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PEDAGOGICAL CONDITIONS OF FORMING TOLERANCE IN
PROSPECTIVE PRIMARY SCHOOL TEACHERS

New era of the evolution of the society requires lifelong education. A rapid
development of information streams and communication technologies requires the
improvement of systems providing certain changes in higher education, and aimed at
training specialists for various fields.

Note, that the need for introducing innovative approaches to degree training
under the terms of lifelong education needs for shaping a tolerant personality. The
pedagogy of tolerance as the formation unit for a new direction in teaching have been
studied by: A. Asmolov, H. Beziuliova, H. Shelamova, B. Viatkin, V. Khotynets,
Ye. Khakimov; the problems of tolerant education of children are covered in
scientific works by V. Sitarov, V. Marlov; such scholars as O. Hryva, 1. Zhdanova,
O. Rybak, A. Matiienko, Yu. Hrachova, Ya. Dovhopolova, T. Bilous work on various
aspects of forming tolerance in children and youth in Ukraine.

In the context of important guiding principles of teaching the young generation,
tolerance 1s one of the categories of the pedagogical heritage by J. A. Komensky,
K. D. Ushynskyi, A.S. Makarenko, V. O. Sukhomlynskyi, Sh. O. Amonashvili. The
ideas of goodness, humanity, and peacefulness formed the basis of the works of
H. Skovoroda, T. Shevchenko, I. Franko, L. Ukrainka.

As a rule, the problem of tolerance in pedagogical sciences is considered
regarding teenage and senior school age, because their major characteristics is the
search for the sense of life, selectivity in establishing communication ties, and so on
(R. Valitova, B. Hershunskyi, V. Kremen, A. Mudryk, D. Feldstein et al.) [1; 2; 3; 4;

5]. One of the goals of our research is to form tolerance in elementary school children



and these objectives of our study cause pedagogical conditions of forming tolerance
in prospective primary school teachers.

The identified pedagogical conditions of forming tolerance in prospective
primary school teachers are not exhaustive and need further research and scientific
studies in educational theory and practice.

The relevance of the problem and the lack of its scientific development
determined the choice of the topic of this article. Its purpose is to define the essence
of the notion of “conditions”, “pedagogical conditions,” to establish a system of
pedagogical conditions of forming tolerance in future primary school teachers.

Many national and foreign educators dedicated their works to the study of the
problem of forming tolerance in schoolchildren. Thus, in his dissertation research,
P. Stepanov analyzes the pedagogical conditions of forming tolerance in teenage
students by means of introducing them to other cultures in the community attractive
and valuable for teenagers; actualization of the problem of teenagers’ attitude to other
cultures’ representatives in the training problem situations aimed at identifying
possible contradictions in their attitude to other cultures; organizing debates enabling
teenagers to relate their attitude to other cultures with the views of their peers;
organization of reflection regarding adolescents’ attitude towards other cultures,
which involves the formation of their conscious and responsible position in the field
of intercultural relations; providing assistance to schoolchildren in mastering the
required skills, encouraging an active participation during the meetings with
representatives of other cultures, in resolving problem situations [6].

In the context of our study, the work by O. Skriabin regarding the pedagogical
conditions of forming communicative tolerance in senior students is relevant. It
introduces cognitive (behavioral) criteria that provides for direct active participation
of high school students in the interaction and is expressed in certain actions:
willingness to unconditionally accept the individuality of another (without changing,
or re-educating the partner); the absence of aggressiveness, conservatism, and
categorical judgments and estimates of people; ability to put up with the character,

habits, physical and psychological features of the partner; ability to find common



ground with different people (“language flexibility”’); empathy, readiness for
constructive communication - dialogue, genuineness in dealing with people (the
ability to be yourself) [7].

Analyzing the development of tolerance in high school students in France,
O. Matiienko highlights the pedagogical conditions of the formation of
communicative tolerance in students, namely the obligatory involvement of students
into social activity, which involves active cooperation with different people; unified
actions of all social structures, provided by French educators; a constant pedagogical
monitoring of the state of forming communicative tolerance of each student. It
involves predicting, monitoring, and rapid adjustment of communicative tolerance of
each student in a particular period of time; structuring the relations in the system of
student-student, student-teacher; taking into account the age differences relevant
forming tolerance; training teachers for the pedagogical management of educational
process [8]. In the context of the investigated problem, P. Kolmohorov focuses on the
pedagogical conditions that promote tolerance formation. He identifies the following
pedagogical conditions:

— forming the system of values;

— knowledge about the essence and historical forms of tolerance; and

— developing abilities and skills at tolerant interaction, focus on tolerance [9].

Before determining the pedagogical conditions of training future teachers for
forming tolerance in elementary school pupils, we should pay attention to the concept
of “conditions”. In general, conditions can be regarded as certain theoretical positions
that form the boundaries of the phenomenon, identify the process of certain social
phenomenon functioning. O. Panakhushyna determines the conditions as a
multifaceted and substantive matter, a set of circumstances in its essence, which
affect the relationships “subject — subject” contributing to cooperation and the
resolution of certain problems [10, p. 22]. Pedagogical conditions, as defined by
N. Volkova, is a choice of techniques consistent with the objectives and content of
educational activity, with their educational impact, matching individual features and

age of students, accounting peculiarities of student body [11, p. 165]. N. Moiseiuk



refers pedagogical conditions to the pedagogically substantiated organization of the
environment, business, communication, stimulation, etc. [12, p. 378].

Theoretical and practical outcomes in the area of forming readiness in the
student youth gave grounds to believe that the teaching conditions we have designed
are truly essential.

1. Taking into account the individual level of prospective teachers’ tolerance as
a basis for interaction with primary school pupils.

2. Adding tolerance-developing content and its components to the university
curriculum.

3. Transforming the content of training prospective primary school teachers on
the basis of the pedagogy of tolerance.

The content, forms, and methods of transformative educational activities are
inefficient when they are not combined in a system, not related by the common
purpose, the logic structure and effective development of the educational process. Let
us reveal the methods and forms of teaching students in accordance with each
pedagogical condition.

Implementation of the first pedagogical conditions: taking into account the
individual level of prospective teachers’ tolerance as a basis for interaction with
primary school pupils envisages testing to determine the psychological climate in the
team. According to V. Shpalinskiyi, “Psychological climate is a factor through which
any collective activity is refracted and mediated” [13]. Analysis of the test results
proved that psychological climate is one of the most important conditions to ensure a
non-conflict collaboration of different students every day for several years in a way
not prone to conflict. According to the pilot study, the majority of students (67.0%) —
are the people who appreciate the psychological climate in the team, they like their
group mates. On the other side, 29.0% of students indifferent to the psychological
climate in the team, belong to another group; communication is less important for
them. Other 4.0% of students consider the psychological climate in the team as the

one that leaves much to be desired regarding interpersonal relationships.



We can examine individual characteristics of students by means of the tests
“Can you communicate?” and “Are you prone to conflicts?” The results of
psychodiagnostics contribute to the definition of character traits, temperament,
beliefs, and the values of the youth. In particular, the results of the test clarified the
main causes of conflicts among students: misunderstanding, injustice, violence,
intrigue, jealousy, and high self-esteem. Analyzing the problem of communication
with students, we have identified the following principles of tolerance towards others,
namely:

1. Do not doubt the mental abilities of your partner.
Keep confidence in people.
Don’t start conversation with contradictory problems.

In an effort to convince people, you must first let them speak.

A

Criticize in a positive way: criticism should be the means and not the goal;
people who enjoy confidence and respect, can criticize; criticize the case, activity, not
a person; criticism should be applied to specific cases, but not routinely in everyday
life; criticize in private, in a friendly tone.

Discussing the principles described above, the students were able to see their
effectiveness and understand their importance in the forming of individual tolerance.

During business games and meetings with psychological counselors, with their
help, intolerant students came to the following conclusions, such as:

— avoid being alone with your problems;

— for some time, step aside from your worries;

— do not take the huff; do pause to prevent explosions of anger;

— do not be cranky, give in; and

— do not have high demands. Anyone who expects too much from others
constantly feels dissatisfaction because other people’s actions do not meet the
requirements.

We determined adding tolerance-developing content and its components to the
university curriculum as the next condition for the effective formation of tolerance in

students. This requires the following types of work:



— studying and selection of literature on tolerance;

— conducting seminars with psychological counseling and social services
providers;

— meetings with famous people, whose tolerance plays an important role;

— watching films with a vivid expression of tolerant (intolerant) attitude and
discussing them;

— conducting seminars;

round tables;

— discussing the essence and implementation of the ideas of tolerance;

— development of educational activities for students, schoolchildren, and
communities on the issues of tolerance; and

— master-classes (student — student, student — pupil, student — society).

The content of education is also a subjective experience of the individual with
his/her attitudes, values and meanings, skills, including social skills, behaviors, and
abilities [12, p. 411 — 413]. The purpose of the educational part of our research is to
develop skills of tolerance in the younger generation, to reveal each of its
components, as well as the history of tolerance, facilitate the formation of this
personality trait, teach regulatory documents concerning tolerance, train the ability to
be tolerant in the society.

The third condition of our experimental study is the transformation of the
content of professional training of future primary school teachers on the basis of
pedagogy of tolerance. To achieve this goal, we have chosen the following forms of
work with the experimental group students: running a workshop on tolerance;
volunteer work; work in the community; events dedicated to international and
national holidays.

The process of shaping professional skills of students at forming tolerance in
primary school pupils will be effective subject to the compliance of pedagogical
conditions mentioned above. In turn, they reflect educational process of higher
pedagogical educational institutions, which is aimed at revealing interrelations

between tasks, conditions, forms, and methods of this process.



Our study does not answer all the questions regarding the challenges of
implementing pedagogical conditions of forming tolerance in prospective primary
school teachers into the educational process of higher educational institutions.
Attention of teachers, researchers, educators in dealing with all aspects of the

problem and the development of methods for its application is required.
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bupko H. M. Ilexaroriudi ymoBu (popMyBaHHS TOJEPAHTHOCTI MaliOyTHiX
YUYHTEJIB MOYATKOBOI IIKOJIH

VY crarTi BU3HAYEHO CYTHICTb HOHATTS “yMOBM~, “NeNaroriuHi yMOBH
CIIPOEKTOBAHO CUCTEMY MEJAaroriyHuX yMOB (POPMyBaHHS TOJIEPAHTHOCTI MaOyTHIX
YUHTEJIB MOYATKOBOI IIKOJM: YpaxyBaHHs 1HJIMBIAYaJdbHOTO PIBHS TOJEPAHTHOCTI
MaiOyTHIX MEeAaroriB K OCHOBH I MPO(MECIHOI NsUTbHOCTI 3 YUHSIMH MTOYATKOBUX
KJIaCiB; HAIOBHEHHSI 3MICTy BHUXOBHOI POOOTH y BHIIOMY HaBYAJILHOMY 3aKjaji
MarepiajlaMi  II0JI0 PO3BUTKY TOJEPAHTHOCTI Ta CKJIQJHUKIB TOJEPAHTHOCTI;
Tpanchopmarlisi 3mMicty TpodeciiiHol MArOTOBKA MaWOyTHIX YYHTENIB MOYATKOBUX
KJIaciB Ha 3acajax IeJaroriki ToOJIEpaHTHOCTI. Po3kputo Metomu 1 dopmu
opraizailii HaBYaJbHOI Ta BHUXOBHOI POOOTH CTYACHTIB BIAMOBIIHO JO KOXHOI
MeJaroriyHoi yMOBH, CEpel HUX: TMPOBEJACHHS TECTYBaHHS Ha BU3HAYCHHS
MICUXOJIOTIYHOTO KJIIMaTy B KOJEKTHBI, BUBYEHHS 1HAWBIIYyaIbHUX OCOOJIMBOCTEH
CTYJIEHTIB 3a nonomororo tecTiB “Uu Bmiere Bu chinkyBatuca?”’, “Uu xkoHIIKTHI
Bu?”; BuB4ueHHs Ta miAlip JiTepaTypd TMPO TOJEPAHTHICTH, CEMIHAPU 3
MpPEJCTABHUKAMHM TICUXOJIOTIYHUX Ta COIIaJbHUX CIIYXO0; TPOBEACHHS MalcTep-

KJIaciB (CTYIEHT — CTYIEHT, CTYJCHT — y4€Hb, CTYJCHT — TpoMaja); podoTa ryprka



“MalicTepHsi TOJICPAHTHOCTI”; BOJIOHTEpChbKa poOOTa; poboTa B I'poMaji; 3aXOiH,
MPUCBAYEH] MI)KHAPOJIHUM 1 HallIOHAJTBHUM CBATAM TOMIO.

AHanizytoud TpoOJeMU CHUIKYBaHHS 31 CTYJIEHTaMH, BUJILJICHO MPUHITUIN
TOJICPAHTHOTO CTaBJIEHHSA [0 CHIBPO3MOBHUKA, SIKI € HaCIiAKOM Mpo0jemM
CHUJIKYBaHHSA 31 CTYJIEHTaMHU BUIIIOTO TIEAAroriyHOr0 HaBUAJILHOTO 3aKJIafy.

Kniouogi cnosa: TonepaHTHICTh, YMOBH, TIEAAroridyHi YMOBH, 3MICT BUXOBaHHS.

bripko H. M. Ilenaroruyeckue ycjioBusi (pOpMHPOBAHUS TOJECPAHTHOCTHU
Oyaylmux yqureseil Ha4ajJbHOM IIKOJIbI

B cratee ompeneneHa CYIIHOCTh NOHATHH “‘yCIOBHUS, ‘‘TEIaroru4eckKue
yCIIOBUSI”, CIPOCKTUPOBAHA CHUCTEMa II€IarOTUYECKUX YCJIOBUH (opMupoBaHUs
TOJIEPAHTHOCTH y OYAYIIUX YYHUTENeH HaYaIbHOMW IMIKOJBI: YYET MHIAMBUIYATBLHOTO
YPOBHSI TOJIEPAHTHOCTH OYyIIHMX MEIaroroB Kak OCHOBBI JJis MPOodhecCUOHATBHOTO
B3aMMO/JICUCTBUS C YYAIIMMUCS HAYaAJIbHBIX KJIACCOB; HAIIOJIHEHUE COAECPKAHUS
BOCIIUTATEIHLHOM pabOTHI B BBICIIIEM Y4€OHOM 3aBEJICHUHM MaTepraliaMy 10 Pa3BUTHIO
TOJICPAHTHOCTH W COCTABJISIONIMX TOJIEPAHTHOCTH;, TpaHCPOpMaIUs COJIECpP KaHUS
npodheCCUOHAIBHOM MOATOTOBKHU OyAYIIMX YYUTEIEH HauyallbHBIX KJIaCCOB Ha OCHOBE
MeJJaTOTUKUA TOJIEPAHTHOCTH. PacKpbIThl METOABI U (DOPMBI OpraHU3AIUU yUeOHOU U
BOCITUTATEILHOU PabOThl CTYJACHTOB B COOTBETCTBUHU C KaXKIbIM I€IarorHyeCKUM
YCJIOBHEM, CpE€AM KOTOPBIX: MPOBEACHHE TECTUPOBAHHUS Ha  ONPEICICHHUE
[ICUXOJIOTUYECKOTr0  KJIMMaTa B  KOJUIEKTUBE, W3YYEHUE  HHAUBUIYAIbHBIX
OCOOCHHOCTEH CTYJICHTOB C IIOMOIIBIO TECTOB ‘‘YMmeere U Bbl 00mAThCA?”,
“KoH(auKTHBl 71 BbI?”; H3ydeHHE M MOAOOpP JIUTEpPATypbl MO TOJIEPAHTHOCTH;
CEMUHApPhl C TPEACTABUTEISIMH  TICUXOJIOTMYECKHX ¢  COIMAIbHBIX  CIIYXO,
MPOBEJICHUE  MacCTep-KJIAacCOB  (CTYIEHT-CTYAEHT, CTYACHT-YUYCHUK, CTYJCHT-
o011ecTBO); padoTa Kpyxkka ‘“Mactepckas TOJEPAaHTHOCTU; BOJOHTEpCKas padoTa,
pabora B 0O0ImIecCTBE, MEPONPHUATUS, TOCBSIICHHBICE MEXKIYHApPOJIHBIM U

HallMOHAJIbHBIM ITpa3JIHUKaM U T.[.



AHanmm3upys mpoOJeMbl OOIIEHHUS CO CTYJACHTAMH, BBIJICIICHBI IPUHITUAIIBI
TOJICPAHTHOTO OTHOIICHUS K COOCCETHUKY, KOTOPHIE SBIISIOTCS CIICJACTBUEM IPOOIeM
OOIIIEHHS CO CTYJICHTAMH BBICIIETO IeIarOrMYeCcKOro y4eOHOTO 3aBeCHHUS.

Knwouesvie cnosa: TONEPAHTHOCTb, YCJIOBHUS, IE€IArOTUYECKUE YCJIOBUS,

COACPKAaHUC BOCIIMTAHHA.

Byrko N. M. Pedagogical Conditions of Forming Tolerance in Prospective
Primary School Teachers

The article defines the notions of “conditions” and “pedagogical conditions”,
designs a system of pedagogical conditions of forming tolerance in future primary
school teachers: taking into account the individual level of prospective teachers’
tolerance as a basis for interaction with primary school pupils; adding tolerance-
developing content and its components to the university curriculum; and transforming
the content of training prospective primary school teachers on the basis of the
pedagogy of tolerance.

The article explores the methods and forms of organizing the training of
students in accordance with the above pedagogical conditions, including
administering a test to determine the psychological climate in the group; studying
students’ individual characteristics by means of the tests “Can you communicate?”
and “Are you prone to conflicts?”; selecting and studying the literature on tolerance;
conducting seminars with psychological counseling and social services providers,
master-classes (student — student, student— pupil, student— society); running a
workshop on tolerance; volunteering in the community; organizing events dedicated
to international and national holidays, etc. In addition, the analysis of the problems in
communicating with students led the author to the identification of the main
principles of tolerant communication.

Key words: tolerance, conditions, pedagogical conditions, content of education.
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