
20

    . . 

Bei I. Yu. Integration of psychology and pedagogical and foreign-language components of the process of training
future foreign languages teachers for the project activity

The article states that topicality of the chosen issue is caused by the importance of an integrative component in the system
of training future specialists for the innovative activity in comprehensive educational institutions.

Based on the analysis of theory and practice of the given problem, the author a rms the availability of a wide range of
contradictions that must be solved: between declaring the necessity of implementation the integration of components of train-
ing future teachers and the absence of mechanisms of this realization in the system of forming students’ of foreign languages
faculties readiness for the project activity; between traditional education, focused on the activity of reproductive nature and the
time requirement of forming future teacher as a competent personality, able to act systematically and creatively in professional
sphere and more.

The solution of these contradictions, in the author’s opinion, is possible under condition of accomplishing the integration of
psychology and pedagogical and foreign-language components within the system of training future foreign languages teachers
for the project activity.

Key words: integration, training components, future teachers, foreign languages, project activity, higher educational insti-
tutions.

 37.026;738.4 (477.52). 43

  . .

   
  

          -
         ,    ,

, ,    .  , , 
         ,   

   -     .    -
   ( , , ),      

             
  ’ .      ,    -

 .   ,     ,   -
          

        .
 : ,  ,   , ,  ,

,   .

       ,   ,  
     ,     

,         
   ,         -

    .
 – ,         -

          
       ,     ,
     .
    ,    ,   -

     ,    .   -
   .    .    

       .   -
      . .    

       ( . , . , . ,
. , . ).

     . ,   –   -
           ;

  –         
  ;      –     -

        ;   -
   –        
;   –        -

     .



21

 64’2018                                                                                  5.  :   

         “  ”, -
 .  [5],  , - ,    , , ,  -
 ; - ,           
   ; - ,   ,   , ,

      ,    .
         

          . -
        ( .  [1], .   [2], . -

 [3], .  [4], .  [5])   ,    
 ( ,    )     

    ,        -
,         .

    ,     - -
 ,  : ’        
     ,      -

   ,     ,   -
   .

, .    ,       -
         ,    .

       ,     ,    
  .  ,       

 ,  -      
   ,       ,  

  [3, . 410].
         (  ,

  ,   )     , 
          .  -

        ,      
 ,  ,   .   .  [2, . 138],   -

 ,   ,      – -
   .

     ,     , -
    ’  ,    .

,   .  [5], –        
,    ,    ,  -

    .     :  ,  -
,   ,  .      

     .     
        ,   .
         -

            
  ,     , , 

  ,       ,    -
   [4, . 326].
.       -  ,  

   ,   ,    , 
     .     -  

           [4, . 335].
 ’          

    -      -
    :

–  (        
 ,  ’    , , -

,  );
–  (          -

 ,        );
–  (   ,     

      , ,   -
;          ).

           
      : , , , .



22

    . . 

  –  –   ,    -
      ;  , 

     ; -    
,       ;     ’   -
     ;  .

 , ,        
      ;    

  ;      , 
 ’    ,         ,

      ,    
      .

  – ,       
      ;    -

     ;       ;
  ,       

   ’     ;   .
,        

          ;  -
    ,  ;    

      ;   .
          

 .    ,        -
   .         -

          1,5 %  12,5 %.
           -

      56,3 %  29,7 %.
   -      -
         .    

        -    -
         ( -  “ - : -

   ”, “    ”, “    -
 ” ,     ,     “  

   ”, “  :    ” ).
   - ,       -

          .  -
   ( , “         ,

 , ”, “    -      ”,
“         ”  .)   -

,    (       )  -
  ,     , ,  -

  ,          
 .        .

     (  :       1,8  % 
19,2 %;    –  1,5 %  9,1 %;  :      13,6 %

 42,8 %;    –  12,5 %  27,4 %) ,      -
           , -
    ,        

    .
          

      (  :     
1,4 %  17,4 %;    –  1,1 %  4,2 %;  :    

 13,6 %  39,8 %;    –  12,4 %  30,3 %)    -
           ,

       ,   .
           -

  (  :      2,1 %  18 %;    – 
1,7 %  12,4 %;  :      13,5 %  46,5 %;   -

 –  12,9 %  34,5 %)   ,      -
,         , , 

   ;       -
,        .



23

 64’2018                                                                                  5.  :   

. ,         
         .  -

          ’
            -

. ,           -
         

    ,       
 .

 :
1.  .       / .  // . – 2007. –  9. – . 18–25.
2.  .   / . . –  : , 2016. – 212 .
3.  .      : [       ] /

. . –  :   “ ”, 2004. – 616 .
4.  .    -       -

 / .  // -        : [ ] /  .
. . –  :   . . , 2013. – . 324–344.

5.  .    / .  [  ]. –   :
https:// createdwithpdf.

References:
1. Korol . (2007). Dialogov i jpidhid do organizatsii evrystychnogo navchannya [Dialogue approach to the organization of heuristic

education]. Pedagogika,  9. S. 18–25. [in Ukrainian]
2. Lazarev . (2016). Pedagogichna tvorchist [Pedagogic creativity]. Sumy: “Mriya”, 2016. – 212 s. [in Ukrainian]
3. Pidlasij I. . (2004) Praktychna pedagogika abo try tehnologiji. Interactivnij pidruchnyk dlya pedagogiv rynkovoji systemy osvity

[Practical pedagogics or three technologies. Interactive textbook for the teachers of market system education]. .: “Slovo”. –
616 s. [in Ukrainian]

4. Plohuta T. (2013). Testova diagnostyka samostijnoyi piznavalno-tvorchoyi diyalnosti studentiv u navchanni humanitarnych
dystsiplin [Test diagnostics of individual learning-creativeactivity of students for majoring humanities]. Sumy, SDPU
im. . S. Makarenka. S. 324–344. [in Ukrainian]

5. Hutorskoj A. (2003) Evristicheskaja didaktika [Heuristic didactics]. .: GU., 345 p. PDF created with pdf Factory trial version.
[in Russian]

 . .       

         -
           , -

   , , ,    . 
, ,         

 ,       -
   .      ( , ,

),          -
           .

     ,     .
  ,     ,   -
          -

          .
 : ,  ,  ,  ,

,  , ,   .

Bilotserkovets . . The diagnostics of heuristic activity results of students majoring agricultural professions
The article deals with the features of the diagnostics of heuristic activity results on the formation of humanitarian theoretical

knowledge of students of agrarian higher education schools as a process that includes predictive, measuring, analytical, eval-
uating and re exive functions. The object, tools, means and speci city of diagnostics of educational activity of students in the

eld of heuristic technologies are established, that involve students in control-evaluation procedures together with the teacher.
Adequate criteria (motivational, operational, diagnostic), their indicators and levels of humanitarian theoretical knowledge
formation of students are determined and stated as their ability to implement the humanitarian aspect of their future professional
duties. The methods of pedagogical research and measures carried out during experimental work are presented. The statistical
data obtained during the pedagogical experiment, prove the e ciency of using heuristic mechanisms for determining and evalu-
ating the level of humanitarian theoretical knowledge formation as a means of encouraging students’ educational achievements.

Key words: diagnostics, heuristic activity, theoretical knowledge, humanities, students, agrarian education, criteria, level
of knowledge formation.


