JI0Ka3aTh, YTO
BCE MM CKa3aHHOe IIPaBUIbHO, & TOT, KTO HE COIVIaCeH, — €PeTHK, IPUHOCUT OrPOM-
HEIN BpeJT IpekIe BCero camoii ciucreMe MaxapeHko, 100 CHHKAeT pasib TOro 6e3y-

CJIOBHO IIEHHOIr'O M HEIIPEXOAAIIEro, 4To B HeH ecTs.
TIATAATLIE TTATVNT ¥ VUAHTIAIN RLITAINTITATNAT TIATATNATA NKARLIRAAT WMATT-
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The content of the article

Let us now turn to the content of the article, which in both its versions represents one of
the clearest statements of a key element of Sukhomlynsky’s educational philosophy, his
belief in the priority of the individual over the collective. Consider the following three
statements taken from the article:

‘Cdepa Halero Tpyjaa — >KMBOM 4EJI0BEK, €ro ayiia.

‘borarcTBO 00IIECTBA CKIABIBAETCA U3 MHOTOOOpa3Hsi COCTABIISIOUIUX €r0
WHJIUBUJIOB, IOTOMY BbICIIIAs 11€JIb BOCITUTAHUS — CaM Y€JIOBEK. ’

‘S ry0oKo yOEKJIeH, YTO 11€JIb KOMMYHUCTHYECKOTO BOCIIUTAHUS — YEJIOBEK, a
KOJUIEKTUB — JIMIIIb CPEJICTBO B JOCTHKEHUU STOU LIEJH.

Sukhomlynsky wrote the article for Sovetskaia pedagogika at the invitation of its editor,
F.F. Korolev, who asked him to respond to West German scholars who were comparing
him to Makarenko, seeing in their juxtaposition a confrontation between two
educational systems, Makarenko’s ‘totalitarian’ system and Sukhomlynsky’s ‘Christian-

humanistic’ system.
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The content of the article

Rather than rebuff this suggestion, Sukhomlynsky proceeded to denounce some of
Makarenko’s statements about the priority of the collective over the individual, using
very strong language. The following is an example:

Kak 3T0 Ba’)kHO — Hay4YWUTh MAJIEHBKHUX JETEU MO IIa3aM, MO JBUAKEHUSM, IO PEYU
pacno3HaBaTh y OKPYXAIOIIKUX JIIOAEH TOpPe U paoCTh, OTOPUYEHHUE U TPEBOTY,
O€CITOKOMCTBO U cMsTeHHUE. ECiin He MPOBOAUTH ATON PaOOThI, YEIIOBEK MOXKET
BBIpACTH O€CUYBCTBEHHBIM uypOaHnoM. CobepuTe TpUAIATh TAKUX YypOaHOB, U
nepe BaMu OyieT ""KOJUIEKTUB', HO Kako? DTo OyneT ciernas, 0e3ayliHas cuia,
roToBas OECIIOIaHO PACTOITaTh uelloBeKa. Takue "KOIIeKTUBBI" €CTh, K
COXKQJICHUIO, B IIKOJIaX. Tynoe paBHOAyIINE, OECCEPICYHOCTh, SMOIIMOHAIbHAS
TOJICTOKOXKECTh — 3TO OYEHb OJlarojilaTHas mo4Ba Jyisl JulieMepus, jemaroruu. B
TaKHUX "KOJUIEKTUBAX" €CTh BUIUMOCTh KDUTUKHA U CAMOKPUTHUKH, HO BCE ITO

JIMLIEMEPHE.



Sukhomlynsky’s courage

Nearing the end of his life, Sukhomlynsky was not afraid to denounce evil, even though
he paid dearly for it. Even during the final months of his life, he appears to have found
the time to edit his article to a suitable length for a newspaper and forward it to
Literaturnaia gazeta.

Although raised as an atheist, Sukhomlynsky appears to have been a man of deep
spirituality. He was aware of the depths of the human soul and of a human being’s
capacity for moral refinement. His own life was an example of supreme self-sacrifice, a
life of dedicated service.

It was also a life of great courage. Not satisfied with having developed a model school
and educating generations of students, he challenged the educational establishment and
communist ideologues, hoping to influence the future development of Soviet education.
In this he was successful, with his works being published posthumously in huge print

runs, and his writings influencing educators throughout the decades that have followed
his death.



Sukhomlynsky’s humanism

Sukhomlynsky’s writings are imbued with the same spirit as those of writers
like the humanist psychologist Erich Fromm. Like Fromm’s writings, his
writings suggest that it 1s ultimately love that is the solution to the human
problem, not some form of organisation enforced from above. The pathway to a
better society is through the education of each individual, in families, in schools
and universities, in churches, synagogues and temples, through spiritual
traditions, and through organisations that promote the ideas of human
refinement, love, service and respect.

I would like to suggest that Sukhomlynsky’s approach is not so much
‘Christian-humanistic’ (though the Ukrainian family traditions he embraces
have been influenced by a Christian heritage), as ‘Universal-humanistic’, as his
work should appeal equally to people from any spiritual tradition who share the
values of caring for our natural environment, of non-violence, truthfulness,
compassion and service.
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