Santrauka

Edukaciné komisija (1773-1794).
Minint 250-3sias jkirimo metines.
weemums boitina paversti Zmones lenkais,
o0 lenkus piliecdiais, uztikrinant
valstybei visokeriopag sékme...”

1773 m., pirmojo padalijimo laikais, dar tebevykstant seimo
darbams, parlamentarai idkeldavo batinybe jkurti valstybing jaunimo $vietimo jstaiga. Sio projekto jgyvendinimo
galimybe suteiké popieziaus brevé dél Jézuity ordino uzdarymo, paskelbta Abiejy Tauty Respublikoje 1773 m.
rugséjo 10 d. Tuomet seimas spalio 14 d., reaguodamas j popieziaus sprendima panaikinti Jézuity ordina, kara-
liaus Stanislovo Augusto iniciatyva jkiiré ,,Komisija tautiniam bajorijos jaunimo $vietimui tvarkyti“ (lenk.
Komisja Nad Edukacja Mlodzi Narodowej Szlacheckiej Dozér Majacej), arba kitaip tariant Edukacing
komisija (lenk. Komisja Edukacji Narodowej). Sia institucija sudaré 8 politikai, kilg i§ pasaulietinio ir dvasininky
luomo. Edukacing komisijg sudaré senato atstovai: Vilniaus vyskupas Ignotas Masalskis (Ignacy Massalski)
(1727-1794), skirtas Edukacinés komisijos pirmininku; kunigaikstis, Plocko vyskupas Mykolas Poniatovskis
(Michat Poniatowski) (1736-1794); Gniezno vaivada, kunigaikstis Augustas Sulkovskis (August Sutkowski)
(1729-1786); Lietuvos Didziosios Kunigaikstystés pakancleris Joachimas Liutauras Chreptavi¢ius (Joachim
Litawor Chreptowicz) (1729-1812). Tuo tarpu i§ ,riteriy luomo” buvo paskirti seimo atstovai: Lietuvos
Didziosios kunigaikstystés didysis ra$tininkas Ignotas Potockis (Ignacy Potocki) (1750-1809); Podolés zemiy
generolas, kunigaikstis Adomas Kazimieras Cartoriskis (Adam Kazimierz Czartoryski) (1734—1823); Lenkijos
Karalystés didysis kancleris Andrius Zamoiskis (Andrzej Zamoyski) (1716-1792); Kopanicos senitinas Antanas
Poninskis (Antoni Poninski) (1732-ap. 1830).

Pagrindinis Edukacinés komisijos jkirimo idéjos salininky ir
nariy tikslas — geru, besiaukojan¢iy tévynés reikalams ir tarnaujanéiy jos labui pilieciy ugdymas. Seimo atstovas
Feliksas Oracevskis (Feliks Oraczewski) (1739-1799), ilgainiui Krokuvos akademijos rektorius, saké: ,Mums

biitina paversti Zmones lenkais, o lenkus pilieciais, uZtikrinant valstybei visokeriopa sékme™".

Komisijos veiklos ir jos pradétos $vietimo reformos finansavimo

pagrindu tapo buvusios jézuity valdos, seimo laikinai pateikti Paskirstymo komisijoms kontrolés ir vertinimo

' E Oraczewski, Mowa trzecia. Dnia 11 Maja Miana, 1773, https://polona.pl/item-view/9c558fcd-8299-4fae-al ce-
-2£88526c42a7?page=9 [prieiga: 2024.03.24].
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tikslams. Paaiskéjus, kad komisijos aplaidziai tvarké patikéta turta, ju veikla buvo nutraukta 1776 m. seimo
nutarimu. Administravimo pareigas perémé Edukaciné komisija, Bendrojo fondo lésy paskirstyma suteikdama
Karoliui Morisui Leleveliui (Karol Maurycy Lelewel) (1748-1830). Kasininkas Lelevelis kartu su komisijos
nariais — Andriumi Zamoiskiu ir Mykolu Mniseku (Michat Mniszech) — 1778-1794 m. veikliai sutvarké buvusiy

jézuity dvary pajamy valdyma, keisdamas juos j $vietimo rémimo fonda.

Komisija privaléjo inspektuoti jai pavaldzias mokyklas, net
parapinés, skirtas nekilmingy pilie¢iy vaikams; dvarininky siny mokyklas, nors jas lanké ir miestie¢iy sinis,
taip pat privadias vyry ir motery mokyklas, kurias buvo laikomas $vietimo sistemos dalimi. Todél daug buvusiy,

jézuity liko dirbti mokyklose ir toliau uzsiminéjo jaunimo lavinimu.

Skirtingai nei daugelyje Europos $aliy, komisijos steigéjai, kur-
dami nauja $vietimo sistemg ir naujas mokymo programas, paliko buvusiems mokytojams jézuitams galimybe

rinktis: jsitraukti j nauja ugdymo sistemga arba iseiti | pensija.

Labai greitai buvo sukurtos naujy mokykly programy metme-
nys. Rengiant juy buvo atsizvelgta i Edukacinei komisijai siysty projekty turinj, jie buvo vykdomi vieSujy
konsultacijy tvarka. Pasitilymai buvo grindZiami nuostata, kad visi dalykai bus déstami lenky kalba. 1775 m.
prie Edukacinés komisijos jkurta Vadovéliy rengimo draugija. Pirma karta taip placiai buvo déstomi gamtos
mokslai: botanika, zoologija, mineralogija, Zemés tkio mokslai, fizika, mechanika, hidraulika, chemija, medici-
nos ir higienos pradmenys. Pagrindiniy dalyky tarpe i$raiskingosios kalbésenos pagrindai buvo pritaikyti tauti-
nio ir pilietinio ugdymo reikméms. Lotyny kalba neteko ligSiolés vietos $vietimo programoje. Ugdant meile
tévynei jaunimas pazindavo lenky literatiiros kloda gimtaja kalba. Taip pat patriotinius jausmus ir praeities
atminimg privaléjo diegti Lenkijos istorija. ] mokymo programa buvo jtraukti teisés mokslas ir pasaulietinés

moralés pradziamokslis.

Reformos principai buvo reglamentuoti mokykly teisiy rinki-
nyje Respublikos Saliy Edukacinés komisijos akademiky luomui ir mokykloms perrasyti jstatai (lenk. Ustawy
Komisji Edukacji Narodowej dla Stanu Akademickiego i Na Szkoly w Krajach Rzeczypospolitej Przepisane).
Tai buvo pirmasis tokio pobtidzio mokyklos reglamentas, kuriame buvo atsizvelgta j visus Svietimo aspektus,
mokymo programas, ugdymo principus, mokytojy teisiy ir pareigy normas, visa tai traktuojant kaip valstybés
interesy ir atsakomybés sritj. [staty pagrindu buvo jsteigtas jgaves pasaulietine forma t.vad. akademinis luomas,
vienijantis visus mokytojus (komisijai pavaldziy mokykly darbuotojus bei dvasiskius). Isigaliojusj tuomet
,bendro gyvenimo“ akademinéje kongregacijoje taisyklé pareikalavo i§ mokytojy pasaulie¢iy dévéti dvasininky
ribus mokyklos patalpose. Mokytojai, priklausantys pasaulietiniam luomui buvo jpareigoti dalyvauti religinése

apeigose.
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Mokytojai gaudavo issilavima Vyriausiosiose mokyklose, nuo-
dugniai perorganizuotuose universitetuose — Lenkijos Karalystés vyriausiojoje mokykloje (buvusioje Krokuvos
akademijoje) ir Lietuvos Didziosios Kunigaikstystés vyriausiojoje mokykloje (anks¢iau Vilniaus akademijoje).
Minétos akademinés institucijos tapo mokykly tinklo administravimo ir priezitiros grandimis, pavaldZiomis
Edukacinei komisijai. Kandidatai j mokytojus pasiraSydavo rasta, isipareigojima paisyti /staty taisykliy. Studija-
vo komisijos 1éSomis ir turéjo teis¢ gauti pensija i$dirbus 20 mety, taip pat jiems buvo uztikrinama pagalba ligos
atveju. Jauni mokytojai, baige universiteto studijas $vietimo fondo 1éSomis, privaléjo keleta mety atidirbti mo-

kyklose.

Nors mokytojai vienuoliai nepateko | $vietimo fondo rémus,
visi be jokiy i$lygy — mokytojai, dirbantys akademinése ir vienuolijoms pavaldZiose mokyklose — buvo jpareiguoti
paisyti Edukacinés komisijos skelbiamy mokymo ir aukléjimo nuorodymy. Papildomai visose mokyklose vyko
$vietimo sistemos vadovybés vizitacijos. Dar Ketveriy mety seimo veiklos metu 1790 m. iSimties tvarka Lenkijos
Karalystés ir Lietuvos pijorai liko pavaldas vienuolijos valdZios kontrolei. Kartu pasitaiko bandymy jtraukti j
akademing ugdymo sistema mokytojus vienuolius, vyriausiuju mokykly alumnus. Krokuvoje $ias pastangas ini-
cijavo pijoras Antanas Poplavskis (Antoni Poptawski) (1739-1799) tuomet, kai vykdant vyriausiujuy mokykly
reforma jose prasidéjo profesionalus pedagogy lavinimas. Pirmieji mokytojai pasaulieciai gavo i$silavinima Len-

kijos Karalystés vyriausiojoje mokykloje Krokuvoje, o po keleriy mety — LDK vyriausiojoje mokykloje Vilniuje.

Abiejy Tauty Respublikos padalijimy akistatoje ,,tautos atmin-
tyje” komisija iSliko kaip vienas didZiausiy laiméjimy. Jos vykdoma $vietimo reforma apémé visas sujungtos
valstybés mokyklas, buvo gerai parengta, orientuota | pilietinj ir patriotinj ugdyma, perteikianti aktualiasias
Apsvietos epochos zinias. Ilgainiui karta, iSaugusi Edukacinés komisijos jsteigtose mokyklose virto intelektualiu

elitu, kuris véliau rapinosi savo vaiky aukléjimu lenkiska dvasia ir kovojo uz nepriklausomybe.

Zymus ir originalus lenky mastytojas bei pedagogas Bronislo-
vas Trentovskis (Bronistaw Trentowski) (1808-1869), vertindamas Edukacinés komisijos veikla, pazyméjo svar-
biausius institucijos pasiekimus — finansavimo lé$y $vietimui uZztikrinimas ir mokyklos pavaldumas valstybei.
Kartu jis kritikaves ugdymo programy sandara dél humanitariniy dalyky ribojimo ir perdéto Zavéjimasj
Pranciizijos Apsvietos ideologija. Nepaisant priekaisty, vertintojo nuomone, komisija ,buvo po Konarskio

mokykly reformos antrasis didziojo lenky $vietimo atgimimo veiksmas™.

1873 m. — minint komisijos jkirimo Simtmetj — iskilmes orga-
nizavo Pedagogy draugija Lvove. 1901 m. istorikas Teodoras Viezbovskis (Teodor Wierzbowski) (1853-1923)

2 B. Trentowski, Chowanna, czyli system pedagogiki narodowej jako umiejetnosci wychowania, nauki i oswiaty,

stowem wyksztalcenia naszej mlodziezy, T. 2, jzanga ir komentarus parengé A. Walicki, Wroctaw 1970, P. 837.
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inicijavo komisijos veiklos dokumenty viesinima. 1901-1915 m. buvo isleisti 39 sasiuviniai, kuriuose buvo

paskelbta daug vertingy medziagy tolimesnéms tyrimams.

XX a. 30-0jo de$imtmecio pradzioje Antrosios Lenkijos Res-
publikos laikotarpiu buvo surengtas komisijos 150-mecio minéjimas. Ta proga paskelbta daug tyrimu, skirty
Edukacinés komisijos veiklos ir $altiniy publikavimui. Taip pat po II pasaulinio karo Edukacinés komisijos

ikirimo 200-ujy metinés sulauké i$kilmingo minéjimo, buvo isleista daug proginiy leidiniy.

2013 m., Edukacinés komisijos 240 mety veiklos jubiliejaus
proga, moksliniy darby $ia problematika Zymiai pagauséjo. Tuomet Kalina Bartnicka ir $vietimo istoriky grupé
i§ jvairiy Lenkijos akademiniy instituciju émési i§samiy Edukacinés komisijos palikimo tyrimu. Siy bendry
pastangy rezultatas — 2018 m. ileista 14 tomy Edukacinés komisijos veiklos raidos serija, kur atskira knyga
pasirodé altiniy ir moksliniy studijy tomas. Zymiausias minétos serijos privalumas — tai Ziniy apie institucija
praplétimas, remiantis Lietuvos Respublikos, Ukrainos Respublikos, Baltarusijos Respublikos ir Rusijos Federa-

cijos bibliotekose ir archyvuose saugomy $altiniy analize.

250 mety Edukacinés komisijos jkirimo jubiliejy lydéjo
jvairios konferencijos, buvo ileista publikacijy $ia problematika. Naujausi tyrimai jrodo i$lickamaja Edukacinés

komisijos darby verte ir nuopelnus kuriant modernia lenky mokykla ir tauta.

Studijoje gvildenamos svarbiausios temos, susijusios su
Edukacinés komisijos veikla: institucijos genezé, $vietimo sistemos pradmenys, mokykly teisés aktai ir naujosios
ugdymo programos, vadovéliy rengimo strategijos, mokytojy lavinimas, jgyvendinant reforma universitety ly-
giu bei diegiant pokycius, skatinan¢ius mokymo populiarinima. Autoré¢, sickdama pristatyti reforma vykdanciy
#moniy nuopelnus, ypatinga démesj skyré ju indéliui | Edukacinés komisijos veiklos raida. Sios institucijos

darbus ir jy istorinj kontekstg jtaigiai parodo gausi iliustraciné medziaga.

Verté Inesa Szulska



AHoTamia

Komicis HamionaabHoi ocBitm (1773-1794).
J{o 250-piyust 3aCHYBaHHA.
«...MOTPiOHO PoOUTH NWIAEH MOJAKAMHU, 2 MOJAKIB rpoMajgsasHaAMHU,
3BIATH npuiijge Bcd yiaya KpaiHi...»

Ha mopinsHOMYy cetiMi 1773 p. memyTaTH HarojloIIyBad Ha
HeoOximHocTi cTBopeHHs ansa Peui IlocmonuToi mep)kaBHOI ycTaHOBH, sika O opraHi3oByBajla BUXOBaHHSI
MOJIOZIOTO MOKOJiHH. MOXKIIMBICTIO peasizyBaTH L0 iZIf0 CTalo PIlIeHHsS PO PO3MYCK OpIeHYy €3YITiB,
Ha/licaHe MarnchbKuM Opese, sike Oyio orosomene B Peui [Tocronutiii y BepecHi 1773 poky. Y BignoBigs Ha
pilIEHHS Manu Mpo po3MyCK Op/EHY €3yiTiB ceiim, Oe3cyMHIBHO 3 iHimiatuBH Kopois CraHicinaBa ABrycra,
14 sxoBtHS 1773 p. 3acHyBaB Komiciro BUXoBaHHA M0J10/i HAIOHAIbHOT HIJISIXTH Wil HATJISIAOM, TOOTO
Komiciro HamioHaapHOT ocBiTh. JI0 ii mepinux 4ieHIB yBIHIIIN BIiCIM MOJITHKIB - SK MHPSIH, TaK 1 CBSIICH-
HocnyxureniB. Bin Cenary me Oymu: o. Irnamiit Maccanbebkuii (1727—1794) — enuckon BinbHIOCHKUT,
npesuneHt Komitrery HamioHanbHOI ocBitH; KHI3b Mixan IlonsToBehkuit (1736—-1794) — enmckon Ilno-
ubKuit; KHs3b ABryct CynkoBebkuii (1729—1786) — BoeBoza rHe3HeHChKniA; Moaxum JlitaBop Xpenrosuy
(1729-1812) — migkanmyiep Benmkoro kHa3iBcTBa JInToBChKOTO. Bin manartu memyratiB («Big IHIIapCcTBay)
yBiduwm: Irnauiii otoupkuit (1750-1809) — Benukuii nucbMeHHUK Besukoro kHs3iBcTBa JINTOBCHKOTO;
kHs13b Aniam Kasumup Yapropuiicekuii (1734—1823) — renepain noAiIbCbKUX 3eMelb; AHIKeH 3aMOHChKUi
(1716-1792) — Benukuii kaHwiep KopoHHnid; Autonii [loninceknit (1732—0m. 1830) — cTapocra KonaHiH-

CHKHIA.

TonoBHoto imeero TBopuiB i wieHiB Kowmicii 3 HalioHa bHOT
ocBiti (KEN) Oyrno BMXOBaHHS JOOpOTo rpoMajasHUHA, 30CEPEPKEHOTO Ha CIpaBax OaThbKiBIIMHH, KU
Oyne mymaru i miste Ha 1i 6maro. OxuH i3 wieHiB ceiimy @enikc OpadeBchkuit (1739-1799), mizHimmii
pexrop KpakiBcrkoi akamemii, ka3aB: «Tpeba 3poOUTH JfofeH TMOIsIKaMH, a TOJSAKIB TPOMasiHaMH, 3BiicH

npuiine Bes yaada Kpaidiy!.

MarepianbHOI0 0CHOBOIO HistmbHOCTI Komicii Ta po3nouaroi
HEIo WKUTBHOT peopmu Oymu €3yiTChKi Mae€TKH, TAMYACOBO MepeaHi CeiMOM PO3MOILITBINM KOMICIsM IS

nepeBipku Ta oriHKy. i Komicii Oymu ckacoBai cetimom 1776 p., OCKUTBKY BOHH HEHAAIHHO PO3IOPSAIKAINCS

' F Oraczewski, Mowa trzecia. Dnia 11 Maja Miana, 1773, https://polona.pl/item-view/9c558fcd-8299-4fae-al ce-
-288526c42a7?page=9 [dostep: 24.03.2024].
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BBipeHnM MaitHom. Moro ympasminns nepeiimio 6esnocepenubo 10 KHO, Toxi sk OcHOBHY Kacy (oH-
ny odonue Kaposis Maypuitiii Jlenesens (1748—1830). Kacup Jlenesens pa3zom i3 qeoma uienamu Komicii
— AHpkeeM 3amoiicbkuM Ta Mixasom MHimekom — y 1778—1794 pp. opraHizyBaB HaJie)kKHE YIpPaBIiHHS

€3yITCHKAM MAa€ETKOM K OCBITHIM (POHIOM.

Kowmicist Harmsiaana 3a BciMa IIKoJIaMu, HaBiTh napadisuibHUMH
— ISt TUIE0EHChKUX JIITeH; IIKOJIM [T CHHIB ABOPSH, X0Ua TaM HaBYaJIHCs | CHHU MilllaH, a TAKOX MPUBATHI
YOJIOBIYI Ta KIHOYI IIKOJH, SIKi pO3MIISIANUCS K YaCTUHA CUCTEMH OCBITH. 3 Ii€l MPUYMHM 0araTo KoJInII-

HiX €3y.l.TiB 3aJTULIAINCS B IIKOJIAX 1 MMPpOAOBIKYBAJIM BUXOBYBATU MOJIOAb.

Ha BiaMiHy Bix 6araTbox €BpONEWChKUX KpaiH, 3aCHOBHUKH
Komicii, po3po0:asitoun HOBY OpraHi3alliro OCBITH Ta HOBI HaBYAJIbHI MPOTrpaMH, 3aJIMIIMIN KOJIHITHIM YUYu-

TEJIAM-€3YiTaM MOJINBICTh MPHETHATUCS IO HOBOI MIKIIBHOT cUCTEMH a00 MiTH HA MEHCIIO.

Jlyxe mBuIKO OyJIO CTBOPEHO INIaH HOBHUX IIKUIBHHUX IPO-
rpam. Ha ix crBopeHHs, 6e3nepeuHo, BrumHynu npoektd, nogani 7o KHO (KEN) 3a pesynbraramu my-
OIiuHUX KOHCYJBTalil. IX 0cHOBOI Oyno pillleHHs MPo MOIbChKY MOBY HaBuaHHs. IIporpama Gyma Biio-
ckoHaneHa TOBapHUCTBOM eJIeMEHTapHUX KHUT, cTBOpeHMM Komiciero HamioHanpHOi ocitTH B 1775 p.
Brnepmre B TakoMy mmpoxoMy o0cs3i Oynu BBeIeHI MPUPOTHUYI HayKu: OOTaHiKa, 300JI0Tis, MiHepasoris,
CIJIbCHKOTOCITOAPChKI HAyKH, (Pi3nKa, MeXaHiKa, TiIpaBilika, XiMisl, a TAKOXK 3a4aTKU MEIUIIMHH Ta Tiri€HH.
VY TpaauuiiiHUX npenMeTax MOBa aJlalToBaHa J0 3aBAaHb HalllOHAJIbHO-TPOMAaITHCHKOTO BUXOBaHHs. Jlani
MpUHIIIIa JIATHHChKA MOBa. PijlHa MOBa Majia 03HaHOMHUTH MOJIOb 13 JOCSATHEHHSIMH ITOJIBCHKOI JIITEpaTypH,
3MIIHATH TaTpioTHYHI Oy TTs. [1aTpioTHYHI TOYYTTS Ta MaM>SITh PO MUHYJE TaKOX Majia OyTH yBidHEHa

icropiero [Tompmii. Kpim Toro, 10 mporpamMu BBOAMIIMCS MPaBO3HABCTBO 1 CBITChKA MOPaJb.

[Mpuanumum pedopmu Oyian BperyinboBaHi HAOOPOM IIKUIEHUX
3aKOHIB i Ha3BOI «3akou Komicii Hayionanvroi océimu npo axademiunuli cmaw i WKOAU 8 Kpasax
Pecnybnixu Ilonvwa». lle 6yB mepmuii y CBOEMY pOAi MIKiITHHUHA KOAEKC, IKWH BPaxOBYBaB yCi MUTAHHS
OCBITH, HaBYaJbHI MPOrpaMM, MPUHIUIIKA BUXOBAaHHS Ta IparMarvky HaBYaHHS, PO3DISJAIOYM BCE LI SK
cdepy iHTEpeciB 1 BiANOBIAAILHOCTI AepKaBU. 3aKOHOM BCTAHOBJICHO T. 3B aKaJeMIUHHUH CTaH, SIKUH 3a
BH3HAYCHHSM OyB CBITCHKOIO YCTaHOBOIO, sIKa 00’ €HyBasla BYMTENIB 31 mikin Komicii, aire, THM He MeHI,
BKJIFOYAJIa TAKOXK YCIX YYHTENIB CBSMICHHOCTY)KHTETIB. Y TOTOYACHUX pealisX BiH CTaB CXOXKHM IO Y-
XOBHOTO CTaHy 3a MPUHIIUIIOM «CHITHHOTO JKUTTS» B aKaJeMidHiil macTBi Ta 3arpoBayKeHHsI 000B’SI3Ky
HOCIHHS JTyXOBHOTO OJISITY JJIsl BUMTENIB-MUPSIH, OCOOIUBO B IIKUIBHUX MpUMilIeHHsIX. CBITCbKI BUMTEN

TaKoX Oysu 3000B)s13aHi OpaTH y4acTb y pelliriiHux oopsiax.
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YuureniB roryBanu [OJOBHI IIKOIH, TOOTO IPYHTOBHO
peoprani3zoBaHi yHiBepcuTeTH — [0J0BHa mikoja KopoHHa (konumHs KpakiBcbka akanemis) Ta ['oigoBHa
mkona Benukoro kHs3iBeTBa JInTOBCHKOTO (KOIMHMIIHS BineHchka akanemist). [0JI0BHI IIKOIK CTaJIK JIaHKa-
MU MIKUTBHOI agMiHICTpamii Ta MKUTFHOTO HAITIAAY, HiAmopsakoBanuMu KoMiTeTy HamioHaIhbHOI OCBITH.
Kanmumatin y BumTeni ckiamamu 3000B’A3aHHS HiSTH 3TiTHO 3 HOopMamH 3akoHy. BoHm HaBwammcs 3a
kot Komicii 1 Manu mpaBo Ha meHcito micias 20 pokiB mparli, a TaKOX JOMOMOTY B pasi XBOpOOH.
Moutoni BuMTeNi, SIKi 3aKiHYNIM HABYAHHS B YHIBEPCHUTETI 32 paXyHOK OCBITHHOTO (hOHIY, 3000B’s13aH1 Oynu

BiJIIIPAIFOBATH KiJIbKa POKIB.

[To3a HapyanpHUM (OHIOM OyITH MOHACTHPCHKI BUNTEINI, ajie
BCI BUMTEJ — aKaJeMIYHUX 1 MOHACTUPCHKUX LIKLI — OyNM 3B)sI3aHI HaBYaJbHO-BUXOBHHUMHU NPaBUIIAMH,
Buganumu Kowmicieto. Kpim Toro, Bci mkosn mijuisiraiv nepeBipkaM MIKUIBHOT Biaau. BUHSATKOBO Juimie
KOPOHHI Ta JINTOBCBKI ITiapy MiJUIATagy Bi3WUTAlil MOHAacCTHPCHKOi BiaaM mif dac YorupupiuHoro ceimy
1790 p. PoOunmest cripoO¥ BKITFOYUTH MOHACTHPCHKHAX YUYHTEIIB MIiCIS HaBYaHHS B [OJIOBHUX MIKOJNAX IO
akazeMiuHoi cuctemu. Moro 3amodarkysas y Kpakosi miap Axroniit ITociaseskuit (1739—1799), komu pa-
30M i3 pedopmoro [0NOBHUX HIKIA TYT po3modanacs MiAroToBKa BUuTeiB. [lepiri CBITChKI BUUTENI Oyau
3 'onoBHOT KopoHHOI koK B KpakoBi, a yepes Kiibka pokiB — 3 [ooBHOI mkonn Benukoro kHs3iBcTBa

JIutoBcbkorO Yy BinmbHIOCI.

Komicist 3ragyeTbcsi B «HaliOHAJIbHIA TaM’ATi» K OJHE
3 BEJIMKUX JOCSTHEHb Nepeapo3ainoBoi noou. [Iposenena Hero pedopma ocBiTu oxomnuna Bei mkoiau Pedi
[MocmonuToi, Oyna nMpogyMaHoOr0, OPIEHTOBAHOIO HA TPOMATHCHKO-TIATPIOTHYHE BUXOBAHHS, BiIIOBigana
HOBITHROMY CTaHy IPOCBITHUIIFKHUX 3HaHb. [lokomiHHs, BuxoBaHe B mKkonax KEN, crano iHTenekTyaasHO0
€JITOI0, sIKa B HACTYIMHI POKH q0aia Mpo BUXOBAHHS JiTEH y MOJIBCHKOMY AYCi Ta Ooposacs 3a He3aJlexK-

HICTb.

Benmkwii i caMoOyTHi TOTBCHKAN MUCITUTENb 1 TIPOCBITUTENb
Bpownicmas Tpenroscekuii (1808—1869), ominroroun misubHiCTs KoMicii HarlioHamsHOT OCBITH, A0 11 JOCATHEHB
BiJTHOCHB OTPHUMAaHHS KOLITIB Ha OCBITY Ta MiJIOPSIKyBaHHS IIKOJIU IepxkaBi. OfiHAK BiH KpUTHKYBAB MpO-
rpaMu 3a Ha/iTo OOMEKeHI I'yMaHiTapHi HayKH, a TAKOX 3a Ha/JIMIpHE 3aXOIJICHHS i1eooriero GpaHily3bKo-
ro IIpocBiTHuTBa. [IpoTe, Ha Horo mymky, Komicis «cranoBmia, micis mwkinsHOI peopmu Konaperskoro,

JIPYTUH aKT BEJIUKOTO BIAPOMIKEHHS MOIBCHKOT OCBITH»?.

2 B. Trentowski, Chowanna, czyli system pedagogiki narodowej jako umiejetnosci wychowania, nauki i oswiaty,

stowem wyksztalcenia naszej mtodziezy, t. 2, scryn i komenrap A. Walicki, Wroctaw 1970, s. 837.
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AHOTANOIA

VY 1873 p. — y cropiuus 3acHyBanHa Kowmicii — cBiTO Op-
ranizysaino Ilenaroriune ToBapuctBo y JIbBoBi. ¥ 1901 pori ictopuk Teomop Bexborcokuit (1853—1923)
3aroyarkyBaB IyOJiKamiro jKepenbHoi pokymeHrtanii npo po6ory Kowicii. ¥ pesymbrari 3a 1901-1915
pp- Buitinuio 39 HOMEPIB, SKi CTAHOBIATH IS TOCTITHAKIB OC3IIHHUI MaTepial Ui aHamizy. BigznaueHHs
150-pivas Kowmicii 6yno opranizoBane y pyriit Peui [Tocronutiit Ha mouarky 1920-x pokis. Llporo pazy
3’sIBUJIacs BeJIMKa KUIBKICTh JIiTeparypH, npucBsiueHoi ictopii Kowmicii, a Takoxk JpKepesbHUX MyOmiKaiii.
Hacrtynne Benuke cBsito Oyio opranizoBano micis Jpyroi cBitoBoi BiiiHu, 3 Haroau 200-piyust 3acHyBaHH:
KHO. V Toi1 yac Tako)x BUXOIWIN YHCICHHI nepionuyHi myouikamii. Konm y 2013 poui Kowmicii BunoBau-
mocst 240 pokis, ii myOmikamii 3Ha4HO po3mupmiaucs. Y Toi yac Kamina Bapraumneka ta rpyna icTopukis
ocBiTH 3 Oaratbox akagemiuHux IeHTpiB [lombmii mposena mupoke gociimkeHHs cragmuad Kowmicii Ha-
I[IOHAJIBHOT OCBiTH. Pe3ysIbTaToM BOT0 TOCTIIKeHHs cTajio Buganus y 2018 porti 14 Tomis mpairs 3 icTopii
Kowmicii, y Tomy 6i0miorpadiuaoro romy. HaiiBaKIMBIIIO IIHHICTIO Ii€T cepii OyII0 30aradeHHs HAsBHUX
3HaHb po KHO nursixom anamisy mxepel, 1mo 30epiratorbes B 6i0miorekax ta apxiBax JIntoBcskoi Pecry-

omiku, Pecrrybmixu Yipaina, Pecmybmixu binopycs Ta Pociiicekoi ®eneparii.

250-piuust TakoK Oya0 HacuueHe KOH(EepeHLIsIMU, Pe3yJib-
TAaTOM SKUX CTalM Mojanbiri myOmikaiii. BoHn moBoasTs moctiliHy miHHICTH 1 3acayru podotu KHO y

CTBOpEHHI CYy4acHOI MOJIBCHKOI IMITKOJH Ta Cy4acHOI IMOJIBCHKOT Haii.

Y 1upoMy TOMI MpeacTaBicHI HaBaKIUBINI TPOOIEMH,
noB’si3aHi 3 Komici€ero 3 HarlioHaNbHOT OCBITH — i TIOXO/XKEHHS1, CTBOPEHHSI OCHOBH JJIsl OpraHi3aiii IIKoJu,
MIKUIBHE 3aKOHOAABCTBO Ta HOBI1 HaBYAJIBHI MPOTpaMu, po3poOKa MiAPYIHHKIB, OCBITA BUNTENIB, pedopma
YHIBEpPCHTETIB, 3allPOBAKCHHA 3MiH, IO BEAYyTh A0 yHiBepcaiizamii HaBYaHHA. Hamip Takox momisras y
TOMY, 1100 MPEACTABUTHU JIIOACH, AKI MPAIIOOTh Hal peGOopMOr0, 3 0COOJHMBUM HAroJOCOM Ha iXHIiH ydacTi
B pob6ori Kowmicii. s imocTpanii iXHbo1 JisUIBHOCTI Ta 4Yacy, B SIKOMY BOHHM JUisUUIH, ITOJAHO OaraTwii uio-

CTpaTHBHUI MaTepiall.

[epexmana Onpra Mixairok



Summary

The Commission of National Education
(1773-1794) on Its 250th Anniversary:
“..we need to mould men into Poles, Poles into citizens,
therefrom all favourable prosperity shall
come for the country...”

In 1773, deputies to the Partition Sejm stressed the need to
establish a state institution overseeing the education of the Commonwealth’s young generation. An opportunity
to realize that idea arouse with the decision to abolish the Jesuit Order, communicated in a Papal brief whose
announcement in the Polish-Lithuanian Commonwealth took place in September 1773. In reaction, during
a seating on 14 October 1773 the Sejm, undoubtedly on the initiative of King Stanistaw August, instituted
the Commission to Oversee the Education of the Nation’s Highborn Youth, or the Commission of National
Education. Its first members counted eight politicians, both lay- and clergymen. From the Senate, these were:
Fr Ignacy Massalski (1727-1794) — bishop of Vilnius, the Commission’s Head; Prince Michat Poniatowski
(1736-1794) — bishop of Plock; Prince August Sutkowski (1729-1786) — Voivode of Gniezno; and Joachim
Litawor Chreptowicz (1729-1812) — Vice-Chancellor of the Grand Duchy of Lithuania. From the House of
Representatives (“from the knightly estate”) it included Ignacy Potocki (1750-1809) — Grand Clerk of the
Grand Duchy of Lithuania; Prince Adam Kazimierz Czartoryski (1734-1823) — Crown General of Podolia;
Andrzej Zamoyski (1716-1792) — the Great Crown Chancellor; and Antoni Poniniski (1732—ca. 1830) — Starost

of Kopanica.

The overarching idea guiding the initiators and members of the
Commission was to form a new citizen, one focused on the good of the homeland, thinking and acting on its
behalf. As put by one of the Sejm deputies, Feliks Oraczewski (1739-1799), the later Provost of the Cracow
Academy, “we need to mould men into Poles, Poles into citizens, therefrom all favourable prosperity shall come

for the country”.!

The material basis for the activities of the Commission and the
school reform it undertook was the former landed estates of the Jesuits, which the Sejm temporarily entrusted

to Distribution Commissions for inspection and appraisal. These commissions were abolished by the Sejm in

' F Oraczewski, Mowa trzecia. Dnia 11 Maja Miana, 1773, https://polona.pl/item-view/9c558fcd-8299-4fae-al ce-
-288526c42a7?page=9 [accessed: 24.03.2024].
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1776, as they proved unconscientious in managing the assets they were put in charge of, with the latter then
passed directly to the Commission of National Education, whose General Cashier Office was held by Karol
Maurycy Lelewel (1748-1830). Between 1778 and 1794 Lelewel along with two Commission members —
Andrzej Zamoyski and Michat Mniszech — ensured proper management of the former Jesuit wealth now serving

as an educational fund.

The Commission assumed oversight of all schools, including
parish ones attended by peasant children; schools for sons of the nobility, which also accepted some sons of the
bourgeoisie; as well as private and ecclesiastical boarding schools for boys and girls, which came to be treated as
part of the education system. For these reasons many ex-Jesuits remained in schools and continued to instruct

the youth.

Unlike in many European states, while reorganising education
and designing new curricula, founders of the Commission afforded former Jesuits the choice to join in the new

school system or retire.

The general outline of new school curricula was drafted very
quickly, undoubtedly influenced by projects sent to the Commission, which resulted from a series of public
consultations. The basic idea behind the curricula was that the language of instruction ought to be Polish. The
curriculum was then refined by the Society for Elementary Books, set up by the Commission in 1775. For the
first time, a wide array of natural sciences was introduced, comprising botany, zoology, mineralogy, agricultural
sciences, physics, mechanics, hydraulics, chemistry, and introductions to medicine and hygiene. As concerns
more traditional subjects, rhetoric was geared to the task of providing a national/patriotic and civic education.
Latin was de-emphasised in favour of the mother tongue classes, aimed to familiarise the youth with the output
of Polish literature and, again, strengthen the patriotic sense. Polish history was likewise meant to promote
patriotism as well as awareness of the past. Additionally, instruction in law and lay moral teaching was intro-

duced into the curriculum.

The principles of the reform came to be regulated by a set of
school laws titled Laws of the Commission of National Education Prescribed for the Academic Estate and Schools
of the Commonwealth Countries — the first school code of its kind that encompassed all matters of the school
system, curricula, principles of instruction and teaching practices, treating that entire field as an area of state
interest and responsibility. The Laws established the so-called academic estate, an institution incorporating
teachers from all the Commission’s schools, which, while by definition secular, included also every clergyman
teacher. In practical terms, the academic estate was differentiated from the clergy by means of the principle of
“joint living” in academic congregations and the obligation to wear clerical attire on part of secular teachers,

primarily on school grounds. Another obligation of secular teachers was to partake in religious practices.
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The teachers were educated in two thoroughly reorganised uni-
versities, now known as Principal Schools — the Principal School of the Realm (former Cracow Academy) and
the Principal School of the Grand Duchy of Lithuania (former Vilnius Academy). These two establishments
became units of school administration and objects of school oversight subordinated to the Commission. Teacher
candidates took the so-called submissions, or pledges to act in accordance with the rules set out the Laws. The
instruction in the Principal Schools was funded by the Commission. The graduates were entitled to a retirement
pension after having served for 20 years as well as to sickness benefits. The young teachers whose university costs

were covered by the educational fund were obligated to work those off over a period of several years.

Not covered by the educational fund were monk teachers, but
all teachers —in both academic and monastic schools — were bound by the Commission’s regulations regarding
didactics and youth formation. Likewise, all schools were subject to visitations by school authorities. The only
exception was the Polish and Lithuanian Piarists, whose schools were overseen by superior authorities of their
order. Efforts were undertaken to include the monk teachers, upon graduating from a Principal School, into the
academic estate system. This was initiated in Cracow by Piarist Antoni Poptawski (1739-1799) as soon as, fol-
lowing the introduction of the reform, the Principal Schools began training teachers. The first Principal School

to graduate lay teachers was Cracow, followed a few years later by Vilnius.

In “national memory”, the Commission is celebrated as one of
the great achievements of the pre-partition period. The education reform it instituted covered all schools of the
Polish-Lithuanian Commonwealth, and was well-considered and committed to patriotic and civic formation of
the youth, in accordance with the Enlightenment state of the art. The graduates of the Commission’s schools
went on to become the intellectual elite of their generation, committed to giving their own children a patriotic

upbringing and engaged in the struggle for national independence.

The great and original Polish thinker and educator Bronistaw
Trentowski (1808-1869) in evaluating the legacy of the Commission counted among its achievements securing
funds for education and asserting state control over schools. At the same time, he criticised its curricula for
placing insufficient stress on the humanities and being too influenced by their authors’ fascination with the
French Enlightenment. Nevertheless, in his opinion, “following Konarski’s school reform” the Commission

“constituted the second act of the great rebirth of Polish education”.?

2 B. Trentowski, Chowanna, czyli system pedagogiki narodowej jako umiejetnosci wychowania, nauki i oswiaty,

stowem wyksztatcenia naszej mlodziezy, vol. 2, with introduction and commentary by A. Walicki, Wroctaw 1970, p. 837.
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The Commission’s centenary celebrations in 1873 were organ-
ised by the Pedagogical Society in Lviv. In 1901 historian Teodor Wierzbowski (1853—1923) initiated the pub-
lication of the documentary sources of the Commission’s work. Thirty-nine volumes were issued in 1901-1915,

providing invaluable research material for generations of scholars.

The 150th anniversary of the Commission was celebrated in
the early 1920s, already under the Second Polish Republic, resulting in rich literature on its history and the
publication of additional sources. The next grand anniversary took place after War World Two, on the occasion

of the bicentenary, again producing numerous occasional publications.

The year 2013 saw the 240th anniversary of establishing
the Commission of National Education and a substantial growth in literature. A broad research project concern-
ing the Commission’s legacy was undertaken by Kalina Bartnicka and a team of education historians from
a number of scientific centres throughout Poland. In 2018, the project delivered 14 volumes of works devoted
to the Commission’s history, including a volume of bibliography. The most significant contribution of this book
series was its analyses of sources kept in libraries and archives of Lithuania, Ukraine, Belarus and the Russian

Federation.

The 250th anniversary abounded in conferences and further
publications which attest to the lasting value of the Commission’s work and its role in the making of the modern

Polish school and Polish nation.

The present volume discusses the most important issues con-
cerning the Commission of National Education — how it originated, its laying of foundations of school organi-
sation, legislation and new curricula, developing of textbooks, training of teachers, reforming of universities,
and introducing of changes leading to more inclusive schooling. Another intention was to present the people
behind the reform, with special emphasis on their involvement in the Commission’s activities. To better show

their work and times, the book is richly illustrated.

Translated by Jakub Ozimek



