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ANALYSIS OF THE GENESIS AND FORMATION
OF THE PHILOSOPHY OF LANGUAGE

Abstract. The philosophy of language is the important research area of the philosophy, which identifies the
fundamental role of the language and speech in the cognition and the structures of the consciousness and knowledge.
The philosophy of the language is one of the central areas of the research in modern western philosophy, which
focuses on the concept of the language as the key of understanding the knowledge. The predecessors of the
philosophical and linguistic direction were Aristotle (the treatise “Categories”), 1. Kant (the development of the
categories of the mind), J.J. Rousseau (ideas about the origin of writing), J. Mill (contribution to the theory of the
reference), V. Humboldt, and others. The transition from the philosophical classics to the period of the philosophy of
the language is associated with the change in the object of research: instead of “ideas” came linguistic entities
“sentences” and “terms”. The cognizing subject often shifts to the periphery of the cognitive process or eliminated
altogether. At the same time, the so-called “linguistic turn” is characteristic of an extremely wide range of the
modern lines of the philosophy development, including phenomenology and hermeneutics, structuralism and post
structuralism. Modern philosophy considers it problematic in the principle to distract from the linguistic aspect of the
philosophical problems.

Key words: philosophy of language, linguistics, phenomenology, hermeneutics, structuralism, poststructuralism,
speech, cognition, consciousness, reference.

The relevance of the topic. The philosophy of language is the research area of the philosophy, which
analyzes the relationships between the thinking and language, but also reveals the constitutive role of the
language, words and speech in various forms of discourse, in cognition and in the structures of the
consciousness and knowledge. The term “philosophy of language” was proposed by P.1. Zhitetsky (1900),
A. Marti (1910), K. Fosler (1925), O. Funke (1928), M. M. Bakhtin and V.N. Voloshinov (1929).

The philosophy of language is the study of the most central questions that we raise about language,
and an analysis of the most fundamental concepts we apply to language. Among the most important of
these are truth, reference and meaning [1]. The task is to say what we mean by these concepts, and then to
construct theories of truth, reference and meaning that help us understand not only the languages of logic,
mathematics and science but also ordinary languages like English, French, and German.

Classical philosophy has researched the problems of the language from two sides: 1) explanations of
the genesis of the language, where two alternative concepts were put forward: the emergence of the
language by nature (concepts developed by the sophists and stoics to the enlightenment), and by
convention (from the Greek atomists to T. Hobbes and J.J. Rousseau) and 2) the relationships of the
language and thinking, with all the variety of the concepts.

Language is the mirror of the reason for the classical philosophy (D. Locke, G.G. Leibniz). Of course,
the specific structure of the language also indirectly set the prospect of the categorical division, since
categories were identified (by Aristotle, Kant, Trendelenburg, etc.) as the types of the connectives in
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judgments, identified with the sentences, and the types of connectives of subject and predicate very
different in various languages.

For example, the axioms of arithmetic can be derived from the system of logic plus the logical
definitions of all arithmetical concepts. The question outlines the strategy for doing this in the Foundations
of Arithmetic. Simply put, the idea is to show first that arithmetic is at bottom nothing but an elaboration
of pure logic, and second that higher mathematics is at bottom nothing more than an elaboration of
arithmetic. So the goal is to show, how all of mathematics can be established with the unchallengeable a
priori certainty of pure logic [2].

Language forms in the world lay between the world of external phenomena and the inner world of
man. And the language world is not just the pliable material for the expression of thought; it is an
energetic activity, setting certain dispositions for the perception and thinking, forming attitudes and
perspectives for the efforts of thought. Despite all the originality of Humboldt’s linguistic concept, it still
makes the significant influence on either philosophy or linguistics until the twentieth century. Philosophy
still sought to purify the structures of knowledge and thought from their connectedness with the language,
to turn its critical reflection from thinking, immersed in unjustified identifications, in metaphors, in
polysemy inherent in the natural language, to pure thinking in the concepts, which have objective,
transpersonal and unambiguous meaning [3]. In fact, the classical philosophy was most likely interested in
the world of ideal meanings, and language was presented either as the pliable material for expressing this
meaning, or as an inadequate form of expressing this ideal meaning, which is inherent in the natural
language, which must be critically analyzed.

Materials and methods of research. Accessible and thorough, written with the unique combination
of informality and careful formulation, the book addresses sense and reference, proper names, definite
descriptions, indexical, the definition of truth and meaning, the nature of speaker meaning, as addressed
by Frege, Kripke, Russell, Donnellan, Kaplan, Evans, Putnam, Tarski, Davidson, and Grice. The
explanations aim to be as simple as possible without sacrificing accuracy; critical assessments are included
with the exposition in order to stimulate further thought and discussion. Philosophy of Language will be
an essential resource for undergraduates in the typical philosophy of language course or for graduate
students with no background in the field. It can be used in conjunction with an anthology of classic texts,
sparing the instructor much arduous exegesis. The situation has changed fundamentally in the late
nineteenth and early twentieth centuries. Already F. Nietzsche has linked all misconceptions with the
language, with hypostasis, and with the ontology of the fictitious words. He called German idealism “the
metaphysics of the language” (Sprachmetaphysik). F. Mautner, having identified the thinking and speech,
put forward the program of the criticism of the language as the source of anthropomorphism, fetishism and
metaphor. In linguistics, the concepts arose not only returned to Humboldt’s ideas, but also developed
them. Thus, G. Steinthal has identified in the language the following: 1) the speech; 2) the ability to the
language; 3) the material of the language. According to Buehler, the seeking to implement the ideas of
Humboldt, put forward the number of axioms of new linguistics: 1) language as an Organon; 2) the sign
nature of the language; 3) the analysis of the language as the speech action and speech act, as the language
product and language structure; 4) language as the system of the words and sentences [4].

Neohumboldtianstvo (L. Weisgerber, G.G. Speth) has revealed the language understanding as the
worldview, understood the natural language as an organ of the creating thought and comprehending the
world, and turning to the internal form of the language, considered the formation of the forms of the spirit
through the language and in the language. One of the features of linguistics of the XX century is the
combination of the structuralism and semiotics. The founder of the structuralism- F. Saussure, made the
distinction between the language as the structure of the possible and real norms; and the speech as the set
of the acts. T.Morris investigates the foundational concepts, such as truth, reference, and meaning, which
are central to the philosophy of the language and important to the philosophy as a whole. W.V.O. Quine
has developed the precise techniques for understanding the languages of the logic and mathematics, and
how these techniques have been refined and extended to the study of the natural human languages [5]. He
has exploring new thinking about propositions, possibility, and the relationship between meaning,
assertion, and other aspects of language use. The philosophy of language was finally formed in the
XX century. It took the linguistic turn that was understood in the different ways and implemented in the
different ways. The need to create a new research area is due to a number of reasons. First of all, the
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differentiation of linguistics by itself. In the beginning of the XX century, the large body of the scientific
disciplines was formed that explore the life of the language in its various modes, aspects and forms. For
linguistics, an integrative image of the language was important, which would allow us to find ways of the
categorical and methodological synthesis of various linguistic disciplines and theories that characterize the
language in various ways.

The philosophy of language is the broad term that can describe the way different aspects of
philosophy relate to language, the way language is considered in human thought or the way it is conceived
[6]. Different perspectives within philosophy analyze language in different ways and take interest in
different aspects of it. Many of the debates relate to the discussions within psychology, cognition and
linguistics. Additionally, the fascination with the language extends far into other fields, where its
fluctuations and manipulations have puzzled and captivated scholars for the centuries. The great religions
of the world maintain their own views, doctrinal or traditional, on language as well. Many monotheistic
religions consider the language to be an essential element of human society, designed to be a form of
communication to facilitate growth and prosperity. This can be extrapolated from the biblical story of the
Tower of Babel, where God creates new dialects in order to hinder the building of a great tower that would
project human greatness. In Judaism and other faiths, the source language of holy texts or basic concepts
of the religion often takes on a degree of sanctity as well, becoming a conduit of holiness and thus
meaningful or purposeful in and of itself. In Judaism, Hebrew or even Aramaic has been attributed this
sort of sanctity; in Islam, Arabic and perhaps Persian or Turkish.

The philosophy of the language was intended to provide integrative functions in the constantly
differentiating linguistics. An integrative image of the language could hardly be constructed, since the
diversity of the languages in linguistics went very far and its subject was constructed by completely
different methodological means: from the use of the natural science methods to the methods of living and
understanding put forward in the so-called “Sciences of the spirit”.

The second reason for the formation of the philosophy of language is the linguistic turn in philosophy
itself, which led to the fact that language was understood as the reality that sets the categorical division of
the world, that not only has its own specifics, but also forms the being of knowledge and consciousness.

The ancient Greek philosophers took more direct approach to the language. Plato wrote
inconclusively on the topic of whether language was the natural outgrowth or the convention of the
humanity. He claimed more often than not that there were natural aspects of vocabulary and phonemes.
However, he could not prove that every sound inherently had meaning or lent something to the definition
of any word that combined various phonemes. Aristotle took to analyze the semantics of the sentences in
the similar fashion, with the idea that language and its understanding would be based on the mental
abstraction of meaning based on the possibilities, provided by the lexicon. However, he thought each word
was essential and had some degree of absolute meaning, inhibiting variation in meaning. Formerly, he
would have been promoting nominalism. Aristotle draws the hierarchy, where the words stand for the
thoughts and thoughts conceptualize things.

Ontology language was developed in various areas of philosophy: from the dialogical philosophy of
F. Ebner, M. Buber, M.M. Bakhtin [2], where the language was understood as inter subjective reality,
emerging in the dialogue between Me and You, to the concept of linguistic relativity. Sepira K. and
B.L. Worf, stressing the dependence of all our knowledge from the linguistic resources to the fundamental
ontology of M. Heidegger [7], where the language was understood as the house of the spirit and human
existence, and the philosophy of language, as identifying the original meanings contained in language.

The field of the philosophy of language is thought by some to have been overcome by science,
specifically linguistics, in a similar fashion to metaphysics or alchemy being absorbed by physics and
chemistry, respectively. However, this view might be challenged based on the unique role of language in
many biological and neurological sciences, where abstract theory remains necessary to theorize how
language or faculties of language might affect us. Kierkegaard advocated for a more intense focus on
language in Western philosophy, believing it had been ignored by modern philosophers and their recent
predecessors. The 1916 publication by Charles Bally and Albert Sechehaye, Course in General
Linguistics, develops a theory of structural linguistics that resembles the later theories of Noam Chomsky.
They divide between an abstract, mental language and the tangible, expressed form of language we hear in
words or other symbols. These ideas resemble the later biological theory of Chomsky that relate a deep
and surface structure to language, where the expressed combinations of words, i.e., surface structure,
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symbolizes a wordless thought, i.e., the deep structure of an expression. However, Chomsky criticizes the
limiting notions of structural linguistics and proclaims that there is an infinite amount of sentences that can
be created with source material for language. He proposes the description of a framework, in which all
sentences can be formulated rather than trying to cocoon the host of language into a limiting generality.

Chomsky also proposes somewhat of the return to abstract philosophy in the way science examines
language, this time accepting an abstract structure that is not so tangible until it is expressed, studying the
so-called meta semantics of language before it is expressed. More broadly, Robert Stainton labels this
“I- language”, the “internal language” of the people. Mixed in with this debate is the usage of the
conventions or norms in defining how language works. One problem with this has been the inability to
define to what extent something “conventional” should be regular enough to be labeled as such. However,
many social theorists also postulate that the way people organize depends much on our communication
and understanding of the expressions we pass to one another [8]. Symbolic inter actionists would accept
conventions in order to justify human organizations.

Relating back to the theories of Plato, it continues to be debated how much language is an innate
element of human behavior. Most linguists and psychologists today view language as something learned
through osmosis more than instruction. Additionally, theorists like Chomsky view the human brain as
hard-wired to use language. He refers to a “universal grammar” evidenced by a finite set of rules for
grammar structure in human languages that are inevitably conceived and guarded by human societies and
restrain the shifts in the language.

Ontologism in the understanding of the language was also characteristic of the famous philosophies
(A.F. Losev, S. Bulgakov, P.A. Florensky), which interpreted the name as reality, as effectiveness, the
factor of both knowledge and reality by itself. The ontology of the language has become one of the
variants of the hermeneutical approach to the language, which has found its embodiment in the ethno
methodology of G. Garfinkel, Ethnography of the speech and ethno semantics (D. Hymes, etc.).

Philosophy of the language investigates the foundational concepts, such as truth, reference, and
meaning, that are central to the philosophy of language and important to philosophy as a whole.
Philosophers from Frege, Russell, Tarski, and Carnap to Kripke, Kaplan, and Montague have developed
precise techniques for understanding the languages of logic and mathematics, and how these techniques
have been refined and extended to the study of natural human languages. This line, connected with the
distinction between object language and meta language and with the orientation to the analysis of the
structures of the language of science, was continued in the generative grammar of N. Chomsky.
L. Wittgenstein, in which “Logical-philosophical treatise” saw the task of philosophy to clarify the words
later in “Philosophical studies” puts forward the concept of “language game”, which emphasizes that the
meaning of the words due to the word usage, i.e. draws attention to the pragmatic nature of the language
values and language use is interpreted as a linguistic activity [3].

Research results. Interest in the pragmatics of the language is characteristic of both instrumentalism
and pragmatism (D. Dewey, C. 1. Lewis) and the analysis of everyday language (D. Wisdom, D. Ryle,
D.L. Austin, P.F. Stroson), where philosophy is understood as an analysis of the use of the language and
as the identification of the semantic richness of the natural language. If in the 1950s and 60s structuralism
and semiotic approach to the language as the system of signs prevailed, in the 1970s. in the linguistics and
in the philosophy of the language there were significant shifts: the focus was not only on artificial
languages and their semantics, but also on natural languages, syntactic aspects of the language were
analyzed in unity with semantic ones, and semantics was understood as an explication of truths and logical
consequences. This direction in the philosophy of the language found its development in the theory of
speech acts, where the language expressions were understood not as the objects, but as the actions
(D. Austin, Searle). Linguistics in the 1970s. have turned to the study of the units, larger than the sentence
(text linguistics, discourse analysis), which significantly transformed both the subject and the methods.

The importance of any philosophical thought is always conditioned by the number of reasons for both
internal and external properties. This also applies to the analysis of the problems of the development of
Kazakh philosophy [9, p.133]. Since our country gained its independence, a lot has changed in terms of
economic, political and social conditions of the system; this also caused the number of important changes
in the cultural sphere, in particular, led to the revival of interest in the values of the traditional culture of
the Kazakh people. This was followed by an increased interest in the history of the formation and
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development of Kazakh philosophy. It should be considered that the definition of Kazakh philosophy is a
modern category, although such concepts as “dana”, “danyshpan”, “danalyq” and “hakim”. It is claimed
that the words “danalyq” and “hakim” are the closest to the meaning of the philosophy [10, p.130].

In the process of understanding the mentality of the Kazakh people, the use of such thing as the space
of the historical time (historical and temporal space) has the great importance.

Conclusion. In the conclusion we would like to note, that the subject of the linguistics and the
philosophy of the language significantly expanded by the end of the XX century, the subject of their study
was not just language as an activity of thinking, but also speech, speech communication and all forms of
the language, understood as the modes of the action, forming the continuum of the meanings that have
polysemicity and homonymy, are not reduced to unambiguous and ideally objective meanings, and
assume figures of the speech, metaphors and tropes as the methods of expression. Together with the
logical analysis of the language, the concepts of hermeneutical interpretation of the language are
developed in the philosophy of language (G.G. Gadamer and P. Riker), the transcendental pragmatics of
K.O. Apel, the theory of communicative action of Y. Habermas, and the structural psychoanalysis of
J. Lacan, who make the subject of their research speech utterances, language communications, pragmatics
and semantics of language.

K. K. Tepemypatosa', H. JI. CeiitaxmeToBa’

! AGait atsiaiars Kasak YIITTBIK [earorMKabiK YHHUBEpCHTETI, AMaThl Kajackl, Kazakcran;
’KP BxFM FK ®unocodus, casicaTTaHy %oHe JiHTaHy HHCTHTYThI, AnMaThl, Kasakcran

TN ®NJITOCOPUSACBIHBIH TEHE3UCI MEH KAJIBIIITACYBIH TAJLJJAY

Annoranusi. Tin ¢uiocodpuscel — Oy TaHBIM MEH OUTiM KYpPBUIBIMBIHIAFBl TUI MEH TULHIH HETI3ri peiiH
AHBIKTAUTBHIH (QUIOCOPUSIHBIH 3epTTey canmacel. Tin ¢umocodpuscel — Kasipri OaTeic  (GHIOCOPHUICHHIAFHI
3epTTeyNepaiH OpPTANBIK OaFBITTAPBIHBIH Oipi, OHBIH OacThl Ha3apblHIA TUT Typajbl TYCIHIK oijay MeH OimiMmi
TYCIHYmiH KinTi Oombin  TaObutampl. DPUIOCOPUIBIK-THHIBUCTUKANBIK OAFBITTBIH  13alIBUIAPEl  APHUCTOTENH
(«Kareropusimap» tpakratsl), V. Kant (akput-oif caHateabiH eHuenyi), XK. K. Pycco (;ka3yapIH MIBIFY TeTi Typaibl
uaesap), k. Mwuie (pedepenuust teopuschiHa yiiec), B. T'ymOonbar sxone Oackanap. Duinocodusiibik
KJaccukagan Tl (uocousCHIHBIH Ke3eHIHE KOeIly 3epTTey HbICAaHBIHBIH ©3repyiHe OaiJIaHBICTBI: «HIesIapy»
OpHBIHA JINHIBUCTHKAJIBIK MOHJIEP — YCBIHBICTAp MEH TepMHHAEp Keneai. TaHylibl cyObeKT KeOiHece TaHBIMABIK
MPOLIECTIH IIETiHE JKbUDKHIBI HEMECE MYJJIEM JKOMbUIa/Ibl JKOHE IUCKYpC aBTOHOMJBI PETIHIE KapacThIpblia
Oacraiinpl. COHBIMEH Kartap, «JIMHIBHCTHKAJBIK OYPBUIBICY JIEN aTalaThiH (UIOCO(USIHBIH Ka3ipri 3aMaHFbl Jamy
JKEJIIEPiHIH ©Te KeH CIEKTpiHEe ToH, OFaH (PEHOMEHOJIOTHS KHE T'eépPMEHEBTHKA, KYPHUIBIMAIIU3M KHE HOCTCTPYK-
Typamu3Mm karaael. Kasipri ¢wiocodus Herizinme ¢uiocodusnblK npobdieManapislH TUIIIK acleKTiCiHeH
ayaHgaMay mpoOiieMalbl en caHaiabl. XX FachIpIbIH CKiHIII XKapTHICBIHAH OacTarn (rUiIoco(USIHBIH OapIbIK HETi3ri
OexiMzepi KeM AeTeHIe OMIBIH (HI0COPHSUTBIK-THHTBICTUKAIBIK KalaMIapbIHBIH CTIITUCTUKAJIBIK 9CEPiH Ce3iHem.
Ocpraiimma, Tinm  QUIOCOQUACH-OMIOCODHAIBIK 3EpTTEYNIEPHiH JKeKe ajblHFaH OafrbIThl FaHA emec (TeK
AHATMTHKAIBIK (QHIocopusIMEeH FaHa TUT (GHUIOCO(HACHIH TEHIECTIPETIH Tap aHBIKTAMalaap MYMKiH 0osica na),
COHBIMEH KaTap TeOpHsUIapAbl Kypy TOciiiepi Typajbl cypakTapra epeKile KbI3BIFYIIBUIBIKIICH joHe OenoMm Oepy
KYpPaJIIapblH peTTey NPUHLMITEPIH 3epielieyMeH OainaHbICThl (PUIOCOQUSIBIK OWNayIblH epekine cTum. Tin
¢mnocodusicer [lnatoH MeH ApHUCTOTENBAIH JKYMBICTapblHaH Oacray anajpl. AJFamr per Tl (QuIocopuschiH
KaJIBINTACThIPYFa KaTaH JIOTHKaJIbIK-MaTeMaTuKaIbIK Ke3Kapac uaeschl XVII raceipabiy JleOHUI jxoHEe YWIIKUH3
CHUSIKTBI TaHbIMaJ FasibIM-priiocorapbiHa YChIHBUIABI, coxaH keiiH JIx. Byme xone k. Mwuib. Kaszipri Tin
¢mtocoduschHBIH Heri3ri Macenenepi MeH yrbeiMaapsl @per, k. CoHpaii-ak, <«oKajbl JIMHTBUCTHUKA KypPCBIHIA»
®epaunang ne Coccrop.

Tin dunocodusicel — Oy T MeH ceifieyni 3epTTeyMeH, TaHBIM MEH CaHa MEH OuTiM KYpBUIBIMIAapbIHIaFbl
ONApIBIH HETI3Ti peiliH 3epTTeyMeH aiHambicaThiH (rtocodusHbH Oemimi. Ka3zipri yakeitta Tinm ¢uimocoduscer
Oacka OarpITTapMeH Katap OaThIC (QMIOCO(QUACHIH 3ePTTEY OPTANBIFBIHAA TYpP. TiT QHIOCOPHICH (PIITOCOPHITBIK,
TYKBIpBIMIAaMa pEeTiHAe TUINl oilay MeH OLTIMII TYCIHYIIH KinTi peTiHme KapacTeipangsl. Tim moceneci Tin
dhunocodusceiH jxeke GUIOCOGHUITBIK 0aT PETiHIAC peciMAereHre AeHiH KapacThIPbLIIbIL.

«Tinmik oWbIHAApPY» TYKBIPHIMIAMACHIHBIH aJaM iC-dpeKeTi INpOoLeciHAe KAJIBIITACATBIH JKOHE JKAIIBI azaM
OMIpiHIH HPUHLUNTEPIH OUIIIpeTiH epexerep peTiHae maiga Oonysl. I'. Paiina, I1. CtpocoH xoHe T.0. ceiiney
aKTUIEpiHIH TEOPUSCHIH JaMbITy, OJap TUIAIH JIOTMKachl MEH KYpPbUIBIMBI KEeWOIp MOJIEHW ajFbllIapTTapra
Herizgenred. byn kesenne MaHbzapl opbiHgapaeiH 0ipi C. Kpunke, JI. Kamnman ozipinereH MaHBI3ABI JKoHE
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pedepeHIHsS TeOpHACH (OHTOJOTHSIBIK, FRUIBIMH, STHKAIBIK, JiHU TYKBIPBIMAAPABI Tajaay) aiagsl. Tim moceneci
koHe Oacka Ja MarblHACBl T Oy CHSKTBI 1K KyOBUIBICTApFAa KapChl TYPATBIH CBHIPTKBI, OJIEYMETTIK
(heHomenaepre GaiyaHBICTHI.

Tyiiin ce3mep: Tin ¢uiocoduschl, JUHIBUCTHKA, (PEHOMEHONOTHs, T'€PMEHEBTHKA, CTPYKTypallu3M,
MOCTCTPYKTYpPaJIU3M, COMIIEY, TAaHBIM, CaHa, peepeHLIns.

K. K. Typemypatora', H. JI. CeiiraxmeroBa’

'Kasaxckuil HALMOHAIBHBIH [E1ArOrHYeCKHit yHuBepcuteT uM. Abas, Anmarter, Kazaxcras;
*Uuctutyt dunocoduu, momuronoruu u penuruosenenns KH MOH PK, Anmars, Kasaxcran

AHAJIN3 TEHE3UCA U CTAHOBJIEHUE ®UJIOCOPUU A3BIKA

AnHoTauusa. Ilemarormka BpICHIEH IIKOJBI OCHOBBIBAETCS HAa IEAAarOrMYEcCKOd Hayke. JTO HayKa o
NneJarort4yeCKux 3aKOHOMEPHOCTAX, CYITHOCTHU, MPUHIUIIAX, METOAAX U (l)OpMaX O6y‘leHI/Iﬂ, BOCIIMTaHUs, pa3sBUTUA U
npodeCcCHOHANBHON IOJIIOTOBKM KOHKPETHOTO 4YeNIOBEKa, KOJUIEKTHMBA B MHTEpEcax YCIEIIHOW JesTeNbHOCTH.
[MosiBnieHre TeENAarorvkyd BbICHIEH IIKOJBI CBA3aHO C IE€PBBIMU OOBEIMHEHHWSMH JIFONEH s COBMECTHOM
JKM3HEIESATEILHOCTH: YTOOBI €€ OCYILECTBIISATh, IIPOBOIMIIM COOTBETCTBYIOIIYIO NOATOTOBKY. Kak camocrosrensHas
0Tpacib, eaaroruka chopMUpoBasiach TOIBKO 110CJIE€ HAKOIUICHUS OOIIMX M CIIEIHATIBHBIX [1€1arOTHUECKUX 3HAHUH.
[Menarorvka BbISBISIET HamOoOJiee YCTOMYMBBIE M CYLIECTBEHHBIE CBSI3M, 3aBHCUMOCTH MEXAYy OOydeHHUEM,
BOCIIUTaHUEM, Pa3BUTHUEM U BCECTOPOHHEW NMOJATOTOBKOHM JIIOAEH M COLMaNbHBIX Ipymnil. M3ydas megaroruyeckue
acmeKThl Tmporecca oOpa3oBaHUSA (camMooOpa3oBaHUs), OOYYCHHS, BOCHHTAHHUS, CAMOBOCIIHTAHHS, DPa3BHUTHA,
CcaMOpa3BUTHSA M NPO(EeCCHOHANBHONW MOATOTOBKM JIOJEH K ONPEIEICHHOMY BHAY AEATEIBHOCTH, IEAAroruka
BBICILIEH IIKOJIBI 0OOCHOBBIBAST IIPUHIIMIIBI, METOIB! M OpraHU3AIMOHHEIE (POPMBI Y4eOHO-BOCIIUTATEILHOW PaboTHl,
pEKOMEHAINH, MIPaBUiia, IPUEMBbl PYKOBOJCTBA U Ap. Ilenaroruka BhICIIEH IIKOJIBI — 3TO OTPacib MEAarorniecKon
HAayK{, W3y4amoollas IeJarorudecKue 3aKOHOMEPHOCTH M CPEACTBA OpPraHU3alMd U OCYIIECTBICHHUS BBICHIETO
o0Opa3oBaTesibHOTO  Mpolecca  (camooOpa3oBaHusi), OOYYCHHs, BOCHUTAaHHS (CAMOBOCIUTAHMS), pPa3BUTHS
(camopa3BuTHs) ¥ TPOECCHOHATBHON MTOATOTOBKU CTYEHTOB (CiylIaTesel) K OonpeaeIeHHOMY BULy JeSTeIbHOCTH
n obmecTBeHHON M3HU. [103TOMy THpenMer menarorvky BBICHICH IIKOJBI BKIIOYAET: BY3 KakK IENaroruyecKyro
cucrteMy; (QYHKIMOHUpOBaHHE U A3(P(EKTUBHOCTH IENarorn4eckoro mnporecca B BBICIIEM Y4eOHOM 3aBElICHUU;
MeJIarOTHYECKYI0 JIeATeNIbHOCTh HAy4YHO-NEarOTHYeCKUX pPaOOTHUKOB, HMX NPO(hecCHOHATBHO-TIENAarOTHUECKYI0
MOJTOTOBKY; IEJarorndeckue 3aKOHOMEPHOCTH (DOPMHUPOBAHUS U PA3BUTHA JTMYHOCTH CTYIEHTA; IPOLECC BHICIIETO
o0Opa3oBaHUs W caMOOOpazoBaHWSA;, OOyYeHHE B BBICIIEM YYeOHOM 3aBEICHHH, BOCIIUTAHHUS M CaMOBOCIIHTAHUS
CTYACHTOB, MOPAJIbHYI0 M TCHXOJIOTHYECKYIO IIOATOTOBKY; (DOPMBI, METOIBI M IEJAarOTHYECKHe TEXHOJOTHH B
BBICIIEM Y4eOHOM 3aBEIICHMH; NEAAarOTHYECKHe acleKThl HEINPEPhIBHOW CaMOCTOSITEIbHOW PabOThI CTYAEHTOB BO
BpeMs 00y4YEeHUs B By3€ U IIOCJIE €0 OKOHYAHHSA; IMYHOCTh HAYyYHO-NIEAarOTHUECKOro pPabOTHUKA; MEIarOTHIeCKHe
0COOEHHOCTH B3aUMOJECHUCTBHUS CTYAEHTOB M Hay4YHO-IIEArOTMYECKUX PAOOTHHMKOB B IENArornieckoM IpoLecce
By3a B XOJI€ peanu3auuy 3agad boloHCKONH KOHBEHIINH; KOMJIEKTUB (COIMAIbHYIO IPYMITy) HayYyHO-IeJarOTH4eCKUX
paboTHUKOB Kadenp, (akyJIbTETOB, BY30B; CTYACHYECKHE KOJUIGKTHUBBI (ColMaiibHbIe TpyImbl). KopeHHbie
HU3MEHCHHS, KOTOPBLIC IMPOU3OUIIM B COHHMAIbHO-3KOHOMUYCCKHUX YCJIIOBUAX O6LlIeCTBa, HOTpe60BaIIl/I BHCAPCHUA
Hay4YHO OOOCHOBAaHHOW MOATOTOBKH HAay4YHO-TIEJArOTMUECKUX KaJIpoB JUI BBICIIEH IMIKONBL. Takas IOAroTOBKa
IpeaycMaTpuBaeT HE TOJIBKO TJIyOOKOe BIaJeHHE IIpeIMEeTHOM 001acTH, K KOTOpPOH OTHOCHTCS YydeOHas
JUCLIMILUIMHA, HO U HAy4YHBIE OCHOBBI EIarOrMYeCKOl AeATeNbHOCTH. OIHUM U3 peasIbHBIX MyTel Tako! MOATOTOBKU
ABISIETCSl MarucTparypa M JOKTOpaHTypa. llemarornka BBICIIEH IIKONBI JOJDKHA OOECHEUUTh peaTn3aluio
crnenyrommx (yHKOUHA: 00pa30BaTENbHOW, HAYYHO-TIO3HABATEIBHOH, IMTOOYAMTENBEHOW, MpeoOpa30BaTebHOM,
MIPOTHO3UPYIOIIEH, MPOEKTUBHON, KyIBTYPOJIOTHYECKOH, amalTHBHOW, BOCIHTATEIBHON M TNPO(eCcCHOHATBHOM.
ITenaroruka BbICIIEH MIKOJBI MMEET CBOM T€3aypyC M ONEPUPYET TAKUMH OCHOBHBIMH NOHSATHAMH, KaK: Pa3BUTHE,
o0ydeHue, BOCIHUTaHHE, NpodeccHoHanbHas MOArOTOBKA, CaMOBOCIMTAHUE, CaMOOOpa30OBaHME, IEJArorndeckKas
cHCTeMa, NEeJarorMdecKuil Npolecc, MeAarorndeckasl JIESITeNbHOCTh W Ap. Pa3BUTHE CTyAEHTa MOHUMAIOT Kak
Pa3HOIIAHOBBIC U 3aKOHOMCPHBIC UBMCHCHUSA B €TO l/IHZlI/lBI/l[lyaﬂ])HOI\/II IICUXHUKE, BCJICACTBUC YCTO BO3ZHUKACT HOBOC
KayeCTBEHHOE COCTOsIHHE O00BekTa. IIpolecc MOXKET MPOUCXOAUTH IO BOCXOMANICH (MPOrPECCHPYIOUICH) WK
HHUCXoAALIeH (perpeccupyomieil) JMHUH (B 3TOM citydae 00bEKT JerpagupyeT, TepsieT MOJI0KHUTENIbHbIE CBOHCTBA, HE
npuoOpeTast HOBBIX).

KioueBsbie ciioBa: o0pa3zoBaHue, nearoruka, gpuocodus oopazoBaHusi, O0JIOHCKHI MpoLecc, JOKTOPaHTypa,
MeIarOTHYECKHH MPOIIECC, eJarornyeckas IesITelnbHOCTh, CaMo00pa3oBaHue, 00ydeHHne, CaMOBOCIIUTaHHUE.
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