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ABSTRACT

Thisarticledealswiththeproblemswhicharearisingintheprocessofadaptationofimmigrantsto
educationalspacesinUkraineandLatviaupontheirarrivalinthecountryofsettlement.Amongthese
problemsarethedifferencesineducationalsystemsoftheoutputandinputcountries,difficulties
in mastering languages of a learning process in the countries, overcoming misunderstanding in
interculturalcommunicationwithinandoutsideofschools,unpreparednessofteachersandtrainersto
faceandtosolvechallengesthataregeneratingbyimmigrantsandthehostsocieties.Thediscussion
isbasedonthepreliminaryresultsobtainedduringtheimplementationofthejointUkrainian-Latvian
project“ImmigrantsinSociety:ChallengesforEducation”sponsoredbyMinistryofEducationand
ScienceofUkraineandMinistryofEducationandScienceofLatvia.
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INTRodUCTIoN

Internationalmigrationhasturnedintoasignificantfactorinthedevelopmentofallcountriesin
theworld.In2017about258millionpeople(3.4%oftheworld’spopulation)weremovingacross
theircountry’sbordersduetochallengingsituationsindifferentspheresoftheirsociallife,making
countriesextremelyethnicallydiverse(UnitedNations[UN],2017).“Newsourcesanddestinationsof
migrantsareemerging,andinsomecases,countrieshavebecomeimportantpointsoforigin,transit
anddestinationsimultaneously…,”accordingtoJohnWilmoth,DirectorofthePopulationDivision
intheUnitedNations’DepartmentofEconomicandSocialAffairs.EuropeandAsiacombinedhave
nearlytwothirdsofallinternationalmigrants,worldwide.NorthernAmericaisanother“container”
ofimmigrants,experiencingthefastgrowthinmigrantstockbyanaverageof2.8%peryear(UN,
2013).Thesemovementshavegreatpotentialforaccumulation(firstofallforhostcountries)orloss
(mainlyforcountriesofemigration)ofsocial,labour,cultural,andintellectualcapital.
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Thisarticlewilldiscusstheinterconnectionofmigrantflowswitheducationalcontextsintwo
countries(UkraineandLatvia)torevealthemainchallengesforbothimmigrantsandhostsocieties,
andwillshowthepossibilitiesforovercomingtheproblemsonthewaytointegrationofnewcomers
intomainstreamsociallifeinUkraineandLatvia.

IMMIGRATIoN IN UKRAINIAN ANd LATVIAN CoNTEXTS

The two countries in question (Ukraine and Latvia) recently became important actors in
contemporarymigrationprocesses.Therearethreeaspectsofmigration:migrationfromUkraine
andLatvia;migrationtoUkraineandLatvia;andmigrationinsidethecountries(especiallyfor
Ukraine).Althoughweconcentrateourattentiononthesecondaspect,itisappropriatetogivethe
generalpictureoftheethniccompositionofthesetwocountriestoestimatethesignificanceof
immigrantsintheirfuturedevelopment.

AccordingtotheAll-Ukrainianpopulationcensusin2001andinvestigationsofUkrainian
demographersandsociologists, theethno-nationalstructureofUkrainiansociety isasfollows:
theUkrainianethnos (Ukrainianethno-nation–78.0%); ethnic communities, includingpeople
withanindefinitestatusandnationalminorities(21.0%–Russians,Byelorussians,Moldovans,
Bulgarians,Hungarians,Romanians,Poles,Jews,Armenians,Greeks,Tatars,Roma,Azerbaijanis,
Georgians,Germans,Lithuanians,Slovakians,Czechs);ethniccommunitieswithindefinitestatuses,
includingGagauz,Karaites,CrimeanTatars,andKrymchakscanbeinterpreted;andrepresentatives
ofdifferentethnicandimmigrantgroups(2.0%)(StateStatisticsCommitteeofUkraine,2001;
Etnosotsiologiya,2010).

According to thedataof theOfficeofCitizenshipandMigrationAffairs, thepopulationof
Latviaon1January2017was2,129,320,including84.4%Latviancitizens,11.3%non-citizensof
Latvia,andapproximatelyfourpercentwerepeoplewithpermanentortemporaryresidencepermits
orforeigners(Pilsonībasunmigrācijaslietupārvalde,2017).TheethniccompositionoftheLatvian
populationisasfollows:Latvians–62.0%;Russians–25.4%;Byelorussians–3.3%;Ukrainians–
2.2%;Poles–2.1%;andothers–5.0%(includingimmigrantsfromdifferentcountries)(Centrālā
statistikaspārvalde[CSP],2017).

Actually,theimmigrantcomponentofUkrainiansocietytodaycomprisesasmallproportionof
itspopulation.Allcategoriesofimmigrantsreferredtoinouranalysis,accordingtoourestimates,
total300,000(lessthanonepercentofUkraine’spopulation).Ifoneconsidersonlythequantitative
parametersofimmigration,onemaygettheimpressionthatthelatterisnotasignificantfactorof
Ukrainiansocialandculturaldevelopment.However, thissignificanceisdeterminednotonlyby
quantitativeparameters,butalsobyothermoments;firstofall,byanintensificationofmigration
processesingeneralandactiveinvolvementofUkraineintothem.Itmeansthatinthefutureitmight
havemorethanatangibleeffectontheratiobetweenthedifferentcomponentsofthepopulation,
onthenatureoftheimmigrants’resettlementinthecountry,onchangesinthebalanceofethnic
compositionofthepopulationattheregionalandespeciallyatthelocallevel,andontheproblems
oftheirsocialandethno-culturalintegrationintoUkrainiansociety,or,atleast,onadaptationtonew
conditionsoftheirstayandtheirinteractionwithrepresentativesoftraditionalethniccommunities
ofUkraine.AsimilarsituationcoulddevelopinLatviawithonedistinctivefeature–theinternal
replacementsofthepopulationarenotsointensiveastheUkrainiancase.

Thereareseveralcategoriesofimmigrantsinbothcountries.Inthissense,thesituationwith
immigrationinLatviaandinUkraineisdifferenttosomedegree.InLatviathecategoriesofimmigrants
aredistinguished:migrantsornewcomersfromcountriesoftheEuropeanUnion(EU);migrantsor
newcomersfromthirdcountries;andremigrantswhoreturntoLatviaafteraperiodspentoutside
thecountry.InUkrainetherearedifferentcategoriesofmigrants:immigrantsfromthepost-Soviet
space(mainlystudents);immigrantsfromcountriesofAfricaandAsia;refugees(fromAfghanistan
andSyria);andforceddisplacedpersons(internalrefugees,fromtheCrimeaandDonbassregions).
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Thisdifferentiationofimmigrantsisconsideredincontextsbydevelopingapproachestoovercome
challengesthatarise,particularlyinthefieldofeducation.

ThereasonsformigratingtoLatviaandtoUkrainearequitesimilar:socio-economic(searchfor
job,studies,investments,familyreunion,etc.);socio-political(dissatisfactionwithlocalauthorities,
lifethreats,escapefromwar);andothers.

AccordingtothedataoftheCentralStatisticalBureauofLatvia,9,916peoplearrivedinLatvia
in2017(8,345peoplein2016).Lookingatinternational,long-termmigrationbycountrygroup,
57%ofimmigrantsin2016camefromEUcountries.Animportantpart(31%)wasalsomadeupof
immigrantsfromtheCommonwealthofIndependentStates(CIS).In2016,71asylumseekersand
17refugeeswereregisteredinLatvia(CSP,2017).Sourcesofreplenishmentoftheimmigrantpool
inUkraineincludecountriesoftheCISandAsianandArabcountries:Afghanistan;Bangladesh;
Vietnam;Jordan;India;Iraq;Iran;China;Kurdistan;Nigeria;Pakistan;Palestine;Syria;Turkey;
andSriLanka–atotalofabout40countries.Duringtheperiodof2010-2015anaverageof20,000
residencepermitswereissuedinUkraine.In2015therewere250,000migrantswithsuchapermit
(InternationalOrganizationforMigration[IOM],2016).

EdUCATIoNAL CHALLENGES

Allthesecategoriesofimmigrantsarefacingproblemsindifferentspheresofsocialandpubliclife;
inparticularinthelabourmarket,intheprocessofintegrationintothehostcountry’ssociety,andin
thespaceofinterethniccommunication,amongothers.Theeducationalsphereisaspecialconcern
forbothimmigrantsandthehostsocietybecausemanyseriousproblemsareinterlacinghere.The
culturalandeducationalexperiencesofthesepeoplevarygreatly.Educationalofferingsareoneof
themosteffectivewaysofhelpingpeopletointegrateintothelocalcommunityandatthenational
level;inageneralsenseeducationisagatewaytothefullandactiveparticipationofimmigrantsin
socialandculturallife.ThatisthecaseforbothLatviaandUkraine.

Inthefollowingdiscussion,wetrytofindandinterpretthemainchallenges.Ourdiscussion
willbebasedontheanalysisoftheresultsofscientificresearch,anexpertsurvey,andfocusgroup
interviewsacquiredduringrealisationofthejointUkrainian-Latvianproject“ImmigrantsinSociety:
ChallengesforEducation”,sponsoredbytheMinistryofEducationandScienceofLatviaandbythe
MinistryofEducationandScienceofUkraine(2016-2018).

Inspeakingabouttheproblemsofimmigrantsinthesphereofeducationandtryingtobuildmodels
fortheirsolution,onemustconsidertheimmigrants’educationallevelsandskillsaftercomingtothe
countryofresidence.AstoUkraine,thesituationisasfollows:accordingtothesurveyinthreebig
Ukrainiancities(Kyiv,Kharkiv,Odessa–themaindestinationsforimmigrantsinUkraine)over8.0%
hadlessthansecondaryleveleducation;over30.0%–secondaryeducation;17.0%–incompletehigher
education;34.0%–highereducation;andover9.0%–postgraduate(Ph.D.andabove)(Unheeded
Voices,2008).Itisimportanttonotethatmorethanonethirdofimmigrantswereeducatedinanarea
ofspecialisationthatdidnotmatchtheiroccupationinUkraine.Thefiguresof2013-2014concerning
thelevelofeducationofimmigrantsareasfollows:highereducation–32.5%;incompletehigher
education–31.8%;secondaryeducation–21.9%;andsecondaryvocationaleducation–11.3%(IOM,
2014).Theresultsoffocusgroupsin2017-2018andinterviewsattheworkingplacesofimmigrants
(mainlyat the localmarketplaces inKyiv)arguing theorderingof immigrantsconcerning their
educationallevel:alargegroupwithhighereducation(over30%andincompletehighereducation
–atthesamelevel).Itisimportanttonotethatstill(asinpreviousyears)morethanonethirdof
immigrantswereeducatedinanareaofspecialisationthatdidnotmatchwiththeiroccupationin
Ukraine.Thisdemonstratesacouplethings:1)theyhaveinappropriateapplicationofskillstoget
ajobthatcorrespondstotheirprofessionaleducationand2)immigrantsmustre-qualify,meaning
thattheymustacquirenewknowledgetofittheirnewenvironment.Thistaskcanbesolvedthanks
toeducationalefforts.Itturnedoutthatintermsofthelastsituationtwoadditionalproblemsfor
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immigrantsarearising:1)whetherimmigrantswanttocontinuetheireducationand2)thelanguage
ofinstruction.Morethantwothirdsoftherespondentsindicatedinthesurveyandduringthefocus
groups that they did not plan to continue education with the aim of adapting themselves to the
needsofthelocal(Ukrainian)labourmarket.Astothelanguageissue,theoverwhelmingmajority
ofimmigrants(followingatrendinallprevioussurveysandinfocusgroups)supportedtheideaof
learningandbeinginstructedinUkrainian.Averyinterestingdetailshouldbepointedout–over80.0%
ofimmigrantsthinkthattraininginUkrainianshouldbeprovidedtoforeignersandimmigrantsbythe
government.Buttheinterviewersdidnotexcludethepaymentsbyimmigrants.Oneoftheremarkable
findingsinunderstandingtheirapproachesandintentionsconcerningeducationalchallengeswas
relatedtotheirchildren’sfuture.Asignificantfractionofimmigrantswantedtheirchildrentoearn
highereducationinUkraine;about85.0%ofchildrenwereattendingschoolsinthiscountryin2008
(bothpublicandprivate)(UnheededVoices,2008),and66.0%in2012(Mizhnarodnaorhanizatsiya
zmihratsiyi[MOM],2013).

Thedataallowus toconclude that immigrantshaveeducationalpotential that enables their
adaptationandintegrationintoUkrainiansocialandculturalenvironments.Thewillingnesstostudy
theUkrainianlanguageisagoodsignoftheirtolerantattitudetowardnewconditions.Anotherpoint
isthatthegovernmental,regional,andlocalauthoritiesmustbuildtheprogrammesofeducation
consideringthereadinesslevelofimmigrantstobeapartofthissociety.

Tocomprehendtheprocessesoftheintegrationofimmigrantsintothereceivingsocietyandthe
contextoftheireducationalneeds,onemusttakeintoconsiderationtheirintentionconcerningthe
durationoftheirstayinthehostcountry.AspecialsurveydonefortheInternationalOrganization
forMigration(2013-2014)showsthatabouthalfofallimmigrantswouldliketostayinUkraine
permanently,about21.0%wouldnot,morethan17.0%hadnotmadeadetermination,andfor11.1%
indicatedthattheirdecisiondependedupondifferentcircumstances(MOM,2014).Thisisanadditional
reasontoclaimthatasignificantshareofimmigrantswouldliketobeapartofUkrainiansociety
andeducationalprogrammesmustbedevelopedtohelpthemtorealisethiswish.

DuringthestudyoftheeducationalproblemsamongimmigrantsinLatviaitwasfoundthat
for63%ofthem,knowledgeoftheLatvianlanguagewasaveryimportantskillregardingtheissue
oftheabilityofimmigrantstoadaptthemselvestothehostcountry’seducationalspace.Itshould
benotedthatthelargestnumberofmigrantsinLatviaintheagegroupof25to34yearsoldtotals
2,653peoplewhomustjointhelabourmarketand/orcontinuetheireducation(CSP,2017).Itisnot
asecretthattherearemigrantsinthisagegroupforwhomLatviaservesonlyasabridgetoother
welfarestatesintheEU(thesamesituationexistsinUkraine).Therefore,twogroupsofmigrants
canbedistinguishedbytheirmotivationtobecomepartofthelocalcommunity.Inanycase,all
thesegroupsareawareoftheimportanceofusingeducationalservicesanddevelopingeducational
programmesinlanguagelearning,professionalretraining,andgaininganewprofession.Concerning
Ukraine,traditionallyimmigrantshaveachievedthisgoalbymasteringtheRussianlanguage,which
isnotthestatelanguagebutisstillwidespreadinthesociety.

From the survey, it turned out that the differences in educational systems between host
andhomecountries took thirdplace (with56.0%) in calculatingproblems facedon theway
tointegrationintoLatviansociety.Thefirsttwowerethepeculiaritiesofthenationalculture
(78.0%)andmaterialconditions(78.0%).

TocomprehendthecurrentchallengesofthemigrationprocessintheLatvianeducationalsystem,
andtofindthepracticalwaysofsolvingtheproblems,threefocusedresearchgroupswereselected
forthefocusgroupdiscussions,includingpracticingteachersandmanagementrepresentativesfrom
aschoolwithanationallanguageofinstruction,minorityschools,andstudentsofpedagogy,i.e.
futureteachersorothertypesofeducationalstaff.

RigaJuglaSecondarySchool(RīgasJuglasvidusskola,2018)wasselectedasaschoolwith
a national study language, because it already had experience with students with a migration
background.Asaminorityschool,onlytheRigaUkrainianHighSchoolwasselectedforthestudy,
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inwhichUkrainianslivinginLatviahavetheopportunitytoacquiregeneralsecondaryeducation,
whilerecognisingtheirethnichomeland’slanguage,history,culture,andtraditions(RīgasUkraiņu
vidusskola, 2018).Currently, 80 students are studying at theRigaUkrainianHighSchool; their
familieshademigratedfromUkrainetoLatviaandhadbeenlivingthereforyears.Studentsofthe
academicMaster’sstudyprogramme“Pedagogy”representthestudentsofthefutureofeducationat
theUniversityofLatvia,andFacultyofPedagogy,PsychologyandArt.TheaimoftheMaster’sstudy
programme“Pedagogy”istopreparestudentsforindependentresearchataneducationalinstitution
orotherinstitutionrelatedtoeducation(LatvijasUniversitāte,2018).

Duringthediscussion,itwasconfirmedthatstudentswithamigrationbackgroundintheLatvian
educationsystemarestudyinginschoolsandrespondentsintheirprofessionalactivitieshavecome
acrosspupilswithdifferentmigratoryexperiencesthatrepresentdifferentethnicandculturalgroups.It
isnotjustaboutnewcomersinLatvia,butalsoaboutremigrants,i.e.childrenfromfamilieswhohave
onceleftLatvia,butreturnedafterseveralyears.ThefirstlanguagesofthesestudentsareLatvian,
Russian,Ukrainian,Italian,Georgian,English,Byelorussian,andUzbek,amongothers.

AsthestudycarriedoutintheframeworkoftheAMITIECODEprojectsuggests,mostRiga
Municipality educational institutions currently have experience in integrating children with new
entrantsandremigrants,andtheissuesofeducationforyoungnewcomersandremigrantsarecommon.
In2017morethan75%ofRigaMunicipalityeducationalinstitutionsshowedthattheywereworking
orhadbeenworkingwithsuchchildrenintheprecedingthreeyears(RīgasDomesIzglītības,kultūras
unsportadepartaments,2017).

Theparticipantsinallthreefocusgroupsconfirmedthatboththeeducationsystemandspecific
educationalinstitutionsinLatviacurrentlyfaceseriouschallengescreatedbythemigrationprocesses.
TheparticipantsbelievethatthereisnosystemicplanorsupportfromthestateinLatviatofully
integrateimmigrantstudentsintothegeneraleducationsysteminLatvia.Inallthreefocusgroup
discussions,itwasmentionedthatintegrationofpupilsintheeducationsystemofLatviaisacomplex
phenomenon.Itdependsnotonlyonthepupil’sabilitiesandtalents,butalsothesupportofparents
andthemotivationofthepupilandhisorherfamilytolearnLatvianandtointegrateintoLatvian
society.Asanessentialprerequisitetointegration,boththestudent’semotionalself-awarenessandthe
attitudeandunderstandingofotherclassmateswerementioned.Therefore,thediscussionindicated
thatstudentswithamigratoryexperienceinschoolswouldneedsupportstaff,suchasamentorwho
couldprovideadviceandemotionalsupport.

OneofthemainchallengesforimmigrantstudentsistheacquisitionofLatvianlanguageskills.
ThelackofLatvianlanguageskillsmakesitdifficultnotonlytocommunicatewithpupils,butalso
createslearningdifficultiesifthepupildoesnotunderstandthetermsofthetask.Therefore,schools
inLatviauseintermediatelanguagestoworkwithstudentswhorecentlylivedinadifferentcountry
andhavenotlearnedthelanguage.

ItisnotasecretthatmanyfamiliesfromtheformerUSSRrepublicschoseLatviaasatransit
country,withplantomovetoanotherEUstate.Latviawaschosenasatemporaryhomebecauseit
ispossibletospeakRussianthere.Thus,forchildrenwhohavemovedtoLatviafromthecountries
ofthisgroup,theRussianlanguageisusedasanintermediatelanguageinschool.Andsincethese
familiesdonotintendtostayinLatvia,theacquisitionoftheLatvianlanguageisnottheirpriority.
However,itisundeniablethatforfamiliesfromthepost-SovietcountrieswhowanttostayinLatvia,
themotivationforthesefamiliestolearnLatvianisserious.Generally,familieswhomovetoLatvia
fromthisregionhavechosenminorityschoolsfortheirchildren.

Therefore,teachersandmanagementoftheRigaUkrainianHighSchoolinthediscussionwere
moreoptimisticthantheotherparticipantsinthefocusgroupdiscussions;theschoolisspecific,and
theirintegrationexperienceislongerandmoreextensive(outof320pupilsattheschool,thereare
currently80pupilswithamigratoryexperience).Itiscommonpracticetouse4languages–Latvian,
Ukrainian,Russian,andEnglish.Nevertheless,representativesofthisschoolalsoacknowledgedthat
supportfromthestateandlocalgovernmentwouldbenecessary.
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Forstudentswitharemigrantbackground,Englishisusedasanintermediatelanguageinschool.
However,theEnglishlanguage,consideringtheages,cultural,andhistoricalexperiencesofeducators
workinginschoolsinLatvia,oftenpresentsseriousdifficultiesforteachers,themselves.Therefore,
theideaofanewfunctionintheEnglishlanguageteacher’sworkwasmentionedinthediscussion.
AteacherofEnglishisoftentheonewhoundertakestobearepresentativeofsupportstafffora
studentwitharemigrationexperience.

Thediscussionsalsomentionedoccasionswherethepupildoesnotspeakalanguageknownto
anyteacher,soitisimportanttoapplytheeducationalsystemanddevelopsupportmeasurestosatisfy
theeducationalneedsofmigrantpupils.Itshouldbenotedthatthebackgroundofthemigrationmay
notbetheonlyaspectinwhichthestudentneedssupport.Focusgroupparticipantsemphasisedthat
supportmeasuresareneedednotonlyforpupils,butalsoforteachers.“Nooneteachesus“how”!”,
the teachers concluded in one discussion. Methodological materials, digital teaching materials,
operationalguidelinesincertainsituations,andcounsellingopportunitieswouldberequired.Teachers
believethatitwouldbeveryvaluabletocollectgoodpracticeexamplesforintegrationofpupilswith
amigrationbackground into theLatvianeducationalsystem.Asapositiveexample, theLatvian
LanguageAgency’sstudymaterialsforlearningtheLatvianlanguagearementionedasasupport.

Duringthediscussions,itwasfoundthatinLatviathedutiesinworkingwithchildrenwhohave
theexperienceofmigrationrequireschoolstouseexistingsupportstaff,whosefunctionsarejoined
byanewfunction.InRigaJuglaSecondarySchool,thereisaspecialistwhoworkswithpupilswith
learningdisabilitiesonadailybasis.Specialistswithchildrenwithanimmigrationorremigration
experienceworkwiththesamemethodologyaswithchildrenwithlearningdifficulties.Inturn,at
theRigaUkrainianSchoolthesedutiesareassignedtoasocialpedagoguewhosedutieshavebeen
supplementedwiththefunctionofsocialisation.Aproposalwasmadefortheinclusionofthisactual
jobfunctionintheeducationofspecialandsocialpedagogues,aswellasingeneral,tostrengthen
thetoolsfortacklingthechallengesposedbymigrationproblemsinteachereducation,asitisclear
thattheseprocesseswillstrengthenandexpandinthecountry.

Theparticipantsinthefocusgroupdiscussionsindicatedthatthesystemically-developedplanfor
educationalinstitutions,additionalfunding,pedagogicalimprovementofteachers,supportstaffand
consultations,aswellastheexchangeofexperience,wouldbemostneededforworkimprovement.

Anewissuewasalsoraised–theintegrationofremigrantchildrenintotheeducationsystemin
Latvia.Thisproblemhasalreadybeenhighlightedinthestudy“AMITIECODEproject”,whichalso
addressedthepossiblesolutionsthatschoolscanusetoworkwithremigrants.Itisadvisabletouse
thesesolutionsindealingwithimmigrantsinLatviansociety,andtheyarealsorelevantinUkraine
inthecaseofaninternalmigration,becausethecountryislargeandcomplicatedcircumstancesin
theCrimeaandDonbasshaveforcedpeopletotransmigrateandtoadaptthemselvestothosenew
environments.IncontradistinctiontoLatvia,theseenvironmentsarefamiliarforthesettlersbecause
theypreviouslylivedinthesamecountryandthelanguages(Ukrainian/Russian)usedintheprevious
territoryarenotforeigntothem.

Thestudy“AMITIECODEproject”indicatedthatschoolsareformallyreadytohostimmigrants,
but the survey and focus group discussions showed that schools and teachers are not ready for
communication, cooperation, and interaction with immigrants or remigrants, although there are
positiveexamples.Theteachers(experts)whoparticipatedinthesurveywereofdifferentages,from
differentsubjects,fromdifferentregionsofLatvia,fromeducationalinstitutionswithdifferentlevels
ofeducation(primaryschool,elementaryschool,secondaryschool,andhighereducation),andwith
differentexperiencesinworkingwithimmigrantsorremigrants.

Anexpert survey inUkraine (30 teachers, specialistsof immigrant issues, andmanagersof
educationalprocess)revealedseveralproblemsthatimmigrantsmayfaceineducation.Itisworth
notingthatthesearesimilartothesituationinLatvia,withtheexceptionofthesizeofimmigrant
groupsandexclusionofre-immigrants(thereareonlysingleexceptionsinUkraine).Concerning
thequestionabouttheproblemsaffectingtheeducationalintegrationofimmigrantsintoUkrainian



International Journal of Smart Education and Urban Society
Volume 10 • Issue 2 • April-June 2019

76

society,expertsspecifieddifferences ineducationalsystems(16),materials (10),peculiaritiesof
nationalculture(7),andideologypractices(7).Themajorityofexpertsconsideredthepossibilitiesof
theUkrainiansocialenvironmentasgenerallyfavourableforadaptationofimmigrantsineducation.
Experts point out that immigrants influence mainly positive the economic developments in the
country; theyenrichitsculturalvariety(immigrantsareinclinedtoperceivethenewcultureand
traditions)[Empirychnyianalizproblemy,2018].However,itisambiguoustothinkaboutwhether
lifeimprovesinacountrywiththearrivalofimmigrants.Bytheway,amajorityofLatvianexperts
haveassumedthatimmigrantspositivelyinfluencetheinterethnicandinterculturalcommunication
intheircountry,too.

CoNCLUSIoN

Basedontheanalysispresentedabove,wecanmakepreliminaryconclusions:

1. Inbothcountries,theatmosphereforintegrationofimmigrantsintoeducationalspaceis
ratherfavourable;

2. Theschoolsystemscanadapttheforeignerswhowishtomastertheofficiallanguageofthe
hostcountrytoimprovetheirprofessionalskillsortogetnewprofessions.Theattitudesofthe
populationofthehostcountriestowardimmigrantsareratherfavourable,andthisisagoodground
torealisetheirintegrationintotheeducationalspaceofthecountries.Here,thespecialfeatures
ofdifferentcategoriesof immigrantsmustbetakenintoconsideration(immigrantfromEU,
fromcountriesoftheformerSovietUnion,AsianandAfricanimmigrants,refugees,displaced
persons,andre-immigrants);

3. Special trainings for teachers working with immigrants are needed to acquire knowledge
of immigrants’ cultures, traditions, and behavioural patterns, which will stimulate mutual
understandingintheprocessofteaching;

4. Moreattentionmustbepaidtocreatinganatmosphereofinterethnictoleranceintheschool
environmenttoimprovetheprocessofcommunicationbetweendifferentcategoriesofactors,
includingteachers,students,andschoolmanagement.Thisiswhythepositionofthespecial
pedagogue(socialpedagogue,socialpsychologist)whopromotescommunicationsbetweenpupils
ofdifferentethnicoriginsandassiststheminadaptingtonewcircumstancesmustbeintroduced
inschoolsthatchildrenfromanimmigrantenvironmentattend;

5. Exchangingexperiences(positiveandnegative)betweenschoolsinsidethecountriesandoutside
thecountrieswillbeofgreatvalue;

6. Solvingtheproblemsinthesphereofeducationwillpromotetheproblem-solvingofotherissues
immigrationsfaceintheprocessoftheirsocial,ethno-cultural,psychological,andbehavioural
adaptation,andoftheircommunicationwithanethnically-diverseenvironment.
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