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Abstract

Background: The relevance of the study lies in the need of studying lecturer’s language etiquette, his role in the formation
of a professionally oriented personality in terms of improving the system of higher education, in the process of
implementing new requirements and standards of education.

Purpose: To identify the components of lecturer’s language etiquette, which are important for students of higher
education, as well as to identify ways of their formation and development.

Materials and Methods: A questionnaire was developed using Google Forms to implement the study. The questionnaire
was distributed by e-mail among 70 students from Kharkiv National University of Civil Engineering and Architecture
(Kharkiv, Ukraine) and 40 students from Sukhum State University (Thilisi, Georgia).

Results: The survey allowed to find that the main principles of language etiquette of the lecturer are: politeness, tact,
kindness, tolerance, friendliness, ability to listen, others. Among the violations of the rules of language etiquette of the
lecturer, which are most common, students noted the following: talking in “high tones ”, excessive categorical statements,
hostility, tactlessness, rudeness, bias, arrogance, others.

Conclusions: The most popular in the process of pedagogical communication are the lecturer ’s competencies, such as
listening skills, managing their emotions and states, interaction with students based on understanding their values and
needs, tact, politeness, tolerance, friendliness. Especially important are the skills of building effective speech,
establishing and maintaining a communicative balance in the audience, creating an atmosphere of trust, psychological
comfort, open and equal cooperation. These skills and abilities become especially relevant in the era of digitalization
and the transition to blended learning.

Keywords: language etiquette of a lecturer, professional competence, personality-oriented approach, superprofessional
skills, effective language expression, maintaining communicative balance.
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Introduction

The ability to repel a communicative attack, to
adequately establish, maintain contact with students, to
manage them are the most important professional
competencies of a lecturer. The practice of pedagogical
communication in higher education institutions requires
not only the intensification of relations in the system
“lecturer — student”, but also changes in the quality of
these relations in the direction of their openness and
informativeness.

The current educational situation highlights the
professional activity of the lecturer, his ability to interact
with students, to build equal, partnership relationships.

The lecturer is called to work today in modern
communication systems, to use different channels of
transmission and reception of information. The real
needs of modern higher education in lecturers, who are
able to constantly develop their personal qualities, who
are able to make the most of their natural potential, to
develop their general and communicative culture are
obvious nowadays.

In the profession of pedagogue, rhetorical skill is a
leading professional characteristic, which determines
the creation of optimal interpersonal and business
relationships with students, the absence of conflicts and
personal satisfaction. The ability to competently carry
out pedagogical communication, to adequately
establish, maintain contact with students and manage
them are the most important professional competencies
of a lecturer.

Rhetorical skill involves the lecturer’s knowledge of
rhetorical norms and rules, the ability to apply them in
the process of language interaction, through which
realizes the purpose of teaching and educating students.
Its main components are the ability to design,
understand, plan and creatively create a situation of
pedagogical communication, to carry out rhetorical
reflection.

At the same time, research in the field of pedagogical
rhetoric and experience of pedagogical activity show
that a significant part of lecturers' difficulties is caused
not as much by shortcomings of scientific and
methodical training of lecturers, as by deformation of
professional-pedagogical communication, insufficient
mastery of pedagogical communication, low level of
culture of pedagogical communication.

An analysis of recent research on the scientific literature
on the role of the lecturer’s personality in the
educational work of higher education shows that the
current problem of professionally significant qualities of
a lecturer has been studied by such scientists as
Bielikova, Dytiuk, and Krech (2019); Kharlamov
(2015); Melnyk and Pypenko (2017); Melnyk (2017);
Ortynskiy (2017); Podlasiy (2015); Slastenin, Isayev,
and Shiyanov (2015); Tkachova (2015); Zimnyaya
(2010); Zyazyun, Kramushchenko, and Kryvonos
(2008) and others.

The main ideas that unite different points of view on the
rhetoric of these studies are that the university lecturer
is a person, who, in the content of his professional
activity, should have a set of universal qualities: to be a
scientist, lecturer-practitioner, educator, psychologist, to
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provide organic combination in the process of learning
educational, scientific and innovative activities, to have
the technique of pedagogical communication.

In the pedagogical literature of the United States,
devoted to the problem of professionalism of a
university lecturer, researchers consider the leading
features of a master lecturer in different ways. Thus,
Feldman (1976) identifies three groups of basic features
of a highly professional lecturer.

The first group includes characteristics related to
organizational and communication skills.

The second group of features is related to the
interpersonal relationships of the lecturer with students
and the role of the lecturer in stimulating the cognitive
activity of students.

The last group of features illustrates the constructive and
projected skills of the lecturer.

Feldman (1976) concludes that the most significant
features of an effective lecturer are: deep knowledge of
the subject, the ability to teach material clearly and
easily, to stimulate interest.

Sherman offers his version of the professiogram of a
lecturer of higher education in the United States, and as
five leading features of a master lecturer identifies:
enthusiasm in work; clarity and accessibility in
explaining the training material; competent organization
of the preparatory stage; skillful stimulation of interest
for the subject; deep knowledge of the subject.

The most detailed elaboration of the professiogram of a
university lecturer was presented by Collins (1978). In
it the most important features of a lecturer-enthusiast
are: a rich vocal palette, various facial expressions, a
lively look, competent, emotionally colored language,
explosive temperament.

Hoffman (1963) in his study “Lecturer through the eyes
of a student” notes the fact that almost all students
appreciate the commitment of lecturers to academic
work, deep knowledge of the subject and the desire to
involve students in the process of cognition. The next
component in the lecturer’s professional profile is clarity
and accessibility in the presentation of educational
material.  According to  American  scientists
(Hildebrandt, Wilson, & Dinst) clarity and accessibility
in the presentation these are the skills that can form an
idea of a high-level lecturer.

The current problem of modern rhetorical education has
been studied by such scholars as Annushkin (2014);
Bobylev, Kolomytseva and Kosheleva (2006); Matsko
and Kravets (2007);  Mikhalskaya  (1998);
Formanovskaya (2006) and others. According to
scientists, there are 3 significant factors that characterize
the influence of the culture of the lecturer’s speech on
the formation of the student’s personality:

- the speaker creates the interlocutor (the lecturer creates
his audience, forms the student’s personality);

- the truth is born in the dialogue (the lecturer offers
students not ready-made thoughts, but together with
them, during their thought process, comes to certain
conclusions);

- the language itself is improved by the person himself,
which is the main purpose of upbringing and education.
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The aim of the study. To identify the components of
lecturer’s language etiquette, which are important for
students of higher education, as well as to identify ways
of their formation and development.

Materials and Methods

To study the peculiarities of lecturer’s language
etiquette as a component of rhetorical skills, we
conducted a survey among higher education students of
Kharkiv National University of Civil Engineering and
Architecture, Kharkiv, Ukraine (KNUCEA) and
Sukhum State University, Thilisi, Georgia.

To conduct our study, we developed a questionnaire
using Google Forms. The questionnaire was distributed
by Email. The study involved 70 students from
KNUCEA (Kharkiv, Ukraine) and 40 students from
Sukhum State University (Thilisi, Georgia).

Results

Analyzing the psychological and pedagogical literature
to define the definitions of the above concepts, we
concluded that we can identify the following skills and
abilities that constitute the rhetorical skill of the lecturer
(Annushkin, 2014; Ortynskiy, 2017; Pryshchak, 2010;
Vvedenskaya, Pavlova, & Kashaeva, 2007):

1. Communicative or linguistic:

Lecturer’s ability to express his thoughts clearly and
distinctly; to persuade, argue, build evidence, the ability
to make judgments, analyze statements, speak logically,
intelligibly, fascinating.

2. Perceptual:

Lecturer’s ability to perceive the external features of the
student, correlate them with his personal characteristics,
interpret and predict on this basis the student’s behavior;
to listen and to hear (correctly interpret information,
including nonverbal, understand the subtexts, etc.),
understand the feelings and moods of students (tact,
ability to empathize); to analyze (ability to reflect).

3. Interactive:

Lecturer’s ability to interact in the process of
communication: organize communication, to keep up a
conversation, to discuss, to lead a discussion; to ask
questions; to communicate in conflict situations; to
manage their behavior in communication.

However, this list must be supplemented by one of the
most important communicative competencies of a
professional lecturer — the ability to master the rules of
language etiquette.

Language etiquette — accepted in this culture a set of
requirements for the form, content, order, nature and
situational relevance of statements.

Formanovskaya (2006) gives the following definition:
“Language etiquette means the regulatory rules of
speech behavior, a system of national-specific
stereotypes, stable formulas of communication, adopted
and attributed by society to establish contact with
interlocutors, maintaining and interrupting contact in the
chosen way”.

According to Formanovskaya (2006), language etiquette
is a wide range of units of language and speech, which
verbally expresses the etiquette of behavior, gives us the
linguistic riches that have accumulated in every society
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to express non-conflict, “normal”, i.e. good attitude
towards people. On the other hand, etiquette regulates
the complex choice of the most appropriate means of
speech for a particular recipient, a particular situation
and communication environment.

The peculiarity of the concept of “lecturer’s language
etiquette” is due to the specifics of pedagogical language
communication — the task of using words as a means of
transmitting knowledge and human education.
Mikhalskaya (1998) believes that a lecturer’s language
etiquette should become the highest model that
expresses a system of “appropriate and desirable
values”.

The degree of mastery of language etiquette determines
the degree of professional suitability of the lecturer.
Possession of language etiquette generates respect and
trust, promotes the acquisition of authority. The
lecturer’s language etiquette provides a culture of

inclusion, support, switching the interlocutor’s
attention, ending contact, expressing gratitude,
agreement, disagreement, satisfaction, pity,

compassion, compliment, etc.

The crucial stages of communication with the audience
are contact, support and termination. The importance of
“language setting” in establishing contact between
interlocutors is known. The exchange of seemingly
insignificant remarks about health, mood, weather
allows you to look closely at each other, feel the
emotional state, adequately perceive the communicative
situation.

Adherence to the rules of language etiquette has an
educational value: it helps to improve both language and
general culture of higher education. The effectiveness of
pedagogical communication depends on the extent to
which the lecturer has formed certain specific skills and
abilities of communication, as well as adhere to the rules
of language etiquette. These are primarily principles,
such as politeness, tact, delicacy, respect, kindness,
tolerance, kindness, endurance and much more.
Applicants for higher education believe that the
lecturer’s language etiquette affects the effectiveness of
the educational process (80.0% of surveyed students of
KNUCEA and 95.0% of students of Sukhum State
University).

According to our survey results, students believe that the
main principles of language etiquette are: politeness,
tact, kindness, tolerance, friendliness, ability to listen,
ability to appreciate the time of the interlocutor, friendly
speech of the lecturer, appropriate gestures, facial
expressions of the lecturer, communication with taking
into account the recognition of students' emotions and
understanding of their intentions, management of their
own emotions and states, interaction with students based
on understanding of their values and needs.

The most relevant characteristics of the lecturer’s
language etiquette provided by applicants for higher
education of KNUCEA and Sukhum State University
are given in Table 1.

Among the most common violations of the rules of
language etiquette of the lecturer, students note the
following: addressing “you”, the use of disappointing
epithets addressed to the student, talking in “high tones”,
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excessive categorical statements, hostility, tactlessness,
rudeness, impartiality, arrogance.

The most frequent violations of the rules of language
Table 1

Characteristics of Language Etiquette of the Lecturer
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etiquette of the lecturer, which draw the attention of

students of KNUCEA and Sukhum State University are
given in Table 2.

Characteristics provided by Ukrainian applicants
for higher education

Characteristics provided by Georgian applicants
for higher education

Name Percent

The ability to listen 80.0
Tact 77.1
Managing his own emotions and states 77.1
Interaction with students based on 77.1
understanding of their values and needs

Tolerance 71.4
Politeness 71.4
Friendly, calm language tone of the lecturer 69.0
Ability to value the interlocutor’s time 60.0
Benevolence 57.0

Name Percent

Friendly, calm language tone of the lecturer 55.0
Interaction  with  students based on 55.0
understanding of their values and needs

Tact 50.0
Benevolence 50.0
Politeness 45.0
The ability to listen 40.0
Tolerance 40.0
Managing his own emotions and states 35.0

Table 2

Violation of the Rules of Language Etiquette of the Lecturer

Characteristics provided by Ukrainian applicants
for higher education

Characteristics provided by Georgian applicants
for higher education

Name Percent

Excessive categorical statements 60.0
Personal appeal to “you” 57.0
Arrogance 45.0
Hostility 43.0
Tactlessness 40.0
Use of disappointing epithets addressed to a 38.0
student

Conversation in “high tones” 38.0

Name Percent

Conversation in “high tones” 40.0
Tactlessness 40.0
Arrogance 35.0
Use of disappointing epithets addressed to a 30.0
student

Hostility 20.0
Excessive categorical statements 20.0
Prejudice 15.0

Discussion

The range of answers of Ukrainian and Georgian
students is wide and even contradictory, but they all note
the role of the most important components of language
etiquette: listening skills, tact, tolerance, politeness,
kindness, the ability of lecturer to manage his emotions
and states, interacting with students based on
understanding their values and needs.

A fundamentally important communicative skill of a
lecturer is the ability to listen.

According to the results of the questionnaire, the need
for it is relevant, and its practical significance is obvious.
Reflexive listening, which focuses on the unmistakable
perception and analysis of the received information,
helps to achieve much greater accuracy of perception of
the content of the message, as the understanding of what
is said is constantly adjusted with the interlocutor’s
amendments.

Empathic, personal listening, accompanied by empathy
for the interlocutor, is a prerequisite for the adequacy of
language behavior of the lecturer, the efficiency of his
professional reactions, prevention of communication
barriers.

Politeness is a form of respect for a student. In
pedagogical communication, this quality involves
understanding the situation of communication, taking
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into account age, gender, national characteristics,
mentality of students.

According to both Ukrainian (71.4%) and Georgian
(40.0%) students, one of the important components of a
lecturer’s language etiquette is tolerance. A good
lecturer must understand and accept the values of other
cultures and worldviews, be lenient in relation to other
views, feelings, behavior, to the characteristics of
peoples, nations and religions.

Benevolence is another characteristic of a lecturer’s
language etiquette, which is distinguished by students
(57.0% of Ukrainian and 55.0% of Georgian students).
Benevolence is necessary both in relation to the student,
and in all communication construction. Friendly attitude
to students allows you to reach the top of
communication both in form and content, if you choose
the right words and intonation. Often the intonation has
a positive or negative effect on the interlocutor.

It is important for a lecturer to learn to control intonation
in business communication, to choose a calm, even,
restrained tone in strict official relations, and calm,
friendly in less strict official relations. The importance
of friendly, calm language of the lecturer is noted by
67.0% of Ukrainian and 35.0% of Georgian students.
77.1% of Ukrainian and 55.0% of Georgian students
believe that the ability to interact with students on the
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basis of understanding their values and needs, the ability
to accept possible differences of opinion, respect for
students’ opinions is the basis of effective pedagogical
communication.

Another one of the most important principles of
language etiquette of the lecturer in the opinion of
Ukrainian (77.1%) and Georgian (35.0%) students —
endurance, the ability to manage their own emotions and
states, calmly respond to unexpected questions and
statements of students.

Analyzing the answers of Ukrainian and Georgian
students to the violation of the rules of language
etiquette of the lecturer, we can draw some parallels:
students to some extent note the same violations of the
rules of language etiquette of the lecturer of higher
education.

Excessive categorical statements in the lecturer’s speech
are noted by 60.0% of Ukrainian and 20.0% of Georgian
students. By directly disciplining students of higher
education, by making categorical requirements to the
lecturer, it is impossible to create a favorable
atmosphere for joint study. It is obvious that any
manifestation of categorical judgments, irritability in
conversation with students is unacceptable in the ethics
of pedagogical communication.

One of the common ways to elevate a lecturer above
higher education seekers and a manifestation of status
power is “you-communication”, which is noticed by
57.0% of Ukrainian students. By usurping “you-
communication”, the lecturer thus first raises his status,
weighs, outlines the supremacy of his “leading”
position. Orientation to “you-communication” testifies
to the inner culture of the individual and demonstrates a
polite attitude to the person, equality of personalities.
40.0% of Ukrainian and 40.0% of Georgian students’
point to the lack of a sense of proportion that predicts
the most delicate line of behavior towards students,
tactlessness. In the situation of pedagogical
communication, it is necessary to strive to understand
the student, to avoid inappropriate questions, to discuss
topics that may cause unpleasant feelings and
associations.

Humiliation of human dignity, arrogance, rudeness,
prejudice, intolerance — qualities that cause student
rejection of the lecturer. Unfortunately, such a practice
of ineffective communication is typical for some
Ukrainian and Georgian lecturers, which excludes an
atmosphere of trust and respect in pedagogical
communication.

Lack of interest and respect for the student,
misunderstanding or ignoring his age, national,
individual psychological characteristics form a negative
attitude of the student to the lecturer, and as a
consequence to the subject.

The results of the experiment eloquently show that the
language culture of the lecturer, his rhetorical skills,
language etiquette and sociability are always in the top
five qualities that students want to see in their lecturer.
These qualities, from our point of view, deserve special
attention. However, these studies do not aim to analyze
two components of a single dialectical process —
improving the oratory of the lecturer and the education
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of student language culture, while these processes are
interconnected, interdependent, which ultimately

ensures their success.

The language of the lecturer should become a standard
of public speaking for the student, as evidenced by the
role defined by students of the rhetorical skills of the
lecturer, as eloquently evidenced by our experiment.

In the future, we intend to develop a scale of components
of rhetorical skills and language etiquette of the lecturer
and the impact of the degree of mastery of this skill by
the lecturer on the success of the lecture course.

Conclusions

Thus, as a result of research, we came to the conclusion
that the most popular in the process of pedagogical
communication are the lecturer’s competencies, such as
listening skills, managing their emotions and states,
interaction with students based on understanding their
values and needs, tact, politeness, tolerance, goodwill.
Unfortunately, the most important super-professional
skills for a lecturer, such as emotional intelligence and
the ability to lead a discussion, are not enshrined in
higher education standards.

And since the teaching profession is public, the skills of
building effective speech, establishing and maintaining
communicative balance in the audience, creating an
atmosphere of trust, psychological comfort, open and
equal cooperation are especially important.

These skills and abilities become especially relevant in
the era of digitalization and the transition to blended
learning, which is characterized by processes of
transformation of society, as a whole and education in
particular, which entails the transformation of the
teaching profession and reorientation to a person-
centered approach. Not only the transfer of knowledge,
but also the formation of skills of obtaining and
processing information, the formation of high-level
thinking skills: analysis, synthesis, evaluation.

All the above makes it possible to talk about the need for
the formation and development of language etiquette of
the lecturer as of the most important component of the
super professional skills of a modern lecturer in higher
education.
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Anomauin

Bemyn: Axmyanvricmb 00cniodicenHs noaseae 8 HeoOXIOHOCMI UBYEHH MOBHO20 emuKemy euKkiaoayd, to2o poii y
dopmysanni npogheciiino opieHmoganoi ocobucmocmi 8 ymo8ax 800CKOHANEHHS CUCMeMU 8uwjoi ocsimu, 8 npoyeci
BNPOBAOINCEHHS HOBUX BUMO2 | CMAHOAPMIE HABYAHHS.

Mema: Busigumu cKnaoosi MOGHO20 emukemy 6UK1A0ayd, AKi € 3Havywumu 0 3000Y8a4ié 6UWOi 0C8imu, a maxKoic
BUBHAYUMU WAAXU IX QOPMYBAHHSL MA POZGUMIKY.

Mamepianu i Memoou: s peanizayii 0ocnioscennss pospoobieno ankenmy, suxopucmosyiouu Google Forms. Auxema
HOWUPIOBANACS, eeKMPOHHOI0 nowmoio ceped 70 cmydenmie Xapkiecvko2o HayioHAIbHO20 YHIsepcumeny Oy0ieHUymed
ma apximexmypu (Xapxkie, Yrkpaina) ma 40 cmyoenmie Cyxymcokozo depacasrnozo yHisepcumemy (Toinici, I pysis).
Pesynomamu: AnkemyeanHs 003801UNO BUAGUMU, WO OCHOBHUMU NPUHYUNAMU MOBHO20 emuKem)y 6UKIadaud e:
8BIUIUBICIIb, MAKMOBHICb, 1100 "A3HICIb, MOJIEPAHMHICINb, 000pO3UUIUGiCMb, 8MIHHA ciyxamu ma iH. Cepeo nopyuiets
npasul MOBHO20 emuKemy SUKIA0Ayd, sIKi 3yCMpIuaomebcs Hanyacmiuie, cmyOoeHmu GI03HAYUIYU MAKi: po3mMosd HA
“niosuwgenux mownax”, 3al6a Kame2OPUUHICMb BUCIOBMI08AHb, HEO0OPOUUIUGICMb, HEeMAKMOGHICMb, 2pybicmy,
VIepeOdCeHICMb, 3apo3yMILICIb ma iH.

Bucnoexu: Haubinvu 3ampebysanumu 8 npoyeci nedazo2iunozo Cniiky8anHs € maxi Komnemenyii 6uknaoaud, sk YMiHH:
cayxamu, YAPAeinHs 61ACHUMU eMOYIAMU | CIMAHAMU, 83AEMOOIA 31 CMYOEHMAMU HA NIOCMAsi po3yMIHHA iX YyinHoOCcmel
i nompeb, MakmosHicmv, GGIUIUGICMb, MOJEPAHMHICIb, 000po3uyausicms. OcoOIUBO ZHAUYWUMU BUCHYNAIOMb
HABUYKU NOOYO08U eheKMUBHO20 MOBHO2O BUCLOBNIOBANHHS, 6CIMAHOGLEHHSL | NIOMPUMAHHS KOMYHIKAMUBHOZ0 PiBHO8AU
6 ayoumopii, cmeopeHHs ammochepu 008IpU, NCUXOJO2IYHO20 KOMPOpmMYy, GIOKpUmMo20 [ PIBHONPAGHO20
cnigpobimuuymea. Lli Haguuku i 6MiHH CMAOMb 0COOIUBO AKMYAILHUMU 8 eNOXYy Yupposizayii [ nepexody Ha smiwane
HaguanHs. Bunuxae neobxionicmo popmyeanns i po3eumKy MOGHO20 emuKemy nedazozd, Kk Hausadciugiuiol ckiadogoi
Haonpo@ecitinux HaBU4OK CY4aCHO20 GUKIA0AYa 3aKaddy euuoi oceimu.

Knrwouosi cnoea: mosnuii emuxem 6ukiaoaud, npogecitina Komnemenyis, 0COOUCMICHO OPIEHMOBAHUL NiOXio,
Haonpo@ecitini HagUYKU, ehekmueHe MOGHe BUCIOBTIOBANHH, NIOMPUMAHHS KOMYHIKAMUBHOI DIGHOBAU.

Annomavusn

Beeoenue: AxmyanvHocms UCCIeO008aHUA  3AKNIOYAEMCA 8 HEOOXOOUMOCMU  U3VUEeHUs peuegozo  dMmuxemad
npenooagamens, €20 poau 8 opMUpPosaHUU NPOPECCUOHATLHO OPUEHMUPOBAHHOU JIUYHOCU 8 YCI0BUAX
COBEPUIEHCINBOBAHUS CUCEMbL 8bICUIE20 00PA308aHUSA, 8 Npoyecce 8HeOpeHUs. HOBbIX MpeDO8aHUll U CMAHOAPmMo8
00yueHusl.

Ilens: Buiasums cocmasiaowue peuegoco 3dMuxKema npenooasamens, 3HAUUMBIX OJiA couckamenel 6vicuie2o
00pazosanus, a maxdce onpedenums nymu ux QOpmMupo8anus u pazeuimusl.

Mamepuanst u Memoodwr: /s peanuzayuu ucciedosanus paspabomana anxkema, ucnoavzys Google Forms. Ankema
PACNPOCMPAHANLACy NO INeKMPOoHHOU noume cpedu 70 cmydenmos XapbKOBCKO20 HAYUOHANLHO20 VHUBEPCUMmMemd
cmpoumenvbcmea u apxumexkmypbl (Xapvkos, Yrpauna) u 40 cmyodenmog Cyxymckozo 20cy0apcmeeHH020 yHueepcumema
(Tounucu, I'pysus).

Pesynomamul: Ankemuposanue no360aUL0 8bIAGUMb, YO OCHOGHLIMU NPUHYURAMU PEUe6020 IMUKema npenooasamens
SABNAIOMCIA.  8EAUCTUBOCMb, MAKMUYHOCHb, NPe0ynpeOumerbHOCHb, MEPRUMOCIb, 000POICENaAMENbHOCMb, YMEHUe
caywams u Op. Cpedu HapyuieHull peuesozo dmuxKema npenoodsameis, KOmopbule CMpeyaomcs yaue 6ce2o, CmyoeHmol
ommemuny  creoyiowue: pasze080p HA  ‘NOBbIWEHHbIX MOHAX™, JUWHASL KAMe20PpUUHOCMb  BbICKA3bIBAHUL,
HEO0OpoIICceNamenbHOCmb, OeCMAKMHOCMb, 2PYO0Cb, NPed83sIMOCMb, 8biCOKOMEPUE U Op.

Bui6oovi: Haubonee socmpebosanuviMu 8 npoyecce nedazocuyecko2o 00Oujenus AGIAMCA maxue KomnemeHyuu
npenooagamens, KAk yMeHue CIyuams, yYnpasieHue cooOCmeeHHbIMU IMOYUAMU U COCMOAHUAMU, 83aumoolelicmaue co
CMyOeHmamu Hd OCHOBAHUU NOHUMAHUA UX YeHHoCmel U HnompeOHOCmel, MAKMUYHOCMb, BeHCIUBOCMb,
Moaepanmnocms, 006podiceramenbHocmpb. OCOOEHHO 3HAUUMBIMU BLICHLYNAION HABBIKU NOCMPOEHUs IPPHeKmUusHo2o
peuesoeo GblCKA3bIGAHUS, YCMAHOGICHUE U NO00ePICAHUE KOMMYHUKAMUBHO2O PABHOBECUs 6 ayOUmopuu, co30anue
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ammocghepuvl 008epusl, NCUXOIO2UYECKO20 KOMPOPMA, OMKPLIMO20 U PAGHONPABHO20 COMPYOHUYECmEa. Dmu HaGbIKUL U
YMeHUs CIAHO8AMCA 0COOEHHO AKMYAIbHLIMU 8 INOXY YUPPosusayuu u nepexood Ha cmeulantoe obyuenue. Bosnuxaem
HeoOX00UMOCmb  (QOPMUPOBAHUA U PA38UMUSA  pedeso20 dMmuKema neddazozd, KAk 6adCHeuulell cocmasisioujeli
CBEPXNPODHECCUOHATLHBIX HABBIKOB COBPEMEHHO20 NPENno0asameis yupesicoeHus bicuieco 00pa3o8anus.

Knrouegvie cnosa: peuesoti smuxem npenooasameiis, npo@eccuoHanbHas KOMnemenyus, Iu4HOCMHO OPUEHMUPOBAHHbII

nooxoo, ceepxnpogheccuoranbhbie HaBbIKU, dIPPeKmusHoe peyegoe BblCKA3bIBAHUE, NOOOEPHCAHUE KOMMYHUKATNUBHO2O
pasHogecus.

The electronic version of this article is complete. It can be found online in the IJES Archive
https://ijes.culturehealth.org/en/archive and in the KRPOCH Publishing Repository
https://ekrpoch.culturehealth.org/handle/lib/58
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