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Nihametzianova K. R. Peculiarities of using learner-centered approach to teaching a foreign language the cadets
of military higher educational establishments

The article touches upon the points of using the learner-centered approach to teaching a foreign language the cadets, which
presupposes taking into account the entry level of knowledge and the speci c choice of the appropriate methods, means and
forms of teaching. It is proved that personally oriented instruction in a military institution of higher education requires correc-
tion of the content of education, forms and means of its implementation. The content component of the educational process must
cover everything the cadet needs to form and develop his personality, to form his professional competences. In the domestic
practice of training military specialists, collective and group classes are still considered to be the optimal form of organization
of the educational process. Organization of a person-oriented approach to learning a foreign language involves modeling life
situations, the use of role games, a general solution to the problem on the basis of an analysis of circumstances and the relevant
situation. Such an approach allows to use the split-level tasks and exercises, that encourage forming the conscious acquisition
of a foreign language by a military man.

Key words: foreign language, cadet, specialist, approach, modelling, productive exercises, level of application of knowl-
edge, creative level.
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Nikolaienko O. V., Ushata T. O.

THE IMPORTANCE OF ACADEMIC READING FOR FORMING ESP STUDENTS’
COMMUNICATIVE COMPETENCE

The article highlights the importance of teaching academic reading in order to form students’ communicative competence. It
is emphasized that teaching reading of special literature in a foreign language in universities is given special attention. Students
in their future profession inevitably will face a large amount of foreign specialized literature, so mastering reading skills, extract
and process professionally relevant information is of a great value for them. The analysis of the text from the standpoint of its
communicative content and the de nition of the hierarchy of intentional programs of such textual genres as textbooks, scienti c
papers, lectures and others are the objective of the research. It is noted that the teaching text is shown through the prism of its
communication content in this article. The list of the basic speech intensions is chosen on the base of intentional programs of
the teaching text material. These intensions are used for making methodical model of the professional communication training
of non-linguistic university students.

Key words: communication content, speech intention, teaching text material, professional communication, reading skills,
reading comprehension, communicative competence, speech model.

Teaching reading of special literature in a foreign language in universities is given special attention. Students in their
future profession inevitably will face a large amount of foreign specialized literature, so mastering reading skills, extract
and process professionally relevant information is of a great value for them. The experience of working with students in
a non-linguistic university shows that specialized text often causes di culties in understanding it, determining the main
content, drawing up a resume. Even knowing the meanings of lexical units and grammatical structures, students are often
unable to de ne a topic, extract basic information from the text. It seems to us that, to a certain extent, the di culties that
arise from the students’ lack of knowledge of the structural features of the type of text presented to them.

Statement of the problem. Modern methodologists suggest that an academic text is multileveled formation
including the following levels:

– motivational level and communicative intention level;
– subject-denotative level;
– content level or the level of content lling, predicate relationships and their logical organization in the process

of comprehension;
– linguistic level;
– speech level;
– background plan for oral text that is voiced.
From the posture of methods the most perspective and topical is to present an academic text through its com-

municative content, since communicative content reveals the author’s intention to interpret the substantive content


